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B. Session:;
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. States parties to the Covenant

6. The follovTing officers, elected by the Committee at its first session for a.
term of two years in accordance 'I-lith article 39 of the Covenant, continued to
serve at the third, fourth and fifth sessions of the Committee:

C. Membership and attendance

4. The membership of the Committee remained the same as during 1977. A list of
the members of the Committee is given in annex 11 below.

D. Officers of the Committee

5. All the members, except Mr. Mora Rojas and Mr. Uribe Vargas, attended the
third session of the Committee; I~. Seminega attended only part of that session.
All the members except r,1'r. Ben-Fadhel and NIl'. Kelani attended the fourth session
of the Committee; Mr. Ganj L, Mr. Prado Vallejo and Mr. Seminega attended only part
of that session. The fifth session was attended by all the members of the
Committee except Mr. Ganj i, Mr. Kelani, Mr. Tarnopclsky and Hr. Uribe Vargas.

2. By the closing date of the fifth session of the Committee, 8 States had made
the declaration envisaged under article 41, paragraph 1, of the Covenant. A list
of States parties to the Covenant and to the Optional Protocol, with an indication
of those which have made the declaration under article 41, paragraph 1, of the
Covenant, is contained in annex I to the present report.

1. On 3 November 1978, the closing date of the fifth session of the Human Rights
Committee, t.her-e were 50 States parties to the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights and 19 States parties to the Optional Protocol to the Covenant ,_
which "ere adopted by the General Assembly of the United Nations in
resolution 2200 A (XXI) of 16 December 1966 and opened for sienature and
ratification in New York on 19 December 1966. In addition, two other States
rati~ied the Covenant in September ~978 and one of them has also ratified the
Optional Pr-otiocc'l.. Both instruments entered into force on 23 ~JJarch 1976 in
accordance with the provisions of their articles 49 and 9 respectively.

3. The Human Rights Committee held three sessions in 1978: the third session
was held at the United Nations Office at Geneva from 16 January to 3 February 1970;
the fourth session was held at United Nations Headquarters, New York, from
10 July to 2 August 1978; and the fif"th session was held at tile United Nations
Office at Geneva from 23 October to 3 November 1978.



Vice-Chairmen:

Rapporteur:

Mr. Andreas V. Ma.vrommatis

Mr. Luben G. Kouli shev

Mr. Raj soomer Lallah

Mr. Torkel Opsahl

Nl'r. Diego Uribe Vargas

7. In view of the fact that the Rapporteur of the Committee, ~1r. Uribe Vargas,
was unable to attend the third and fifth sessions, Messrs. Prado Vallejo and
Mora Rajas were elected acting Rapporteurs for the duration of the third and
fifth sessions respectively.

E. Establishment of working groups

8. In accordance with rule 89 of its provisional rules of procedure, 1/ the
Committee established working groups to meet before its third and fourth sessions
in order to make recommendations to the Committee regarding the fulfilment of the
conditions of admissibility of communications laid down in articles 1, 2, 3 and
5 (2) of the Optional Protocol.

9. The Working Group of the third session was established by the Cmnmittee at
its 44t.h meeting on 29 August 1977. It met at Geneva from 9 to 13 January 1978.
The members of the lvorking Group as appointed by the Committee were
1'-1r. Ben-Fadhel, Iv'JI'. Graefrath, ~1r. Mavrommatis, Mt'. Prado Vallejo and
Sir Vincent Evans. Sir Vincent Evans was elected Chairman/Rapporteur of the
Working Group.

10. The Working Group of the fourth session was established by the Committee at
its Brd meeting on 2 February 1978. It met at United Nations Headquarters from
3 to 7 Jul~r 1978. The members of this Working Group as appointed by the
Committ ee were Mr. Kouli shev, Mr. Mavrommatis, Mr. Mora Rojas, Mr. Seminega and
Nr. Taruopolsky. Mr. Tarnopolsky was elect ed Chairman/Rapporteur of the \V'orking
Group.

11. Owing to the lack of budgetary provi.sion, it was not possible to establish
a working group to meet before the fifth session; but pursuant to a decision
taken by the Committee at its 94th meeting, Sir Vincent Evans travelled to Geneva
a few days in advance of the session to examine communications under the Optional
Protocol which were ready for action by the Committee and to make recommendations
to the Committee on them.

12. At its lllth meeting, on 25 October 1978, the Committee decided that a
oorking group, to ba composed of Messrs. Hanga, Lallah, Prado Vallejo, Tomuschat
and a fifth member to be appointed .later by the Chairman, taking into account the
geographical distribution of the membership, should meet for a period of one week
prior to its sixth session in April 1979.

1/ For the provisional rules of p...·ocedure, see Official Records of the
General Assembly, Thirty-second Session, Supplement No. 44 (A/32/44 and Corr.l),
annex 11.

-2-
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F. Agenda

Third session

13. At its 47th meeting, held on 16 January 1918, the Committee adopted the
provisional agenda, submitted by the Secretary-General in acc-or-dance with rule 6
of the provisional rules of procedure, as the agenda of its third session, as
follows:

'gas,
l
l

1.

2.

Adoption of the agenda.

Organizational and other matters.

3. Status of submission of reports by States parties under article 40 of
the Covenant.

le
:sions
If the
and

~ at
978.

4.

5.

6.

Consideration of reports submitted by States parties under article 40
of the Covenant: initial reports of States parties due in 1971.

Consideration of communications received in accordance with the
Optional Protocol to the Covenant.

Question of co-operation between the Committee and the specialized
agencies concerned.

e at
from

1. Future meetings of the Committee.

Fourth session

14. At its 75th meeting, held on 10 July 1978, the Committee adopted the following
items listed on the provisional agenda, gj submitted by the Secretary-General, as
the agenda of its fourth session:

and
king 1. Adoption of the agenda.

2. Organizational and other matters.

ish

eneva
ional
tions 4.

Status of submission of reports by States parties under article 40 of
the Covenant.

Consideration of reports submitted by States parties under article 40
of the Covenant: initial reports of States parties due in 1911.

t:hat
t the
week

.1) ,

2/ In accordance with the decision of the Committee at its third session illld
in view of the approval, by the Committee on Conferences, of the request of the
Committee to hold an additional (fifth) session at the United nations Office at
Geneva in 1978 from 23 October to 3 November, consideration of item 8 of the
provisional agenda (Annual report of the Crnnmittee on its activities to the
General Assembly, through the Economic and Social Council, under article 45 of
the Covenant and article 6 of the Optional Protocol) was deferred to the fifth
session of the Committee.

-3-
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5. Consideration of communications received in accordance with the
Optional Protocol to the Covenant.

6. Question of co-operati0n between the Committee and the specialized
agencies concerned.

7. Future meetings of the Committee.

Fifth session

15. At its 106th meeting, held on 23 October 1978, the Committee adopted the
provisional agenda, submitted by the Secretary-General, as the agenda of its
fifth session, as follows:

1 . Adoption of the agenda.·

2. Organizational and other matters.

3. Status of submission of reports by States parties under article 40 of
the Covenant.

4. Consideration of reports submitted by States parties under article 40
of the Covenant: initial reports of States parties due in 1977.

5.

6.

Consideration of communications received in accordance with the
provfaione of the Optional Protocol to the Covenant ,

Future meetings of the Committ~e.

7. Annual report of the Committee to the General Assembly through the
Economic and Social Council, under article 45 of the Covenant and
article 6 of the Optional Protocol.

-4-
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II. ORGANIZATIONAL AND OTHER MATTERS

A. Methoas relating to the consideration by the

Committee of reports submitted by States

parties under article 40 of the Covenant

16. At its third session, the Committee agreed, on the recommendation of its

Bureau, to have an exchange of views on two questions: first, whether the

Governments of the States parties whose reports under article 40 of the Cvvenant

had been initially considered by the Committee in the presence of their

representatives should be sent reminders requesting them to submit the additional

information which they had promised in response to questions raised in the

Committee in connexion with their reports; 3/ and secondly, whether the Conunittee

should express itEi views on the reports it had considered to the Governments of

the States parties concerned, and if it decided to do so, in what manner that

should be done.

17. In the course of a preliminary examination of these questions at the third

session, members of the Committee expressed different opinions on various

aspects to be consddered , Detailed information concerning this exchange of views

can be found in the summary records of the relevant meetings (documents

CCPR/C/SR.48, 49, 5G, 55 and 73). The Committee decided to continue its

examination of this important subject at a future session.

B. Question of the annual report

18. Article 45 of the Covenant provides that the Committee shall submit to the

General Assembly of the United Nations, through the Economic and Social Council,

an annual report on its activities.

19. In accordance with the above-mentioned article, the Committee had decided

at its first session that its annual report to the General Assembly would cover

the activities of the Committee during each calendar year. The annual report of

the Committee for 1977 '::J was therefore prepared and adopted at the end of its

second session.

20. At its third session, the Committee found it would be necessary, in order to

keep abreast of its work, to hold an additional session in 1978 and decided to

adopt its annual :report for the current year at the end of that session. The

Committ""e was informed, at its fourth session, that the Committee on Conferences

-5-

3/ For the decisions taken by the Committee in this respect at its third and

fifth-sessions, under agenda item 3 (Status of submission of reports by States

parties under article 40 of the Covenant), see paras. 35 and 47 below.
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had approved its request to hold an additional (fifth) session at Geneva from
23 October to 3 November 1978.

21. At its lOlst meeting, on 28 July 1978, the Committee approved the-text of a
letter which was addressed, on behalf of the Committee, by its Chairman to the
President of the Economic and Social Council, informing him of the above
mentioned developments, stating that since the annual report of the Committee for
1978 i,ould be adopted at the end of the additional (fifth) session, it might
not be rea~y in tim~ for submission, through the Council, to the General Assembly
at its thirty-third session, and requesting that the foregoing be brought to
the attention of the General Assembly.

22, In a reply dated 1 September 1978, the President of the Economic and Social
Council informed the Chairman of the Committee that the Council, in decision
1978/61 of 3 August 1978, had decided to authorize the Secretary-General to
transmit directly to the General Assembly at its thirty-third session certain
reports, among them the annual report of the Human Rights Committee, "unless
the Council should be invited, at the request of either a member or the Secretary
General to consider any of them at its resumed second regular session, 1978tl

•

(For the correspondence between the Chairman of the Committee and the President
of the Economic and Social Council, see annex IV below.)

23. At its fifth session, the Committee reconsidered its previous decision that
its annual report should cover the activities of the Committee during a given
calendar year and decided that, beginning with 1979, it would adopt its annual
report at the end of its second annual (summer) session, for appropriate
transmission to the General Assembly through the Economic and Social Council.

24. The present report, however, covers the activities of the Committee at its
third, fourth and fifth sessions held in 1978.

C. Participation at the World Conference to
Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination

25. At its fourth session, the Committee was informed by its Chairman of a note
verbale which he had received from the Secretary-General of the United Nations
inviting the Committee, in accordance with General Assembly resolution 32/129
of 16 December 1977, to participate as an observer in the World Conference to
Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination which was to be held at Geneva from
14 to 25 August 1978, and requesting the Committee to communicate to the
Secretary-General of the Conference the names of representatives whom the
Committee might wish to appoint to represent it at the Conference.

26. On the recommendation of its Bureau, the Committee decided that its
Chairman should represent the Committee at that Conference. The representative
of the S3cretary-General informed the Committee of the financial implications
of that decision.

27. At its fifth session, the Committee was informed by its Chairman that he
attended the above-mentioned Conference where he made a statement on its behalf.
The text of the statement was made availa.ble to the members of the Committee.

-6-
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.D. Question of pUblicity fOl" the work of the Committee

28. At the t-hird and fourth sessions, members of the Committee exchanged views

as to the best manner in which its work could be pUblicized throughout the world.

Discussions centred around the possibility of preparing a yearbook of the Human

'Rights Committee and issuing a pamphlet for wide circulation concerning the

Covenant and the Committee.

29. The representative of the Secretary-General inf·ormed the Committee thr.t

authorization for a pUblication of the nature of a yearbook, which had

administrative and financial implications, would have to be brought through the

appropriate channels, whereas the production of a pamphlet would be a si!lpler

operation because it could be anticipated that the United Nations Office of

Public Information would consider preparing and issuing it if the Committee took

a decision to that effect.. The attention of the Committee was drawn to existing

United Nations pUblications, such as the Yearbook on Human Rights and the

Human Ri®ts Bulletin where the activities of the Human Rights CClmmittee could

be appropriately reflected.

30. Members of the Committee exchanged views on the matter and agreed to discuss

it more fully at a future session in the light of any inforxr.ation that might be

made available to it by the Secretariat, taking into account any financial

implications.

E. Assistance required from the Secretariat

31. The Committee wishes to record its appreciation for the assistance it has

received from the Secretariat and to express the hope that the Secretary-General,

in accordance with the provisions of the Covenant, will continue to provide the

necessary staff and facilities for the effective performance of the Committee,

taking into account its increasing workload.

-7-
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IH. CONSIDKRATION OF REPORTS SUBNITTED BY STATES
PARTIES UNDER ARTICLE 40 OF THE COVENANT

A, Status of submission of reports

32, In accordance with article 40 of the Covenant, States parties undertake to
submit reports on the measures they have adopted which give effect to the rights
recognized therein and on the progress made in the enjoyment of thos~ rights,
within one year of the entry into force of the Covenant for the States parties
concerned and thereafter whenever the Connnittee so requests. In order to assist
States parties in subMitting the reports required under article 40 ef the
Covenant ~ the Committee, at its second session, approved general guidelines
regarding the form and contents of reports, the text of which appeared in
annex IV to its first annual report submitted to the General Assembly at its
thirty-second session, 2!

33. At its third session, the Connnittee was informed that 18 States parties had so
so far submitted their initial reports to the Connnittee, that 20 other States
parties which should have submitted their initial reports in 1971 had not yet
done so, and that 6 states parties were due to submit their initial reports in
1918.

34. At the suggestion of the Chairman~ the Connnittee decided, in accordance with
rule 69 of the provisional rules of procedure, that reminders be sent to the
States parties whose initial reports ,vere overdue, requesting them to submit
their reports in compliance with the relevant provision of the Covenant,

35. The Committee also decided that the States parties whose reports had been
initially considered at the second session, and whicb had undertaken to provide
additional information, be requested to submit such information before its
fourth session.

36. Reports submitted by 8 States parties were considered by the Committee at
its third session in the following order: Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Sweden,
Mauritius, Denmark, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic RepUblic, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland and Iran.

31. A new report submitted by Mauritius, but not available at that time to the
members of the Connnittee, was introduced by its representative, The Connnittee
decided that the consideration of the new report would be resumed at its fourth
session.

38. The representative of Iran, introducing his country's initial report.
furnished the Committee with additiqnal information .·rhich he said would be
incorporated in a supplementary report. The Connnittee decided to postpone the
consideration of the Iranian report until its fourth session,

-8-
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39. The Committee also decided to postpone, for lack of time, the consideration
of the reports submitted by Nor"ay" Madagascar and Chile until its fourth
session.

40. At its fourth session, the Corr~ittee was informed that of the 38 initial
reports due in 1977, reports from 23 states parties had been received. Four
States parties had submitted supplementary reports following the consideration
by the Committee of their initial reports at earlier meetings. Of the 6 initial
reports due for submission in 1978, 5 should have been submitted before the
Committee's fourth session.

41. The attention of the Committee was drawn to Economic and Social Council
resolution 1978/20 in which the Council had decided to exempt States parties to
the Covenant from sUbmittine reports on similar questions under the periodic
reporting procedure established under Council resolution 1074 C (XXXIX).

42. The Committee adopted a draft communication to be sent to States parties
whose reports, due in 1977 under article 40 of the Covenant, were still
outstanding. This communication referred to previous reminders, to rule 69 of
the Committee's provisional rules of procedure ~th particular reference to
paragraph 2 thereof, and to Economic and Social Council resolution 1978/20 in
the hope that this resolution woufd encourage States parties to the Covenant
to promptly disctarge their reporting obligations under article 40 thereof.

43. Reports su'tmitted by 6 States parties were considered by the Committee at
its fourth session in the following order: Norv18.Y, Madagascar. Iran, Federal
Republic of Germany, Yugoslavia and Jordan.

44. It was agreed that consideration of the reports submitted by Hauritius,
Chile and the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics should be postponed.

45. At its fifth session, the Committee was informed 'that 27 States had
submitted their initial reports under article 40 of the Covenant and that 5 of
them had also submitted supplementary reports containing additional information
or replies to questions raised in the Committee in connexion w~th their initial
reports; that 12 states whose reports were due in 1977 had not yet submitted
their initial reports; and that initial reports from 5 othe~ States parties
due in 1978 had not yet been received.

46. The States parties whose initial reports were due in 1977 but which had not
yet sutmftrted them w'ere the following: Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica, Iraq,
Jamaica, Kenya, Lebanon, Mali, Mongolia, Rwanda, United RepUblic of Tanzania and
Uruguay. According to previous decisions of the Committee, reminders had been
sent to these States, with the exception of Canada which informed the Committee
during its third and fourth session~ that its report was fort~coming (for the
status of submission of reports, see annex 111 below).

47. The Committee decided that the States whose reports had been initially
considered at the second and third sessions and which had undertaken to p'rovide
additional information should be requested to submit such information before the
end of March 1979.

48. Initial reports submitted by 3 States parties were considered by the
Committee at its fifth session in the following order: Union of Soviet

-9-
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Socialist Republics. Nauritius and Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic. Atthis session, the Committee also continued its cons.id er-at Io-, of the initialreport of Ecuador together with supplementary information received from theGoverlunent of Ecuador.

B. Summaries of consideration of reports

49. The following paragraphs are arranged on a country-by-country basis accordingto the sequence followed by the Committee at its third, fourth and fifth sessionsin its consideration of the reports of States parties. Fuller information iscontained in the initial and supplementary reports sutrnitted by the Statesparties concerned and in the summary records of the meetings at .rhich thereports I.ere considered by the Committee.

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

50. The Committee considered the initial report submitted by the Libyan ArabJamahiriya at its 51st meeting on 18 January 1978 (cCPR/c/sR.5l).

51. The representative of the State party read out a new report, subsequentlyissued as document CCPR/C/1IAdd.20. It differed from the one submitted earlierby his country (cCPR/c/l/Add.3 and Corr.l) in that the latter contained textswhich had been nullified following the repeal, in March 1977. of theConstitutional Declaration, the provisions of which had been replaced by theKoran, in which all texts concerning human rights were to be found. In answerto a question, he said that, apart from that difference, the substance of cothreports remained the same and that the penal code had not been affected by theconstitutional changes.

52. The representative lias asked whether ratification of international agreementsby the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, such as the International Covenants on HumanRights, entailed the incorporation of their provisions in national law and if itdid not, what legislative procedure had been followed in order to incorporate theprovisions of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights intonational substantive law.

53. Clarification was requested on the details of the legal effects of theconstitutional changes and on the recourse available to individuals forcontesting any decision or act by the courts or legislative or administrativeauthorities, which might infringe rights recognized by the Koran.

54. Information was sought on the implementation of article 3 of the Covenant,which related to the equal right of men and women to the enjoyment of the civiland political rights set forth therein. Some members asked what difference thereI~S in that respect between the old and the new constitutions, to what extentequality existed with regard to participation in political, social and culturallife as well as to marriage, and whether the country's cultural traditionsimpeded equality of men and women.

55. Some members requested more details concerning the categories of serious_crimes punishable by death, the role of the Mufti, as well as some statisticson the application of the death penalty during the last few years. Therepresentative was asked whether that penalty I~S applicable to acts other thanvoluntary homicide, such as incitement to change the Government or regime.
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56. In connexion with article 7 of the Covenant which prohibits tior-trur-e , the
question was aaked , could Libyan courts order corporal punishment and , if they
could under what conditions and for what crimes?,

57. Some members noted that the provisions in force in Libya concerning pre-trial
detention 1vere inadequate to ensure compliance with the principles set forth in
article 9, paragraph 3, and article 14, paragraph 3 (c), of the Covenant. ~bre

information was requested on the circumstances in whi.ch pre-trial detention could
be prolonged and of the relative powers of magistrates and courts of first
instance in that respect. It was noted that citizens needed to know not only
what authority was competent to order their arrest or detention, but also in 1vhat
circumstances they became guilty of offences under the law; from that vie1vpoint,
article 396 of the Penal Code 1~S considered too vague.

58. One member observed that the principle of legality \~s dependent on the
existence, in accordance with article 14 of the Covenant, of independent
and impartial courts, and wished to know how jUdges 1vere appointed, whether they
were appointed for life or could be dismissed, and, if they could, by what
authority. Another member of the Committee noted, however, that the best means
of guaranteeing the independence of the courts and judges consisted not so much
in appointing judges for life as in giving every citizen the possibility of
becoming a judge.

59. The representative was asked whether special procedures 1.ere to apply
when a state of emergency had been proclaimed and whebher' emergency courts
dealt with political crimes.

60. Information 1~S sought, in accordance vnth article 14, paragraphs 3 (d) and
3 (e), on the right of the accused to be present at his trial, to defend himself
in person and to interrogate witnesses for the prosecution.

61. Some members observed that, in relation to the freedom of religion as
embodied in article 18 of the Covenant, the report seemed to deal exclusively
with the Moslem religion. Questions were asked concerning the extent of rights
enjoyed by adherents of ot.her religions or by non-believers and whether the
repeal of the Constitutional Declaration and its replacement by the Koran
entailed any changes in their status.

62. Clarification was sought on information given concerning freedom of opinion
and expression, provided for in article 19 of the Covenant. Restrictions arising
from lithe interests of the peop.l.e" and v't.he principles of the Revolution'; were
thought to be broader than those arising from "pub'Hc or-der " (ordre public)
as envisaged in the Covenant. The representative vTas asked whetihez- those
principles had been established in official documents, whether they had any
legal status, whether they were binding on a judge and whether the judicial
authority or the executive authority had to decid.e what was meant by them.

63. Some members asked what acts were considered political crimes in the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya since it was noted that article 19 of the prison code, quoted
on page 19 of the report, referred to persons convicted of political crimes.
What regime governed the treatment of political prisoners? Were any persons,
other than those convicted of such crimes, being held without trial in the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya for political reasons and, if they were-did they have any means
of recourse?

-11-



64. More information was requested on the enjoyment in the Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya of the right of everyone to freedom of association referred to in
article 22 of the Covenant, and in particular the right to form and join trade
unions, and on the legal regime governing occupational relations.

65. Some members asked about the position of ethnic, religious or linguistic
minorities as well as that of aliens and, in particUlar, the ri~ht of the latter
to leave the country.

66. One member sought information concerning the implementation of the right to
vote and to be elected at periodic elections by universal and equal suffrage and
by secret ballot. set out in article 25 of the Covenant.

67. The representative of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya stated that the replies to
some questions might be found in his introductory statement. However, in view of
the number of questions asked and the importance of most of them, he would prefer
to reply to them in writing.

Sweden

68. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.9 and Corr.l)
subnitted by Sweden at its 52nd and 53rd meetings on 18 and 19 January 1978
(CCPR/C/SR.52 and 53).

69. The representative of the 8tate party stated that he did not think that it
was necessary for him to introduce his country's report, which was self
explanatory.

70. With regard to the statement made in the report to the effect that it had
not been found necessary to lay down provisions equivalent to those of the
Covenant in an independent Swedish statute because existing domestic law was in
full accord with the obligations to be assumed by Sweden under the Covenant,
some members asked whether it was possible for an individual to directly invoke
the provisions of the Covenant before a court or administrative tribunal, or to
call for the annulment of a law which ran couater to the Covenant. One member
observed that the report, like others describing mainly constituti0nal and legal
provisions, was incomplete as regards the actual situati~n affecting, in the
terms of article 40 of the Covenant, the progress made in the enjoyment of
rights.

71. Informatil.i:.l was sought on the manner in which the proclaimed equality
between men and women was implemented, w-ith particular reference to the rights of
men and women regarding the devolution of property, succession Emd legal
representat ion.

72. With regard to article 4 of the Covenant, it was noted that the report
contained no information on what legal measures could be taken during a period of
emergency. The representative of Sweden was asked how a public emergency could
be declared, what the extent of the control exercised by Parliament was or
whether such control was exclusively an executive prerogative. Some members
requested clarification on the reference in the report to the limitation on
certain rights and freedoms permitted in the Constitution in order to satisfy
"a purpose which is acceptable in a democratic society" and on the authorities
which were entitled to impose such limitE'.tions.

-12-
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73. Concern was expressed at the forms of deprivation of liberty that might
result from the application in S1veden of the law on "anti-social behavfour-",
More information was requested on the meaning of that expression, on the
situations covered by the Law and on the safeguards introduced to prevent its
abuse.

74. With reference to the comments made in the report on article 9 of the
Covenant, the representative was asked whether Swedish law provided for forms of
conditional release pending trial in the absence of the system of bail, what
reason other than a cr:minal charge could justify taldng a person into police
custody and for how long a person a1Vaiting trial on a criminal charge could be
so detained.
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79. Regarding article 18 of the Covenant, clarification 1VaS requested on the
meaning of the statement in the report that everyone 1VaS free to practise his
religion in' so far as he did not provoke "pUblic indignation ll by so doing. It
was observed that equal facilities were not afforded to all religious
communities and the question was asked .. What benefits were enjoyed by the Church
of Bweden but not by others? It was also observed that the Swedish legislation

i
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78. As regards article 17 of the C?venant, in the light of the principle of
equality of all persons before the law as guaranteed in article 14, paragraph 1,
the representative was asked why a court consent could be obtained for
telephone-tapping where aliens only were involved. More information 1VaS
requested on the circumstances in which searches were permitted and on any
provisions in Swedish law for electronic surveillance by the police and other
authorities.

77. As regards the principle embodied in article 14, pQragraph 1, of the
Covenant, clarification was sought on the exceptions permitted in Swedish law
from the principle of the openness of court proceedings, the cases in which a
court decision 1VaS not made pUblic, whether the circumstances which justified
the holding of trials in camera were equally applicable to aliens and citizens,
and, if they were, what grounds tihere were for providing the.t extradition
proceedings in camera were admissible where they were conducted agai~st aliens.
With reference to article 14, paragraph 3, the representative was asked who
could reject a counsel appointed by the accused and for what reasons such a
decision could be made.

75. As regards article 12 of the Covenant, clarification was requested on the
authority involved in denying a passport to sn a.pplicant suspected of "pursuing
relations" with a foreign power, on the meaning of the expression "pursuing
relations" and on whether individuals had the right to cr.allenge decisions
denying them passports.

76. With refere~~e to article 13 of the Covenant, it was observed that the
pronouncement of a sentence against an alien residing in Sweden always being
accompanied by an order of expulsion was a harsh measure, especially when made
against an alien who had been residing in that country for many years and might
even be married to a Swedish citizen. Various questions were asked: were there
any cases in which the a.ct of expulsion by the Executive was not justiciable?
What distinction 1VaS made between expulsion and deportation? Why were some
decisions taken by courts of general jurisdiction and others by regional
administrative courts?
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concerned made no menticn of the freedom not to profess any religion or to be an
atheist, and the representative 1~S asked whether religious instruction ~s

compulsory in schools. Information was requested on any new steps that might have
been taken by the Swedish Government to bring its legislation into lin~ with the
provisions of article 18 of the Covenant.

80. Referring to article 19 of the Covenant some members requested clarification
on the statement made in the report that f:-eedom of expressi.on and of information
might be restricted in the interests of the "security of the Rea.lm" and of lithe
economic w"ell-being of the peopl.e". The representative was also asked whether and
~ow such restricti.ons had been applied and how they were justified as being
consistent with the Covenant. Simila"t' requests for clarification were made on
another statement in the report to the effect that films might not be allow~d to
te shown in Sweden if they were considered to be "conducive to coarsenesa'' or
"dangerously :i.nflammatory", and the representative was asked whether such
censorship could be challenged. In that connexion, it 1018.S noted that radio and
television were State monopolies. Information 1~S sought on how far such media
wer-e controlled by the Gover-nment and what authority had been set up to ensure
that radio and television broadcasting was not merely another instrument of the
Executive.

81. Quoting a statement in the report that registration of persons who were
considered to be security risks could be made in the interests of the protection
of the democratic society, some members requested clarification on the meaning of
that statement and asked which authorities decided who were security risks,
whether individuals had any means of challenging such a designation and whether
organizations could be so registered. The representative ~,3 also asked whether
journalists and private individuals could consult the public records and thus
discover that certain persons were regarded as security risks.

82. Referring to the provisions of articles 23 and 26 of the Covenant, one member
asked whether Swedish men and women who married foreigners enjoyed the same
Treatment with regard to the right of residence and what conditions the foreign
husband or .afe would have to fulfil in order to acquire Swedish nationality.

83. As regards articles 26 and 27 of the Covenant, more information ~s requested
on the steps that the Swedish Government and Parliament intended to take in order
to bring existing legislation into line with the detailed provisions of
article 2, paragraph 1, and article 26 of the Covenant concerning tLe prohibition
of discrimination, as well as on the situation of the ethnic, linguistic and
religio~s minorities in Sweden.

84. The representative of Sw"eden conment.ed on the observations and questions
sUJllIllarized in the preceding paragraphs. He stated that the courts and the
adnlinistrative authorities had the right te examine the constitutionality of laws
and regulations. As regards article 3 of the Covenant, he stated that there were
no legislative provisions relating to the principle of equality of the sexes and
that a Government Commission was drafting a bill on the question. With reference
to article 4 of the Covenant, he stated that no provision was made for the
suspension of the Constitution in a public emergency and that in such a situation
no law contrary to chapter 2 of the Swedish Constitution, which guarantees certain
freedoms and r-Lgr.cs , could be enacted.
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85. Commerrti.ng on the concern expressed by several members of the Commit.tee

regarding the act on ant ti-vsoc La'l, behaviour , he pointed out tl'n.t the implementation

of tnat act "fas sUbject to a court decision whi.c h could be taken only if it. was

apparent that the person concerned could not be helped in any other Hay to adopt a

normal Vlay of life. He also maintained that there was a safe8uard against abuse

of the possibility of conunitting "n individual to an occupational instit.ution,

since an appeal against a decision to that effect could be Lodged il1th a higher

court.

86. As regards the comments made in respect of article 9 of the Covenant, he

stated that existing alternatives to the system of bail included prohibiting a

suspect from leaving his place of residence or seizing his property for the

approximate value of any damages a court might 3ubseQuently reQuire him to pay.

Replying to another question, he said that the period of detention in custody

depended on the duration of the investibation but tnat, in any event, the court

must enJure, at least every two weeks, that the investigation was being carried

out as expeditiously as possible. If the court found that there were no longer

any leGal grounds for keep.ing the suspect in custody, his release must be ordered.

87. :Referring to Questions asked in connexion iVith article 12 of the Covenant,

he stated that it was for the Swedish authority responsible for issuing passports

to decide whether any of the grounds for r ef'usa.L to issue a pa sspor-t were

applicable in a particular case. Such a decision, he added, could be appealed

against.

88. As regards article 13 of the Covenant, the representative of Sweden stated

that an expul s i.on order \'las issued in connexion ':Tith the imposition of a sentence

of imprisolnnent of more than one year "n1ile deportation of an alien ~ould be

ordered for various reasons mentioned in the Aliens Act, such as failure to lead

an honest life, misuse of drugs or failure to meet obligations to the coraaunity or

private individuals. Commenting on tlie possibility that, in an exceptional case,

the Government could expel or deport aliens directly, he explained that that

provision had been introduced following an alarming increase in the number of

international crimes involving violence. The Sv~r.:dish Government had onl.y rarely

had recourse to that possibility and, in any event, the alien in question Nas

entitled to counsel at public expense. He said that the Government, as the

supreme autl~rity for the execution of an expUlsion order, gave due consideration

to the human factors involved in the matter.

89. With reference to questions asked concerning court nroceedings under

article 14 of the Covenant, he indicated that iThen national security was involved,

proceedings could be held in camera, but the verdict was generally made pUblic.

He also said that the court could reject a counsel on the grounds of misconduct,

but that an appeal could be lodged against such a decisioi .

90. Replying to cOllilllents made under article 17 of the Covenant, he pointed out

that the basic reQuirement for a search of premi~es was that there should be

reasonable grounds for believing that an offence punishable by imprisonment had

been committed. He added that more stringent rules applied to searches of

premises other than the offender's place of residence. In that connexion, he

pointed out that telephon;·~apping required a court decision.

91. In respect of article 18 of the Covenant, he pointed out that religious

instruction was given in an objective and neutra.l manner, whic h should not be
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contrary to personal beliefs and that ~upils exempted from religious instruction
at sctool) in accordance with the provisions of the law, must, in every case, be
given equivalent reliaious instruction outside school hours.

92. As regards the questions and comments made under article 19 of the Covenarrt ,
the representative of Sweden stressed that the possibility of registration of
persons on account of their political opinions might exist in exceptional cases
but that the records were net available to the pubf.Lc, Furthermore, he added,
there vias an elaborate system of supervision and no one 1 s political opinions woulcl
be recorded solely on the grounds that that person had committed a crime.
Referring to queries on the meaning of the expressions "security of the Real.m" and
"the economfc 1-Tell-being of the people", mentioned in the report as possible
justification for restricting the freedom of ex~ression and of information, the
representative of Sweden stated that the former expression corresponded to the
concept of "national security" as used in articles 19, 21 and 22 of the Covenant
whereas the laxter expression Telated only to situations of serious economic
crisis, and he stressed that no law haJ been passed under which the economic
well-being of the people could be invoked to justify such restrictions. He also
stated that no advance censorship was exercised over broadcastg despite State
monopoly of radio and television. As to the question put to him on the meaning
of the expression "democratdc soo i ety" mentioned in the report in connexion with
article 19 of the Covenant, he pointed out that it must be interpreted in the
light of the Swedish Constitution. As regards film censorship, he indicated that
the expressions "conducive to coarseness" and "dangeroual.y inflammatorytl mentioned
in the report were to be interpreted in the light of the moral values prevailing
at the time when tpe decisions were taken. Moreover, an appeal against those
decisions could be lodged with the Government.

93. Replying to a question concerning the rights to residence and nationality
enjoyed in Sweden by foreigners married to Swedish women, he stated that normally
a marriage duly entered into with a Swedish citizen woul.d be taken into
consideration for the purposes of issuing a work permit or granting Swedish
citizenship. Referring to another quest inn under article 26 of the Covenant,
he said that the Penal Code provided for the punishment of unlawful discrimination.

94. The representative of the State party finally stated that his Government
woul.d supplement the answers he had given as it deemed appropriate.

Denmark

95. The Committee considered the initial report subnitted by Denmark at its
54th meeting on 19 January 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.54).

96. The report vias introduced by the representative of the State party who said
that the intial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.4) concerned the general framework in which
the rights covered by the Covenant were implemented and protected in Denmark. The
additional report (CCPR/C/l!Add.19)- was prepared following the receipt of the
guidelines but related only, due to the shortage of time) to the implementatil)n in
Denmark of articles 1 to 7 and 17 to 22 of the Covenant. His Gover: _dt hoped to
cover the remaining articles in its next report.

97. The representative stated that, before ratifying the Covenants, his
Government had introduced the necessary legislation in order to comply with
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the prov~s~ons of the Covenant~ but reservations had been entered in cases where
discrepancies had been identified between the Covenant and the existing legal
situation ,in Denmark. Should the Committee question any aspect of Denmark IS

interpretation of various concepts of the Covenant, his Government would have to
ascertain whether changes were required in its domestic ~ 'actice.

98. It 1018.S noted with satisfaction that, in the second part of the re-port
(CCPR/C/l/Add.19), reference was made to the achievement of the right to self
determination by the people of Greenland and to the establishment of a Commission
whose task included the submission of recommendations for a system of local
autonomy in Greenland. The representative of Denmark 101as requested to provide
up-to-date information on the 101Ork of that Commission.

99. Concerning the Covenant I s impact on domestic Danish law, it was noted that
the rule of interpretation 101hich alloued the administrative authorities to adopt
the interpretation thl'.tt 101OUld best comply with existing treaty obligations did
not amount to making it imperative for them to do so.

100. Information was sought on the application of the rule of presumption,
namely, that the Danish courts should, where a new legal provision 1018.5 clearly at
variance 1vith a provision of the Covenant, presume that it had not been the
intention of the Parliament to pass legislation contrary to Denmarlt's
international obligations. The representative Cif Denmark vTaS asked whether
legislative acts could be declared unconstitutional by the courts, This question
wa.s considered particularly important since, in Denmark, international law' 1JaS
not automatically binding unless it was incorporated in domestic law.

101. He was also asked whether the discrepancies between Danish legisl~~ion and
the provisions of the Covenant which had been identified prior to ratification
were the only ones that existed in that respect or whether there were others.

102. Some members expressed their interest in the Council on Equality established
in Denn:ark ,vith a view to promoting equal status for men and 101Omen in all sectors
of life. Further information was requested on the practical results of the
activities of the Council and on the measures taken to ensure equality bet1veen
men and women in the enjoyment of human rights. The representative of Denmark
was asked if he could confirm that the only function of the Council was to
promote equal status fer men and women in areas that went beyond equalit~r in the
enjoyment of civil and political rights, it being presumed that those rights were
already ensured in Danish law.

103. With regard to the right to life recognized under article 6 of the Covenant,
it was noted that no death sentences had been carried out in Denmark since 1946.
It was observed that Denmark had obviously done a great deal to combat infant
mortality, maternal mortality or drug abuse, but it would be useful to stress
that aspect of the right to life by providing additional information on the
SUbject.

104. Interest was expressed in the fact that a Danish medical group was carrying
out research work to help Amnesty International in its efforts to put an end to
torture. The representative of Denmark was asked whether corporal punishment 1018.S
still permitted in Denmark and vThether Danish law provided for the solitary
confinement of prisoners and, if it did, for how long. Clarification was also
requested on the situation with regard to communications betvreen prisoners and
counsel.
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105. It was noted that no reference was made in the report to protection against
unlawful attacks on an individual's honour or reputation by F.l. State authority.
Nention 11a.S also made of tine Danish Law which provided that searches could not
take place "except under a judicial order ~ unless particular exception lolaS
lffi.rranted by stiatnrt e'", Further information on such exceptions was requested.

106. Clarification was sought in connexion l,1ith article 18 of the Covenant which
deo.lt ,vith freedom of thought, conscience and religion. According to one member,
the' Danish law cited in the report did not seem to be consistent with freedom of
religion. The representative was asked whether children who had no particular
religion could. in fact, receive some other form of instruction to replace
religious instruction. It lolaS observed that Danish law did not deal with matters
relating to freedom of thought and conscience and further information lolaS
requested on any legal provisions lfhich Denmark intended to adopt in that
connexion in future.

107. As regards freedom of expression, it lolaS noted that, although the Danish
Constitution prohibited the introduction of censorship, it provid€d for a possible
sUbsequent responsibility for the pUblication of certain statements by virtue of
their subst.ane e , The representative was asked whet her' it would be consistent with
the provisions of article 19 of the Covenant for the Danish Government, in
accordance with the provisions of the Danish criminal code, to punish the
distribution of pacifist material to soldiers. Further information was requested
on the measures tialcen to ensure that all segments of the population were entitled
to express their opinions on radio and television, lfhich were Government
institutions.

108. It was noted that Danish legis:~tion provided for punishment against
incitement to discrimination. The representative was asked whet her the scope of
that legislation really covered article 20, paragraph 2, which entailed the
prohibition of racist organizations. Some members referred to the Danish
reservation to article 20 of the Covenant concerning war propaganda and y~ndered

whether the Danish Government would continue to hold the vielv that that article
limited the right to freedom of opinion or whether it intended to withdraw its
reservation and bring its legislation into line rdth that provision of the
Covenant.

109. With regard to the freedoms of assembly and of association, the representative
was asked whet.her Danish Law provided for restrictions on those freedoms other than
those referred to in the report. whether the words "publ.Lc peace" as used in Danish
law had the same meaning as "publ.Lc order-" (ordz-e pUblic) in article 2l of the
Covenant, and whether military personnel yTere permitted under Danish layT to
participate in the political life of the country as members of recognized political
parties.

110. The representative of Denmark commented on some of the observations and
questions summarized in the preceding paragraphs. In the view of his Government,
there were no discrepancies between the Covenant and Danish law other than those
4escribed in the initial report. Nevertheless, the question of other possible
discrepancies wou.ld be given due consideration in the light of the comments made
by Committee members. Denmark had attempted in good faith to fulfil its
obligations under the Covenant by applying the rule of interpretation and the rule
of presumption. It was possible to invoke before a court the provisions of the
treaty or convention that were relevant to the case as had already been done on
some occasions. He confirmed that the reference in the report to the Council
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established in Denmark to promote equality between men and women related to some
extent to th~ International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, but
that was done in response to the guidelines on reporting drawn up by the Committee.
His Government would report in more detail at a later stage on the activities of
that Council as well as on those of the Commission set up to prepare for local
autonomy in Greenland. Detailed replies to the question asked in respect of
articles 18, 19, 21 and 22 of the Covenant wou'Ld be included in the next report
of Denmark.

Czechoslovalda

111. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.12) submitted by
Czechoslovakia at its 64th, 65th and 66th meetings on 27 and 30 January 1978
(CCPR/C/SR.64-66).

112. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party who,
having indicated that it was prepared before the Committee had completed its
general guidelines on the form and contents of reports from States, gave further
information on certain questions dealt with in the report.

113. The representative of Czechoslovakia stated that international treaties, lath
certain exceptions, could not be incorporated into Czechoslovak internal law until
an act which formed part of that body of law had been promulgated. As regards the
Covenant, he maintained that, even before his country had ratified it, all the
rights and freedoms recognized therein had been embodied in the Czechoslovak
socialist legal order and effectlvely guaranteed by the Constitution,
Constitutional Federal Laws and other generally binding rules.

114. With regard to the remedies available to an individual he said that
Czechoslovak civil and penal courts and administrative organs at all levels had
the authority and the duty to protect civil and political rights and to talce
decisions in each case. Justice was administered by elected and independent
people's courts composed of professional judges and people's judges. The Office
of the Procurator, whose task was to ensure observance of the Law by all organs of
the administration and to protect the legally recognized rights and interests of
citizens, also played an important role. In that connexion, he pointed out that
the term "prosecut.or" had been wrongly used in the English version of the report
and should be replaced by the term "Of'f'Lce of the Procurat.or-", Elaborating on the
role of the Procurator, he said that the Procurator was also required to act upon
cases of breach of socialist legality, and to answer a complaint within two months
after the complaint had been lodged. The term "socLa.Lis t LegaLi.t.y" meant strict
respect for the Constitution and for all laws and other mandatory provisions which
had been legally promulgated. In addition to the Procurator, trade unions,
representative bodies and organs of people's control were responsible for ensuring
that socialist legality was respected in practice.

115. In accordance with Act. No. 40/1973 concerning the National Security Corps,
legal protection was extended to anyone endangered by the illegal acts of others,
and to anyone against whom action had been taken by the security organs. The Act
stipUlated, inter alia, the disciplinary, penal and civil responsibility of any
organ which took decisions that were at variance with the law.

116. Members of the Committee expressed their satisfaction with the
comprehensiveness and clarity of the report and for the supplementary information
furnished by the representative of the Stat~·party.
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111. Members of the Committee were in agreement that the method used to in~egrate

the provisions of the Covenant in domestic law was a matter for each State party
to decide in accordance with its legal system and practice, the essential
consideration being t.hat no domestic system or practice could be invoked as a
reason for failing to implement the Covenerrt , As the Covenant had not been made
a part of Czechoslovak law, the representative "as asked whether a citizen ~~s able
to initiate legal proceedings invoking the provisions of the Covenant directly and
how much Height courts \'lOuld give to those provisions as Opposed to existing
juris~rudence. If an indivi0ual Here to consider~that a law or practice was
inconsistent with his rights under the Covenant, could he seek to have the law or
practice changed, for instance by action in the courts or by mllicing it a matter of
public debate?

118. It was noted that article 2 of the Covenant was to prohibit discrimination
and at the same time to require States parties to ensure that any person Hhose
rigl~s and freedoms, as recognized by the Covenant, were violated had an effective
remedy. Considering the emphasis laid in Czechoslovakia on the right to 1·rork,
clarification 1vaS requested on the legislative provisions that could be invoked to
obtain redress by anybody who was refused employment or access to publ.Lc service
in the country, as provided for in article 25 of the Covenant, for reasons other
than his qualifications and experience. Information was requested on the
Czechoslovak jUdicial system and on the methods employed for the election and
dismissal of judges dnd to ensure their independence and impartiality, as well as
on the extent of independence enjoyed by the Office of the Procurator and whether
it could protect political rights from being violated by individuals, the State
or persons claiming to ace on behalf of the State.

119. With regard to articles 3 and 23 of the Covenant, it 1vaS noted that
Czechoslovak legislation ensured equality between the sexes, but more information
was requested concerning the right of women to be elected to political office.

120. With referer-ce to the statement in the report on article 5 of the Covenant
that restrictions on any of the rights or freedoms recognized by the Covenant as
a result of incorrect interpretation of the Covenant were impossible, the
representative was asked whether there exi sted any means by which an individual
contesting the Government is interpretation of the Covenant could have his point
of view heard and considered.

121. Considering the important place occupied by the right to life in the
hierarchy of values established under the Covenant, the question was asked whether
Czechoslovakia had any legislation, regulations or administrative orders concerning
the circumstances in which the police were entitled to open fire. Clarification
was also requested of the meaning of terrorism in Czechoslovak criminal law, and
of the reference to murder committed "ror gain, to lead a parasitic "Tay of life,
etc. ll, as 1vell as of the statement in the report to the effect that one condition
under which the death penalty could be imposed was the need to ensure the
protection of society. The view was expressed, however, that the question of the
right to life could not be reduced to the issue of the death penalty but embraced
also the question of infant mortality and life expectancy. More information on
the steps taken by Czechoslovakia in that respect would be welcome.

122. With regard to article 1 of the Covenant, the question ~s asked whether the
rules described in the report were in accordance with the Standard Minimum Rules
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for the Treatment of Prisoners 6/ or the draft code of conduct for law enforcement

offi~ials (A/32/138). A number-of specific questions were also asked: Did

corporal punishment and solitary confinement exist in Czechoslovakia and, if they

did, for what reasons and for how long could a person be sUbjected to them?

123. Concerning the implementation of article 9 01' the Covenant, further details

of the conditions of detention were requested. Specific questions were asked

about the meaning of the expression nor in any other way frustrate the

investigation" which appeared in the report as one condition under which an

accused might be detained, and about the grounds on which a decision might be

taken to place a person, without his consent, under institutional care and

whether such person i~S entitled to take proceedings before a court. Further

information was requested on the practice in Czechoslovakia whereby "custody may

be replaced by guarantee of a social organization for the accused person's further

benavdour" and on the type of organization referred to.

124. Several members, referring to article 12 of the Covenant, requested more

information on the circumstances in which restrictions could be iffipos€i in

Czechoslovakia on an individual's right to choose his residence and to leave and

enter the country, on the authorities ivhich were competent to decide on such

'restrictions and on the remedies available to persons subjected to them. In that

connexion, the meaning of the term "anti-social elements", which appeared in the

report, was requested. Clarification was also sought on the criteria applied for

the issuance of passports. Some members felt that it wouf.d be helpful if the

Czechoslovak Government could furnish the Committee with some statistics

indicating what proportion of applications for exit visas or emigration were

refused and for what reasons and whether there were more restrictions on travel

to some countries than to others.

125. More information was r-equest-ed on the limitations imposed by law or practice

on the enjoyment of the right provided for in article 13 of the Covenant and on

the meaning of the expression "any other publ.Lc interest H which could be one

reason for expelling an alien from Czechoslovakia. The q,uestion was also asked,

Was a court decision aLways req,uired for expulsion of aliens and could an

individual who had recourse to remedies remain in the country until such remedies

had been exhausted?

126. Clarification v~s req,uested on the implementation of various provisions of

article 14 of the Covenant. Some ~uestions focused on the conditions for holding

jUdicial proceedings in camera and for the presence of the public and press

representatives at trials. Regarding the provision that everyone charged with a

criminal offence had the right to be presumed innocent until proved guilty, it

was observed that the report used the ivord "pronounced!' instead of "proved." which

could have a different meaning. The quest.Lon was also asked. Did an accused

person have the right to choose a defence counsel authorized to plead in the

courts and was it possible to obtain legal assistance before criminal proceedings

had actually begun?

127. In connexion ivith article 17 of the Covenant, information was r equeet ed on

6/ See First United Nations Congress on the Prevention of Crime and the

Treatment of Offenders: report by the Secretariat (United Nations pUblication,

Sales No. 56.IV .4), annex LA. '
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the conditions under which private homes 03:' offices could be searched or mail
rould be opened without a ,mrrant.

1213. Hit h respect to article 13 of the Covenant, questions were a sked about the
extent of freedom and protection enjoyed by clergymen and holders of religious
beliefs in the fields of education and employment as w·ell as in religious
activities, uud also concerning the freedom of research at university level.

129. As r-egar-ds article 19 of the Covenant, it was noted that the Czechoal.ovak
Constitution guaranteed freedom of expression, speech and the press, but that
freedom was made dependent upon the strengthening and gro.~h of socialist society
and the interests of the wor-ker-s , The question was asked, To what extent did
those restrictions in practice inhibit the freedom of opinion and expression~

particularly "Hh regard to criticism of publ.dc authorities? Information was
particularly requested on any restrictions that were imposed in practice on
individuals who sought to promote and propagate their political views, including
the promotion of respect for human rights, as well as on how such restrictions
Here imposed; and Hhether a person who considered that he had been the victim of
an unjustified decision in respect of his freedom of expression could have the
decision reviewed. The representative of Czechoslovakia was also asked whether
there were any political detainees in Czechoslovakia currently and, if there were,
how many.

130. Some questions centred on the freedom of the press, periodicals and media,
in the light of the references made in the report to Act. Ho. 81/1966 concerning
periodicals and other information media: Who decided if a newspaper was helping
to develop the socialist consciousness of citizens? Was there general censorship
in Czechoslovakia? On what, grounds could a journalist or writer be forbidden to
exercise his profession, and for how long? Could a private individual subscribe
to and receive on a regular basis newspapers published in various foreign
countries?

131. The reporting State Has commended for fulfilling the obligation imposed
under article 20 of the Covenant regarding the prohibition of war propaganda and
was requested to make available, for the benefit of other States, the text of the
statute prohibiting Har propaganda in Czechoslovakia.

Ij2. Hith regard to article 21 of the Covenant some members requested
clarification of the meaning of the term "socda.lLsf order" as it appeared in the
relevant part of the report and of the restrictions on the right of peaceful
assembly laid do.m in Czechoslovak laws as they did not se~m to correspond
exactly to those authorized by the Covenant.

133. In connexion with article 22 of the Covenant, information was requested on
Hhether the right to establish voluntary organizations as recognized in
Czechoslovak law was restricted to trade unions and other social organizations
or extended to political parties and whether the establishment of organizations
required rrior authorization by the Government.

134. Referring to articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant some members requested more
information on the laws which ensured equality of rights and responsibilities
of spouses, on steps taken to give practical effect to the prohibition of
discrimination in respect of children, including those born out of wedlock,
and on the criteria governing acquisition of nationality.
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135. With regard to article 25, the question .;ras asked h01'1' much freedom there 1-1aS
in practice for persons of different political creeds to seek election to the
Federal Assembly of Czechoslovakia or to the Czech and SlovaitNational Councils,
and for individuals to form political partie$ or associations 1nth a view to
seeking the election of their representatives to those bodies.

136. The representative of Czechoslovakia commented on the observations and
questions summarized in the preceding paragraphs. He stated that the foundation
of Czechoal.ovak law 1-1aS not the total independence of the individual~ but his
duties to others and to the community which were set out in the preamble to th~

Covenant. That concept, he maintained. should not be interpreted as a restriction
of civil and political rights ~ on the contrary, it often gave citizens more
extensive protection than 'Was required under the Cover.ant. The expressions
"socialist order or syst em'' and "tihe interests of the working peopl.e" used in
Czechoslovak legislation meant the same as democratic order or public order as
referred to in the Covenant.

137. Regarding the application of the principle of non-discrimination, he said
that that principle was not provided for as such in Czechoslovak legislation but
that it 1-1aS applied by labour courts and in civil legal proceedings, where it was
the essential prerequisite for a fair trial, in the light of the general rule of
the Constitution under which all citizens had equal rights and duties.

138. Elaborating on the role of the Procurator General, he stressed that the
Procurator submitted to Parliament, in consultation with the President of the
Supreme Court, a report on compliance ,.nth the Laws of the Republ.Le and gave an
account of his activities in that sphere. He also drew the attention of Parliament
to any inconsistencies vrhich might exist between different Laws , As regards the
jUdiciary, he pointed out that the independence of judges 'Was ensured by the fact
that they were elected and could not be removed from office except in specific
cases by the body iJhich had elected them. "1hile in office, he added, a judge
could not be detained or be the subject of criminal proceedings without the prior
authoritization of the electing body.

139. Concerning the death penal.ty , he informed the Committee that it was not
mandatory and that it was applicable only in cases of murder, sedition, terrorism,
sabotage, espionage, high treason, acts endangering the safety of transport
aircraft and the hijacking of aircraft. A terrorist, he said, as defined by
Czechoslovak legislation, 1-re.S a person who killed deliberately or attempted to kill
with a view to endangering the socialist State. Replying to a question concerning
the circumstances in which a policeman was entitled to open fire. he stated that
this was possible only in cases specified by law, for example. when the policeman
needed to prevent an imminent attack on himself or another person, or prevent an
atrtack on property which was under guard, or when a person ordered to stop near the
border failed to do so ~ but that he must first of all have used every other
available means. He stated that corporal punishment had not existed in
Czechoslovakia since 1970. With regard to the placing of people in institutions,
he explained that it i-laS not a penalty but rather a pUblic health measure and that
a decision to that effect coul.d be taken only by the court with the assistance of
three psychiatrists~ subject to appeal. Concerning the conditions of pre-trial
detention, he said that they ivere governed by the Code of Penal Procedure vrhich
provided that detention should be initiated by the Office of the Procurator ~ and.
in an emergency. by the authority responsible for the investigation, but that in
the latter case the President of the Court or the Office of the Procurator had to
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be notified Hitldn 1~3 hours. He also stated that social organizations such as
trade unions and unions of youth organizations could stand as guarantors for
per-sona on trial, and ver-e permitted, in that capacity, to be present throughout
the trial and could request that the sentenced person be put on probation.

IlIG. Replying to questions raised on the implementation of article 12 of the
Covenant, the representative of Czechoslovakia said that a court could order
prohibition of residence in the case of persons sentenced for certain crimes vhen
their presence' at a particular place was undesirable for r-easons connec t ed 1·Tith
public order or publ.Lc health, or with the protection of the family, morality or
property, that ':anti-social elements to were deemed to be persons who had been
sentenced several times for acts prejudicial to the property of other persons,
to morality, to honest ,rork and so on; that the issuance of a passport, which was
the right of every citizen, might be refused, subject to appeal, by the competent
Hationul Committee, if the journey abroad .~s contrary to State interests, if a
habitual criminal was involved or if the person concerned had, in the course of
previous journeys abroad, committed acts likely to harm the good reputation of
the Republic.

141. Regarding the application of article 14 of the Covenent. he said that the
publ.ic might be excluded during hearings or parts thereof if it were considered
that publicity voul.d be harmful to State interests, to the economy or to publ.Lc
morality, or might lead to tlisclosures which would prejUdice the procedure, but
that in such a case the accused had the right to request the presence of two
persons of his choosing) that t he accused had to have defence counsel, even during
the preparatory phase of the case, and was free to ch00se his counsel.

1112 . Replying to questions relating to article 17 of the Covenant, he stated that
premises could be searched only if there were good reasons to suppose that
something of importance for penal proceedings was on those particular premises or
that a person suspected of a crime was hiding there. There were definite legal
guarantees concerning issuance of search orders and the conduct of search.

143. With regard to the freedoms provided for in articles 18 and 19 of the
Covenant, he pointed out that when an application for employment was made to the
Czechoslovak administration or durinG enrolment in an educatiornl establisr~ent,

no account l~S taken of religion; that religious instruction was optional in
primary E~hools~ that Churches took an active part in the political life of the
country; that the exchange of information between Czechoslovakia and other States
was free whenever it encouraged understanding and friendship between nations but
that it could not be aLl.owed to endanger the honour and rights of Czechoslovak
citizens, socialist coexistence, the interests of the socialist state or the
development of peaceful co-operation. Commenting on some observations related
to the application of the right of association, he stated that when a voluntary
1rorkers' organization Has being set up, its statutes had to be submitted to the
regional National Committee but that trade unions were not subject to that type
of authorization.

144. As to the implementation of articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, he gave
additional details on the law in practice Hhereby both spouses had parental
authority; divorce could not be granted if the parents did not agree on the
arrangements to be made with regard to the children; and no distinction was
made between children born out of wedlock and children of a marriage.
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145. Replying to questions concerning article 25 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that any person who had reached the age of 21 years
could be elected and all citizens had the right to vote from the age of 18
with respect to social organizations) local committees, district committees
and regional committees, ihe national Czech and Slovak Councils and finally
the Federal Assembly. All candidates ,'lere considered by a commission comprising
representatives of different national elements: the Communist Party, the
People I s Party, the Socialist Party and the Slovak Party. The candidatures
proposed could be contested at all levels and it was possible to make
counter-proposals.

146. The representative of the state party finally stated that further
information woul.d be submitted in reply to the questions which had remained
unanswered.
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j:, ( '... 110 Cl>::Jl!litt,~e cons i dcred Lhe initial rel'urt (CCPR!C!l!Add.l3) submitted by
the .lerman Dt:l:l.)::rat.ic Hepublic at its 65th, h7th and 118th meecLnga on 27, 30
:ml 31 -Januar-y 1<17') (CCPR!C!SH.65, 67 and 63).

11,8. The r-epor-t vraa int.roduced by the representative of the State party who,
havi n-: Ln.Ii cated t aat; it was prepared before the Committee had completed its
'·~ner:.l1. ;';:lide lines on the form and contents of reports from States, gave further
illfor:~ation en the promot i on, implementation and protection of civil and political
rie:lltS in his countrv .

1119 . The representative of the German Democratic RepubLi c stated that the
imrl~mentation of civil and political riGhts in his country should be seen in the
lin:bt of its soc i a.L .st.ruc t ure wher-eby exploita.tion and cJass antagonism had 'been
0vercorne and comradely co-operation had developed betW'een all working people and
citizens. He pointed out that, since the principles of the Covenant were embodied
in the Constitution of 1963, there 1·;o.S no need for special legislation to give
eflect to its provisions: that State organs in his country ensured that domestic
Laws and re~'ulations wer-e in keeping "rith the provisions of' the Covenant: and that
all r:overnment agencies, enterprises and social organizations were obliged to
assume responsibility for the prot.ect.Lo.; of human rights.

150. Referring 'to t.he remedies available to citizens to ensure enjoyment of
their rights, he merrti oned the right to petition popularly elected bodies, their
deputies or State and economic organs. He cited several other legal remedies
including the right to appeal to the procurator against any measures taken by the
investigatinG bodies.

1:;1. The representative of the German Democratic RepUblic dre'IV attention to a new
laW' that his Government had enacted on 5 May 1977 relating to the tasks, rights
and duties of pUblic procurators in the supervision of th~ rule of la"" the
conduct of preliminary proceedings, the enforcement of penalties and the social
rchabilitati')n of offenders. According to the new law, the penalty of
"correc t ion through Labour" was abolished and any sentence entailing deprivation
of libe~ty must specify the precise period of such deprivation. Juvenile
offen~ers in his country could no longer be sentenced to life imprisonment and
ve re accorded treatment appropriate to their ae,e and lega.l status. The new law
expressly prohibited discrimination against prisoners on any grounds and
Gl.aranteeQ the protection of the life, health and working ability of prisoners.

152. ~eferring to the riehts of the Sorbs, the only national minority in his
country, the representative stated that the 11 districts where the 100,000 Sorbs
lived had "been declared bilingual and that t.he Constitution guaranteed them not
only full civil and political rights and the right to develop their national
characteristics and to use their mm language, but also required the State to
encourace And support such aspirations.

153. Commenting on the report, members of th~ Committee expressed different
points of vi ev in connexion W'ith the statement in the report tll3.t the basic social
anc eCunomic rights, which "ere guaranteed by the Constitution of the German
Democratic Republic, were the decisive pr-e-icond'it.Lon for the full implementation
of civil and political rights. According to one vieW]?oint, it \Vas more accurate
tc say that the full enjoyment of civil and political rights might depend on the
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degree to which-:::onomic, social and cultural rights were enjoyed, in vie~oT of the

more immediate character of the basic obligation embodied in article 2 of the

Internatione.l Covenant on Civil and. Political Rights as compared with that of

article 2 of the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights.

On the other hand, total agreement with the basic premise in the report was

expressed by some members of the Committee, and reference was made to the

relevarrt paragraph of General Assembly resolution 32/130 of 16 December 1977 which

stated that "the full realization of civil and political rights without the

enjoyment of economic, social and cultural rights is impossible".

154. With reference to article 2, paragraph 1, of the Covenant, the question was

asked, under what principle was the basic protection of citizens extended to all

individuals within the territory of the German Democratic Republic?

155. It was noted that, in accordance with article 2, paragrapt 3, of the

Covenant, States parties undertook to ensure that any person whose rights or

freedoms had been violated would have an effective remedy and that the right to

claim such a remedy would be determined by competent jUdicial, administrative or

legal authorities. The representative was then asked how that possibility was

guaranteed in the German Democratic Republic, where the Supreme Court and the

Procurator General appeared to be entirely dependent upon the People's Chamber.

More information was requested on "the legal redress for citizens in case of

infringement of their rights" referred to in the report in connexion with

article 2, paragraph 3, of the Covenant.

156. With reference to article 6 of the Covenant, information was sought on all

cases where instructions to the police forces allowed them to make use of their

firearms (and whether it was considered that human life could be taken if the

police were trying to enforce the law at a frontier crossing). The question was

also asked whether there were any crimes in the Ge£man Democratic Republic for

which the death penalty might be imposed.

157. With refe~ence to articles 7, 9 and 10 of the Covenant, the following

questions were asked: Did solitary confinement exist in the German Democratic

Republic and, if so, for how long? Did the law of the Execution of Penalties

correspond to the Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Offenders and to

the recent draft code of conduct for law enforcement officials, and did

disciplinary or security measures under that law include restrictions on the

right of prisoners to carry on correspondence? How long could detention in

custody for questioning last? Was any distinction made between political and

ordinary prisoners with regard to the enjoyment of their rights? Clarification

was also requested on the statement in the report that the court had to examine

ex officio at any time whether the conditions for custody on remand still

prevailed; could an individual under pre-trial detention be given assistance by

a legal counsel or choose his own counsel? And to what extent could the latter

comnnmi.catie with him?

158. As regards article 12 of the Covenant, information was requested on the laws

referred to in the report to the effect that the constitutional right to freedom

of movement could be restricted (,nly "l:y laws binding upon all citizens".

Questions were also asked concerning the criteria that were used in the German

Democratic Republic when applications to leave the country were being considered;

bearing in mind the provl:;;;ions of article 23 of the Covenant, were the children

-27-

"'" ,

</

~I

I



01' an individual ,~ho had left the country in a manner which the Government
considered unlaw1'ul allowed to join him abroad without hindrance? The representative
01' the German Democratic Republic was also requested to provide details 01' the
circumstances in which citizens were not allowed to enter their country- and 01' what
action was taken against persons who attempted to leave without authorization.

159. In relation to article 14 01' the Covenant~ questions were asked concerning the
legal guarantees provided with regard to the right 01' all persons to a 1'air and
puhLic hearing by a competent ~ independent and impartial tribunal; under '''hat
conditions could the public be excluded from a trial? Were there any specific rules
concerning the admission of the press to court hearings?

160. With reference to article 17 of the Covenant~ information was requested on
cases where searches were allowed in the German Democratic Republic. The
representative was asked whether searches of homes or persons conducted by the
police without court orders could be reported to ?ourts afterwards.

161. As regards article 18 of the Covenant, the question was asked~ could persons
be exempted from military service on grounds of religious belief~?

162. WIth respect to article 19 of the Covenant~ some members asked to what extent
persons were free to comment on and to criticize the acts of the Government and of
public authorities and to advocate peaceful changes in the social system; what
measures had been taken to enable citizens to express different views through the
mass media; and whether a private citizen was entitled to subscribe to and receive
newspapers published in various foreign countries~ Information was also requested
cn the measures used to enforce any restrictions to freedom of expression that may
exist and on the number of persons detained for political reasons.

163. Noting that the German Democratic Republic had made an important contribution
to existing international law by prohibiting war propaganda, one member requested
information on the exact terms of that prohibition~ since the relevant text would
not only be useful for the Committee but might also be helpful to Governments which
had thus far been reluctant to make war propaganda a punishable act.

164. As regards the freedoms provided for in articles 21 and 22 of the Covenant,
the representative was asked whether prior authorization for a peaceful assembly had
to be obtained by the organization concerned and, if it had to be ~ what conditions
had to be met.

165. Referring to articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant~ some members asked whether
economic assistaIlce was provided to the family to ensure its proper development;
what pruvisionwas made to ensure the care mld upbringing of children of tender age
while their mothers worked outside the home; and what was done~ in law and in
practice, to facilitate the reunion of families which had been separated during
the Second Horld ilar.

166. Commenting on article 25 of the Covenant, one member of the Committee asked
whether the only requirement to hold public office was to possess the necessary
qualifications needed for the office in question. Further information was also
requested on the participation of citizens in the conduct of pUblic affairs and, in
particular, in the carrying out of certain legal procedures.

-28-

co
th
no
wa

16
ob
th
de
th
po
el
ac

17
ou
th
so

17
st
Re
r
u
p

17
re
OIl

br
hE
T

o
s

1
t
i
1



:ative

what

~ the
l

rules

Ins

.errt
lof

he
ive
.ted
may

ion
ed
Id
hich

,
y had
ons

r
t·,
age

Cl.

,in

'. • = \ .. ~ ~ "' ..... " , , , ..

167. As regards article 26 of the Covenant, the representative of the German
Democratic Rep~blic was asked whether a person who claimed that another person had
prevented his access to employment or accommodation on some discriminatory ground
was entitled to protection under the law. In this connexion, information was also
sought on the meaning of "socialist legality" and whether it was a guiding legal
principle or a part of natural or positive law.

168. In relat.ion to article 27 of the Covenant, the German Democratic Re-public was
congratulated on its achievements both in law and in fact concerning the status of
the Sorbs. Reference was also made to the statement in the report that there were
no religious minorities in the German Democratic Republic &ld the representative
was asked whether that meant that there were no religious groups in the country.

169. The representative of the German Democratic Republic commented on the
observations and ~uestions summarized in the preceding paragraphs. He stated that
the exercise of human rights in his country was organized with a view to the free
development of all without distinction of any kind, it being understood, however,
that action in the field (If human riguts must not be prejudicial to the State. He
pointed out that some rights and duties, such as the right to vote and to be
elected, were limited to citizens, but that aliens otherwise enjoyed e~ual rights in
accordance with the spirit ani aims of the Constitution.

170. Referring to comments on article 2, paragraph 3, of the Covenant, he pointed
out that although the President and judges of the Supreme Court were responsible to
the popular representative body, which was the expression of the people's
sovereignty, it did not imply that the said body had judiciary pcver-s ,

171. Replying to ~uestions raised in connexion with article 6 of the Covenant, he
stated that the death penalty had not been abolished in the German Democratic
Repub.l.Lc because the Government regarded it as an effective weapon against
racialism, fascism and war criminals. In that connexion, he pointed out that the
use of' firearms by the police was governed by the law relating to the People t s
Police, which did not differ from that of other States.

172. Replying to comments on articles 7, 9 and 10 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that the judge alone was competent to decide whether custody
on remand could be ordered, and that a person who had been arrested had to be
brought before him not more than one day after the arrest. Existing legislation
had consistently been in conformity with the Standard Minimum Rules for the
Treatment of Offenders and had even gone further in certain respects.

173. As regards freedom of movement, he said that restrictions for reasons of
national secur-ity could be placed on that freedom in certain regions such as the
military zones situated along the western frontier and a.long the frontier with
West Berlin. He indicated that the granting of passports was subject to
restrictions provided for in the relevant legislation, which was in accordance with
the provisions of article 12, paragraph 3, of the Covenant. The right of persons
other than citizens to enter the territory of the German Democratic Republic was
subject to certain legal regUlations.

174. Replying to que stLons on the competence and independence of jUdges, he stated
that they were elected by the popular representative body but were fully independent
in their administration of justice and were bound only by the Constituticn and the
laws and regula+.ions. A judge t s term of office was the same as that of the popular
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representative body; he thus received his mandate from the last assembly elected by
the people. He explained that such a procedure strengthened the positinn of the
judge considerably while at the same time it prevented him from considering himself
above the law. He also gave details on the role of the "lay judges" who were
elected by direct sUffrage and thus enabled the people to participate in the
administration of justice.

175. The representative of the German Democratic Republic pointed out that every
citizen of his country had the right to appeal and to have the assistance of counsel
at all stages of the proceedings. Under the right of defence, the accused was
entitled to know what charges were being brought against him and the nature of the
evidence and, in general, to be provided with all the means necessary to prove his
innocence. In that connexion, he explained that the public could be excluded from
a trial if pUblicity was likely to be detrimental to public order or mc:rals or for
reasons of state security.

176. Concerning the questions p~t to him under article 17 of the Covenant, he sl;l.id
that a search waa authorized only if it was found necessary in connexfon with the
preliminary investigation and that the authority competent to take a decision in the
matter was the Office of the Public Procurator or, i!l an emergency, the body
responsible for the investigation. The decision had to be confirmed by the judge
within 48 hours as otherwise it became null and void, and proceedings could be taken
against those who infringed that rule.

177. Replying to questions under articles 18 and 27 of the Covenant, he stated that
there was no State religion in the Republic and consequently, there were no religious
minorities. Church and State were separate and religious communities, of which he
gave many details, managed their own affairs without State interference. He also
said vnat; "construction teams" had been created to enable conscientious objectors to
perform useful work by participating in the construction of pUblic works and the
repair of damage caused by natural disasters.

178. As regards the freedom of expression enshrined in article 19 of the Covenant,
he stated that his country attached particular importance to exchanges of Yiews
whenever decisions had to be taken on important legislation, social projects or
economic plans and stressed that the Constitution made no provisicn for censorship.
He gave details of the number and circulation of the various periodicals published by
the political parties and social organizations in his country as well as of the
pUblications and radio and television programmes received from and exported to the
capitalist countries. He said that there were no political detainees in his country.

179. Replying to a question on the legal provisions prohibiting war propagalla, he
read out the relevant article of the Penal Code under which proceedings could be
initiated against anyone who engaged in propaganda for a war of aggression or other
aggressive acts or who brought about the violation of international instruments aimed
at preserving and strengthening peace.

180. Regarding the right of peaceful assembly and the question of Whether non-violent
-demonstrations could be organized, he said that the unlawfulness of an act could not
be determined solely in relation to its violent character and that all penal codes
treated incitement, which did not in itself involve violence, as a punishable offence.
He stated that social organizations could'. hold their meetings without special
notification, and associations established by citizens for the defence of their
interests had to comply with the provisions of the relevant law.
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181. Replying to questions on articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, the representative
stated that his country had s~ared no effort in reuniting families since the end ~f

the Second vTorld ''lar, and many cases had been settled in collaboration with Red
Cross Societies. In that connexion, he said that a series of social and economic
measures had been adopted on behalf of the family, such as family allowances, social
insurance, assistance to large families in need and loans to young couples. He c;ave
detailed des~riptions of the benefits enjoyed by a working mother with a view to
enabling her to perform her professional activities without havine to neglect her
family oblieations.

182. Concerning articles 25 and 26 of the Covenant, he stated that some rights and
duties, such as the right to vote and to be elected and the right and duty to perform
military service, were enjoyed only by citizens of the RepUblic. In addition to the
role played by the "lay judges" in the administration of justice, he said that, in
cr'Lnrina.l, cases, the representative of a team of wor};:ers could be invited to take
part in the trial, so that the fellow workers of the accused could express their
views before the court through a person enjoying their confidence. As regards
employment opportuniti~~. he stated that the sole criterion for obtaining employment
'vas that of the candidate I s qualifications.

183. In t'le course of his comments, the representatives of the German Democratic
RepUblic expressed his readiness to have some of the laws, reports and regUlations
referred to in his replies transmitted subsequently to the Committee.

United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland

184. The Committee considered the initial renort (CCPR/C/l/Add.17) submitted by the
United Kingdom at its 67th, 69th and 70th meetings on 30 and 31 January and
1 February 1973 (CCPR/C/SR.67, 69 and 70).

185. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party who expressed
the hope that a supplementary report on his country's dependent territories and on
the Isle of Han, Jersey and Guernsey would soon be completed and submitted to the
Committee.

186. He drew attention to the fact that in the United Kingdom, which had no written
constitution and \vhere Parliament had absolute power to enact and change any Law,
there was no code of rights but specific sets of reciprocal rights and duties and
civil remedies or criminal prohi~itions. His country's ability to ratify the
Covenant, which did not in itself have the force of law in the United Kingdom, had
rested upon the fact that the rights recognized in the Covenant were already
guaranteed by Law, subject to the reservations and derogations which had been made
upon signature or ratification. He pointed out that his country recognized no
distinction between puhLi.c law governing the actions of the State and private .Lavr
governing relations between citizens. In addition, it had no separate code of
administrative law, although there were arrangements for dealing with individual
grievances against the administration through the office of the Parliamentary
Commissioner for Administration and through commissioners who exercised similar
functions in relation to the acts of local authorities and the National Health
Service.

187. t-'Iembers of the Committee expressed their apprec i.atLon for the comprehensive
report submitted by the United Kingdom and for the introductory statement made by its
repre aent.atdve ,

'I
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188. With reference to the right to self-determination recognized in article 1 of the
Covenant, the representative of the United Kingdom was asked what was actually being
done to speed up the achievement of that right by the United Kingdom's remaining
dependent territories and what the position of his Government would be in a case
where a people expressed the desire to exercise that right but did not possess
adequate resources to sustain independence. In the light of the statement made upon
ratification by the United Kingdom Government indicating to which of its dependent
territories all or part of the Covenant would or would not apply, the representative
was asked whethe~ that enumeration included all the dependent territories of the
United Kingdom; and whether it was possible for the United Kingdom to exclude any
such territories from the application of all or part of the Covenant.

189. Referring to article 2, paragraph 1, read together with article 25,
subparagraph (a), of the Covenant, one member asked to what extent the constitutional
system of the United Kingdom was compatible with those provisions, having regard to
the fact that only persons of a certain class or birth could as of right be members
of the upper chamber of Parliament.

190. In other comments on article 2 of the Covenant, it was noted that, since in the
United Kingdom rules concerninG human rights derived only from legislation and case
la,,,, the rigbts recognized in the Covenant might not be fully protected in view of
the rather fragmentary character of case law. Clarification was requested on the
statement in the report that United Kingdom law did not confer a specific right (If
action in respect of the violations of any basic rights or freedoms as such. The
representative was asked whether the Covenant had been pUblicized in the collection
of statutes, ,,,hether an individual who claimed that his rights had been violated
could invoke the provisions of the Covenant in defending himself in court, and what
steps could be taken to ensure that t.he precedents created by the courts were in
general in accordance with the spirit of the Covenant.

191. With reference to the statement in the report that the United Kingdom reserved
the right to apply to members of the armed forces and persons detained in penal
establishments such laws and procedures as might be deemed necessary for the
preservation of custodial discipline, the representative was asked whether this
reservation was meant to derogate also from article 7 of the Covenant.

192. With reference to articles 3 and 23 of the Covenant, information was requested
on the situation in respect of equal rights of men and women; on whether existing
legislation provided for complete reciprocity in the obligations of spouses and on
the rights enjoyed by the foreign husband of a United Kingdom citizen as compared to
those of the foreign wife of a United Kingdom citizen.

193. Some members requested clarification on the comments in the report concerning
article 4 of the Covenant and, particularly, on the territorial application of the
emergency measures, sirlce the reference was not to Northern Ireland but to Northern
Irish affairs; on the juridical considerations that had influenced the decision to
make derogations under that article, and on whether the United Kingdom was
considering the cancellation of those measures.

194. With reference to the comments in the report on article 7 of the Covenant, some
members asked whether corporal punishment, particularly in public schools, was Lavf'ul,
or possible and, if it was, whether there were any restrictions on the use of force
by teachers against pupils and whether such punishment was not at variance with
article 24, paragraph 1, of the Covenant. In connexion with other comments on the
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same article, the representative was asked whether English law provided that a person
could not be subjected to medical or scientific experiments without his consent;
Whether the police code of conduct applied to military personnel who used force to
quell disorders and whether there were any limitations cn their activities in that
regard; and how effective in practice was a police complaints tribunal which was run
by the police itself.

195. In connexion with article 8 of the Covenant, more information was sought on the
statement in the report that "in cases of breach of contract the courts will not
generally order specific performance" and whether there had, in fact, been cases in
which the courts had ordered such performance, as well as on the practice 1vhich made
it possible to require a convicted person to perform unpaid work for a specified
period.

196. In comments on article 9 of the Covenant one member asked, with reference to a
quotation in the report from the r-iagna Carta, whether United Kingdom la1v still
provided for a system by which a person could be judged by his peers. Clarification
was requested on the statement in the report that "in general, an arrested person
must be informed of the true ground of his arrest", as well as on the cases in which
a person could be taken into custody without a warrant. A3 regards the system of
bail applied in the United Kingdom, the representative was asked 1vhether a system
which made the release of a person awaiting trial dependent upon the amount of money
to which he had access might not be in contradiction with ar-;icles 14 and 26 of the
Covenant.

197. A number of other questions were asked: was the remedy of habeas corpus in
force in England, Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland'l Did a court when considering
a writ of habeas corpus, examine the 15.wfulness of detention in every respect? In
the case of detentions made under regulations stemming from the Mental Health Act.
was the discretion of the Home Office subject to review by the court?

198. In respect of article 10 of the Covenant, information was requested on the rules
which regulated the treatment of prisoners, in general, and solitary confinement, in
particular, and on any specific changes that may have been introduced to ensure that
inhuman interrogation techniques were no longer applied in Northern Ireland. Members
also asked Whether penalties under the Code of Discipline included corporal
punishment, whether the right to counsel and the "rules of natural justice" were
secured in cases where prisoners were punished for offences against discipline, and
whether the procedure for punishment of prisoners for offences against discipline by
the Governor of the Board of Visitors applied in cases of criminal offences committed
in prison and, if it did, whether that was in conformity with article 14,
paragraph 1, of the Covenarrt , One member expressed surprise that, according to the
report, a lO-year-old child could be sentenced to detention.

199. With reference to article 12 of the Covenant and to the reservations made
thereto by the United Kingdom, information was requested on any exceptions +0 the
rights inscribed in that article in addition to those included in the reservations,
and on whether there was any possibility of appeal against the application of the
11immigrat ion controls" in respect of persons who did not have the right of abode in
the United Kingdom. Concern was expressed by some members in respect of some
inhabitants of ex-dependent territories who still held British passports but did not
seem to have absolute right of entry into the United Kingdom. The reservation to
that effect was thought to be so sweeping that there was some doubt as to whether it
might not be ..!xtended, as far as immigration was concerned, to the prohibition of
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~I uiscrimination as set out in articles 2 and 26 of the Covenant. Information was
requested on the extent to which the Covenant's provisions concerning the
prohibition of racial discrimination were complied with in the framework of the
United Kingdom immigration policy.

200. As regards article 13 of the Covenant, clarification was sought on the meaning
of the terms "public good" and "reasons of a political nature" used in the report
in connexion with the rules governing deportation of aliens from the United Kingdom.
The representative of the United Kingdom was asked whether due account was t aken of
the interests of the person concerned before an order of expulsion was issued; and
why it would be necessary to deport, against their wishes, the ~vife and children of
a person vho had already been deported.

201. In relation to artiCle 14, information was requested on the procedure follvwed
in the appointment of judges and on the measures taken to ensure the independence
of judges. The following questions were asked: In what cases were trials not held
in public? At what stage did the right of the detainee to counsel arise and what
remedies were available in cases where a person who had been arrested was denied
that right? Would an accused person be deprived of the possibility of calling the
witnesses necessary for his effective defence if he did not possess sufficient
financial resources? Commenting on the procedure for ex gratia payments referred
to in the report under article 14, paragraph 6, some members, while requesting more
information on the matter, expressed doubts as to whether such payments were
enforceable and in conformity with the provisions of the Covenant.

202. With reference to article 15 of the Covenant, some members requested
additional information on the competence of Parliament to enact ex post facto
criminal legislation and on whether Parliament wo~d be prepared to accept advice
from the Government concerning the ccm~atibility uf such legislation with the
Covenant.

203. As regards article 17 of the Covenant, the representative was asked vThether the
existing law provided for electronic surveillance and for searches without a
warrant.

204. In respect of article 18, information was requested on the laws which provided
for restrictions on the freedom of religion and on the remedies available to
individuals who claimed that their freedom of religion had been violated.

205. In connexion with articles 19 and 20, members asked ~o1hether the Act of 1819
concerning blasphemy and sedition was still in force; what was meant by "pub'LLc
feeling" in the statement that radio and television programmes should not contain
any matter "Offensive to pUblic feeling", and Whether racist propaganda was
prohibited.

206. It was noted that the Race Relations Act was enacted to ensure that the part
of the population which was of immigrant origin was not discriminated against. The
following questions were asked: would a person of such origin vTho was addressed in
derogatory terms and subjected to degrading treatment receive the kind of
protection to which citizens were entitled? How many cases reported as breaches of
that Act were in fact prose~t\ted? If the legal provisions governing race relations
were not effective, would the Government reconsider them with a view to improving
the situation?



tion was
e
of the

207. As regards the freedom of association provided for in article 22 of the
Covenant, members asked whether a person was under any obligation to join a given
aasocdatdon , whether a trade union could be set up in each enterprise and whether
the management of an enterprise could object to its establishment and hamper its
activities.

211. Further details were requested on the steps being taken to enable minorities
to develop their own culture.

208. In connexion with the right of every child to acquire a nationality, provided
for in article 24 of the Covenant, it was noted that the citizenship of the father
was a determining factor if the child was born abroad. Information was requested
on the role played by the citizenship of the mother in such a case. Further
details were sought on the protection of unborn children under United Kingdom law.

209. With reference to article 25, it was asked whether members of the armed forces
were entitled to take part in public life by voting and being elected to public
office. Clarification was requested on the statement in the report that the Race
Relations Act permitted the application of the nationality requirement contained
in Civil Service Departmental Regulations.
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213. Replying to questions under article 2 of the Covenant, the representative of
the reporting State pointed out that it was by a combination of existing lay,' and
any necessary amendments that the United Kingdom gave effect tc its treaty
obligations. An individual could therefore look to the law for the legal rules
which protected his rights, and there was thus no need for a treaty as such to be
applied as part of United Kingdom law. The text of the Covenant had been officially
pUblished in the United Kingdom but no claims in court could be based on its
provisions. Referring to questions concerning reservations entered into by his
countI7 with regard to article 2 of the Covenant, he said that the existing system
of military justice contained considerable safeguards to protect the rights of

210. In relation to article 26 of the Covenant, it was noted that protection of the
law did not suffice to prevent discrimination in public life. More information was
requested on the legislation of 1976 relating to the private sector, the reasons
for its enactment and the results achieved through the application ()f its
provisions. Referring to a statement in the report that "no person could be
deprived of the equal protection of the law except by express legislation of
Parliament", some members asked whether any such legislation had ever been enacted.

212. The representative of the United Kingdom replied to those of the Observations
and questions summarized in the preceding paragraphs on which he could comment,
at least in part, subject to the possibility of amplifying or modifying those
comments later when the questions and observations made by members of the Committee
had been fullY studied in the United Kingdom. He stated that the report did not
refer to any dependent territories and that a complete list of the territories,
which w'ould be covered in the supplementary report, would be supplied soon. The
Covenant was applicable to the territories mentioned in his country's
declarations and reservations and to all others in respect of which the Covenant
had been ratified. There was no reason why the application of particular
provisions of the Covenant to particular territories could not be the subject of a
reservation. The dependent territories were at various stages of constitutional
development. Territories which desired independence but had been unable to meet
their development needs received grants from his Government •
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individual servicemen and there should be no conflict, other than on points of
detail, between the relevant provisions of the Covenant and the Code of Discipline;
the same applied to the Code of Prison Discipline and both codes were subject to
periodic review by Parliament.

214. In connexion with article 4 of the Covenant, he stated that, because of the
situation in Northern Ireland, which threatened the life of the nation, the United
KinGdom ~vailed itself of the right of derogation provided for in that article. He
explained in detail the reasons why his Government felt it necessary to reserve the
ri~ht to derogate from the provisions of articles 9, 10, 12, 17, 19, 21 and 22 of
the Covenant.

215. As regards article 7 of the Covenant, he said that no one could be subjected
to medical or scientific experiments without his consent. The use of physical
correction of children, whether in public or private schools, was not yet illegal
in his country, though a teacher (or a parent) could be sued on behalf of the child
if excessive force was used. Replying to a question concerning the Police
Complaints Board, he said that the Board, which was in every sense independent of
the police, was established to make it possible for a complainant against the
police to appeal to a completely independent body.

216. Referring ~o the community service order mentioned in connexion with article 8
of the Covenant, he pointed out that, under such an order, a per-son who had
committed an offence could be required, if he so agreed, to give a certain number
of hours of unpaid work to the community. That method was not part of the prison
r~gime, and could not be applied to persons in custody.

217. Replying to questions under article 9 of the Covenant, the representative
pointed out that the expression "lawful judgement of his peers" meant a judgement
by the equals of the accused person and that it was now implemented by the system
of trial by jury which was still applicable in the more serious cases. Minor
cases which represented the majority of criminal charges were dealt with by lay,
unpaid magistrates drawn from all parts of society. As regards arrests without a
warrant, he indicated that police officers could resort to them only in respect of
serious offences, described by the law as "arrestable" offences, and certain other
offences expressly specified in particular statutes. The bail 3ystem was meant to
guarantee that the defendant would appear and the question of payment only arose
if he failed to do so or if he was likely to leave the country. The financial
means of those concerned were taken into account in fixing the amount. With regard
to applications for a writ of habeas corpus, the person having recourse to such
procedure relied on the fact that being kept in custody was illegal except for
specified reasons, the existence or absence of which the court would have to
consider. He stressed that the habeas corpus procedure or its equivalent was
available in Northern Ireland as in any other part of the United Kingdom. As for
appeals against detention in a psychiatric hospital, the usual procedure was to
bring the matter before tribunals specially responsible for cases of mental health
wt.ich could examine not merely the legality but also the medical desirability of
the detention.

218. Replying to questions under article 10 of the Covenant, he said that the
reference in the report was not to cellular confinement which could be authorized as
a disciplinary measure for a limited period, but to the case where a prisoner could
request to be removed from association with other prisoaers for his own convenience,
and it was that authority which could be given for one month and could be renewed.
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Children under 14 were placed not in prisons, but in community homes which were more
like schoolp; later they might be moved to establishments within the prison system
catering specially for adolescents. In the case of children stricto sensu it was
applied only for serious crimes, such as murdEr, when some form of detention was
necessary in the interests of publ:'.c safety to prevent a further offence.

219. In relation to the "immigration controls" practised in the United Kingdom in
respect of some inhabitants of ex-dependent territories who still held British
passports, the representative gave a historical background to the status of such
persons and to the rules governing their entry into the United Kingdom. He stated
that article 12, paragraph 4, of the Covenant dealt with arbitrary acts and that the
control in force was not arbitrary but governed by statute. To prevent
misunderstanding, however , his country had, on rat ifying the Covenant, entered a
reservation on that article.

220. Referring to comments under article 13 of the Cov~nant, he ~tressed that the
court could order deportation only in respect of offences punishable with
imprisonment. A person, however, was liable to dt::portation for political reasons
if he had a pernicious influence. The fact that the deportation of an individual
brought about the deportation of his wife and children was governed by the concern
to prevent the separation of families.

221. In answer to questions put to him under article 14 of the Covenant, the
representative said that a person in police custody was a'l.Lotred to telephone his
solicitor or friends provided that no hindrance was reasonably lilce ~o be caused
to the processes of investigation or the administration of juctice; z _ that even
if the trial was held in camera, the sentence had to be pronounced in public, except
in the case of juveniles, when only the press was allowed to be present. With regard
to persons who had been unjustly sentenced and subsequently exonerated, the
compensation from public funds was made ex gratia and not as of right. However, it
was considered that arrangements for assessing compensation were such that United
Kingdom practice did in substance give effect to the spirit of the Covenant.

222. Responding to questions under article 17 of the Covenant, he said that no law
had yet been enacted prohibiting the use of electronic e~lipment for the
surveillance of the private lives of persons.

223. With regard to questions under articles 19 and 20 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that con~rol was exercised over radio and television
programmes containing matter "offensive to public feeling", such as broadcasts of
an obscene nature. In that connexion, he said that the use of abusive language was
not punishable by law unless it involved incitement to racial hatred, defamatory
remarks or insults likely to cause a breach of the peace. A decision could be made
only on the facts of a particular case.

224. Replying to questions under articles 3, 23 and 24 of the Covenant, he pointed
out that a woman who had married a British subject could acquire the nationality of
her husband on application, but that men who had married women of British nationality
could acqui....e British nationality only by registration or na.:uralization. On the
other hand, the mother, unlike the father, could not transmit her nationality to her
children, that approach being motivated by a concern to avoid too many cases of dual
nationality.
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~~25. III response to Cl. question under article 26 of the Covenant, he pointed out
that there ",as no recent example of an Act of Parliament expressly amending the
constitutional principle of e'lual prr.ection of the Law, As regards the,rights of
minorities provided for in article 27, he said that steps had been taken to
overcome pr-cb.l cms ar i s i nr- from the recent arrival in his country of minorities with
different cultures and lanrruages, by increasinp: the budget of local authorities to
enable them to increase the number of teachers in schools and by providing
ass Lst anc e t» voluntary organizations.

226. The renresentative of the United Kingdom finally reiterated his earlier
stnternent that :l supPlementary report on dependent territories would be transmitted
t.o the Committee wh i ch woul.d also receive further information on the questions
raised during the discussion.

227. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.5) submitted by
Norway ~t its 77th, 78th and 79th meetings on 12 and 13 July 1978 .(CCPR/C/SR.77,
78 and 79) .

228. The representative of the State party stated that the report hnd been
transmitted bef~--~ the adoption by the C0mmittee of its ~eneral guiuelines for
reporting under artic]e 40 but that his Government was prepared to supply any
additional information that might be r equir-ed ,

229. Co~enting on article 2 of the Covenant, members of the Committee acknowledged
that the dualistic method adopted by Norway for fulfilling its obligations under
international treaties, including the Covenant, was admissible and legitimate under
that article. They wondered, however, whether the provisions of the Covenant could
be invoked for the purpose of interpreting the provisions of the domestic
legislation and as a standard for the administrative authorities, especially in the
exercise of discretionary powers; whether the "pr-Lnc i.pl,e of legality" was a
constitutional one or sim~ly a rule of customary law, ho1'1 that principle was put
Irrt. practice and what the term "Lega.I rights of citizens" mentioned in that
context, really meant. Hhat remedies wer-e available to individuals claiming that a
statutory provision was in conflict with a fund~mental right? In that connexion,
members of the Committee expressed 6reat interest in the institution of the
ombudsman and requested more information on his role in protecting individual
rights and freedoms and particularly '\olhether the provisions of the Covenant; could
be invoked before, and Hpplied by, him directly.

230. Members of the Committee noted the lack of information in the report on
article 3 of the Coven~nt and requested information on any legislation that might
be in existence to ensure equal civil and political rights for men and women, and
on the machinery, if any. that might have been set up to enforce it.

231. Information was sought on the circumstances under 1'1hich a public emereency
coul~ Je invoked, and any exceptional measures which could be taken accordingly,
as a reason for derogatine; from the Covenant on the basis of the provisions of
article 4, and on the significance of the term "special Legis.Lat i.on" used in the
report in that connexio!l.

232. Hembers of the Committee noted that, as reGards article 6, the report only
exp.Lrrined tl:1~::, 1T ser'rat ion 01' Norway "iith respect to paragraph 4 of that article
without iniicQting specific measures relatine to the protection of 1-' ~e. They
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asked whether the death sentence had ever been pronounced in the post-'tmI' period
and" if it had been, ho't-1 many times, by which court and for what crimes.
Clarification was requested on the statement in the report to the effect that
capital punishment was ahlays an alte:rnative punishment to deprivation of liberty.

233. As regards article 7, it was noted that no mention had been made of the
procedures that had been established to ensure that the prohibition against torture
was respected in all cases. Information was requested concerning the treatment of
prisoners in solitary confinement and on whether there were any rules in Norway
regarding medical and scientific experiments an individuals.

234. One membeI' expressed his misgivings concerning the Temperance Committees
re:!"arred to in connexion with article 8 and inquired into the circumstances under
which compulsory labour could be imposed as a curative measure and whether Norway
had ratified the I10 Convention No. 105 concerning the abolition of forced labour. l'

~ed

235. In respect of article 9 of the Co~nant, informati~ was requested on the
s+andard rules of criminal procedures referred to in the report; an the
circumstances, outside the scope of criminal proceedings, in which an individual
might be deprived of his liberty; on the time-limit for prosecution of an accused,
the maximum length of time for which individuals could be detained without trial
and the conditions governing the granting of bail. One member coremerrted that the
assumption of the Norwegian authorities, referred to in the report, that the
Covenant did not prevent domestic law from stipUlating specific terms and conditions
for the award of compensation for deprivation of liberty, seemed inconsistent with
the provisions of article 9, paragraph 5.

ler
lid

.he

236. 1'1ith respect to article 10 of the Covenant, further details were requested
concerning the procedures :or trial and treatment of juvenile offenders. As to the
reservation expressed in the report regarding paragraph 3 of that article, it was
noted that the purpose of the paragraph was not to exclude common activities for
juveniles and adults but merely to ensure recognition r)f the special situation of
juveniles.

;a 237. Further information was requested on the laws referred to in the report
relating to article 13 of the Covenant. \ihat legal safeguards and remedies were
available for persons threatened with expUlsion and did the exp~lsion take effect
immediately or only after an individual had exhausted all available remedies?

238. Commenting on article 14 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked
whether every effor'*; was made to ensure the application of the principle of equality
before the lawi whether there were any specialized tribunals which dealt with labour
disputes or financial, social and administrative matters; how the independence and
impartial:' or of the jUdiciary was ensured and whether or not the press and pUblic
could be ,. .luded from a. trie.l. Members also asked for information on any legal
remedies that lllight be available for defendants when judicial proceedings dragged on
excessively; why an accused person was not summoned to or informed 0; appeal
proceedings and whether that practice was considered to be consistent with his right
to be tried in his presence; whether any procedure existed for the provision 0:'

1/ International Labour Organisation, ~on'V'entions and Reconnnendations,
1919-1966 (Geneva, 1966), p. 891. For wording of foot-note, see resolution
2920 (:XXVII).

tswew' =
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legal assistance; and whether there were any restrictions on an individual's choice
of a lawyer. It was noted that Norwegi an law provided for monetary compensation
to individuals who had been wrongly convicted of crimes and the question was asked
whether any form of moral compensation existed there, as it did in many otller
countries. With reference to the Norwegian reservation to paragraph 7 of article 14,
information was requested concerning cases under which it was possible to institute
a resumption of a case to the disadvantage of an already convicted individual.

239. As regards article 17 of the Covenant, it was noted that the Norwegian
legislation reGulating the right to monitor postal and telegraphic dispatches and
telephone conversations enacted in 1915, would seem to be out of date, in view of
technical developments since that time. Information was therefore sought concerning
the contemporary case law relating to the right to privacy. The representative of
Norway was also asked whether judicial permiscion was needed for monitoring private
correspondence and telephone conversations and whether the individuals concerned
were informed that they were under surveillance.

240. Commenting on the statement in the report to the effect that equality of
religion did not exist in Norway, members of the Committee inquired 'into the legal
or political implication of that situation: what were the precise privileges enjoyed
by the national church in Norway? Were all taxpayers, regardless of their religious
conviction obliged to pay for the upkeep of that church? Was any religious
instruction compulsory in Norwegian schools? What was the situation with regard to
the treatment of conscientious objectors?

241. Members of the Committee requested more information concerning the freedoms
provided for in articles 19, 21 and 22 and, in particular, on any restrictions
imposed thereon. The representative was specifically asked whether the broadcasting
media were a Government monopoly, whether all sectors of the population were
afforded an opportunity to present their views and whether the Norwegian
au-:".()rities registered the legal political activities of the citizens.

242. With reference to the reservation entered by Norway in respect of article 20 of
the Covenant on the ground that its provisions might be contrary to the freedom of
expression, it was noted that that freedom was already subject in Norway to a number
of restrictions and it would be only logical to impose similar restrictions on war
propaganda which would, moreover, be in keeping with contemporary norms of
international law.

243. As regards articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, members of the Committee
requested information regarding measures adopted to protect the family and children,
to ensure equality of rights and responsibilities of spouses, and to deal with the
problems of the children of working mothers. Information was sought on the law
governing the treatment of individuals who married foreigners and the rights of
residence of spouses not possessing Norwegian nationality.

244. r1embers of the Committee asked how 'Norwegian law guaranteed the equal right to
participate in pUblic affairs under the terms of article 25 of the Covenant, whether
the members of ~ertain political parties were excluded and whether any special
procedures existed to enable an individual to appeal against unreasonable
restrictions in that respect.

245. The representative of Norway, commenting on the observations and questions
summarized in the preceding paragraphs, stated that the principle of legality even
though it was par-t of the unvritten law, was generally considered to be of a
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constitutional character and that, as such, it could be invoked before the
administrative authorities and the courts, which were equally bound to comply 1·dth
it. Replying to a question concerning the scope of ti.!at principle and the exact
meaning of the term "legal rights", he indicated that that principle would apply
generally in the field of human rights. The rules of the Covenant could be invoked
berore the courts, the administration and the Ombudsman and would thus be a help
in interpreting the relevant municipal rules. He explained the legal base and
functions of the Ombudsman whose competence encompassed human rights but wnose main
concern had been to improve the guarantees for the citizen via-~-vis the increasing
power of the administration in modern society.

246. Replying to questions under article 3 of the Covenant, the representative
stated that equal rights for men and women were a reality in Norway and gave some
statistics to prove his point. He added that in the spring of 1978, the Storting
had passed an act on equality between the sexes, which was to enter into force on
1 January 1979. The Act instituted an Ombud and a Board for the implementation of
its provisions.

247. As regards article 4 of the Covenant, he explained the prov~s~ons allowing for
derogations from ordinary legislation as contained in Act No. 7 of 1950 and stated
that Norwegian authorities, when exercising their competence under that Act, must
take into account international obligations such as the Covenant, and that if the
derogation from ordinary legislation was founded on that Act, the principle of
legality was respected.

248. Commenting on questions under article 6 of the Covenant, the representative
pointed out that his Government had recer.Gly decided, in principle, to abolish the
death penalty and intended to present a bill to that effect to the Parliament in
the near fUture. No death penalty had been imposed in Norway since the trials
following the Second World War. The statement in the report that capital
punishment was an alternative to deprivation of liberty meant that, in cases where
capital punishment might be applied the court would have the possibility of
applying deprivation of liberty instead.

249. rieplying to a que sb Lon under article 7 of the Covenant, he stated that, where
medica- lnd other scientific experiments were concerned, guarantees were provided
by prol~ssional ethics, the penal rules and the professional control exercised by
the authorities.

250. As regards article 8 of the Covenant, he pointed out that the obligation to
work imposed by the Temperance Committees was covered by article 8, paragraph 3 (c)
(i), of the Covenant. He added that even if the Temperance Committee was not
formally a cour-t of law according to the Norwegian legal system, it had an
independent position and was bound by formal procedural rules to such an extent
that it must be considered 8.S a court according to the Covenant. The fact that the
obligation to work was a curative measure was mentioned in the report as an
additional argument explaining the background for the relevant rules. Norway had
ratified the ILO Convention regarding forced labour.

251. Replying to questions under article 9 of the Covenant, he pointed out that the
term "standard rules of criminal procedure" used in the report meant the whole set
of rules contained in the Criminal Procedure Act, which set out in detail the
conditions for deprivation of liberty. The Norwegian authorities had understood
article 9 to cover all cases of deprivation of liberty, including case~ pursuant to
Act No. 2 of 1961 concerning psychiatric health wards and to the 1939 Act relating
to temperance and Temperance Committees.
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,~52. Referring t o questions under article 13 of the Covenant, the representative
st~ted that the safe~uards concerning a decision ordering expulsion were found in
the Aliens Act of 1956 which stipulated the possibility of appeal to a higher
nmlinistrative nuthority. In some cases, such an appeal would automatically have
the effect of preventing expulsion from beinr, carried out as lon~ as the appeal was
under consideration. Hovever , he added, the rules in that field were under revision.

253. !1e~~lyin:- to some of the quest i ons put to him under article 14 of the Covenant,
the representative stated that, as a p;enp.ral rule, justice was obtained in Norway in
either civil or criminal rnatrters without undue delay and gave some statist.ics to
that effect. fI. fairly extensive system for free legal aid and free legal advice
existed in Norway to ensure that individuals were not prevented from defending their
rii.!hts hefore the courts, even if they lacked the necessary financial means. He
confirmed th8t l~onTetdan Law merely provided for monetary compensation to
indiv Lduu.La who had been Ivrongly convicted of crimes but that the possibility for
moral cornpen sat i on was not excluded if it vras deemed appropriate.

25 LI . As ree;ards ~qticle 17 of the Covenant, he said that opening mail and mon i t or-Ing
telephone conversations might be ordered only by a court or, in urgent matters, by
the prosecuting authority. In the latter case, the measure must immediately be
reported to the court. Such measures could be ordered only when they were deemed
necessary for national security reasons or when tne person in question was suspected
of corrmlittinp; serious offences specified in the Act.

255. Cm,cmenting on questions under articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that all Norwegian family and social legislation,
including extensive social security legislation, had the aim of protecting the family
nnd children. In order to solve thp. problems of working mothers, efforts were beinf
exerted, inter alia, to make institutions provid.ing full--U...me or part-time child
care ITic1ely available. Lep;islation had been passed on tbat subject, some progress
h~d been achieved, but much remained to be done. As to the equality of rights and
resnonsibilities of sDouses, he stated that two kinds of regimes existed in his
country, a joint estate and separate estates, and spouses might choose either Qf
t.hem, The main principle under both reGimes was that both spouses had a duty to
contribute to the common household and that, subject to some special rights
protecting the interests of the other spouse, they had an independent right to
d i sr.oae of their mm part of the estate.

256. neplyin~ to questions under article 25 of the Covenant, he said that the
r,uarantee for every citizen to participate in the conduct of public affairs lay
primarily in the universal ri~ht to vote. Anyone who claimed to have been refused
a public post on non-objective grounds, such as political views, had the possibility
of bringin~ the case before the courts for redress if an appeal to higher
administrative authorities did not give satisfaction.

257. The representative of Norway informed the Committee that replies to unanswered
questions would be furnished to the Committee in writing.

;'1adagascar

258. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR!C!1!Add.14) submitted by
IJladaga s ca r at its 83rd, 84th and 87th meetings on 17 and 19 July 1978
(CCPR!C!SR.83, 84 and 87).
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259. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party who explained
the constitutional development in his country, provided certain additi.onal
information ahd referred to legislation enacted since the preparation of his
country's report. He stated that the new Constitution of 1975 was based on a concern
both for the construction of the socialist State, which required certain constraints,
and for the protection of individual rights and fundamental freedoms. All citizens
were protected from exploitation, but no fundamental right or freedom could be
invoked by a citizen who had not fulfilled his duty to the community and no right
could be invoked which impeded the construction of the socialist order.

260. The representative pointed out that the promotion of civil and political rights
in his country had been hampered by the lack of judicial facilities, the sharp rise
in crime and the worsening of the economic situation as a result of the world
economic crisis. The last two factors necessitated the adoption of measures
restricting the enjoyment of certain rights and freedoms in order to protect society
and the economic order. These measures included, according to ordinances issued in
1976 and 1977, the suspension of the pUblication or newspapers and periodicals
guilty of disturbing public order, of undermining national unity or of offences
against public morality; the establishment of six special economic courts and
special criminal courts aimed at controlling the crime wave. He also referred to
two ordinances that had been enacted as exceptional measures to restrict the
movement, or fix the residence, of persons regarded as a threat to pUblic order or
known to engage in actia of banditry. He pointed out, however, that these two
measures had been resorted to very rarely.

261. Members of the Committee expressed their appreciation for the straightforward
manner in which the representative of Madagascar had explained the difficulties
that his country had encountered in guaranteeing the rights and freedoms laid down
in the Covenant.

262. Questions were asked on the role of the jUdicial system in the implementation
of the Covenant: Did citizens have access to courts to obtain remedies for
alleged wrongs or to seek a declaration that a particular act, law or decree Tvas
unconstitutional without having to institute a civil actLon and claim damages? What
remedies were available for individuals claiming that their rights under the
Covenant were violated? Could the Covenant be invoked in proceedings before the
courts and administrative authorities? How well known was the Covenant in
Madagascar?

263. Members of the Committee asked what the relationship of the Constitution was
to the codes, ordinances and decrees mentioned in the report, how the existence of
competent and impartial judicial authority was ensured, what the reasons for the
establishment of the new special economic and criminal courts were and how those
courts operated.

264. With reference to article 3 of the Covenant, information was requested on the
law providing for equal rights for men and women in respect of access to employment
opportunities and to education, particularly at the higher levels. Did women enjoy
the right to vote and to participate in public affairs, and were any women currently
serving in the National Assembly or Senate?

265. As regards article 4 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked whether
the "state of national necessity" referred to in the report still existed, and, if
it did, how :i..ong it would continue to be in force. Confirmation was sought that it
did not i.Tlvolve any derogations from the Covenant which should be notified under
article 4.
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266. Referring to article 6 of the Covenant, information was requested on the range
of crimes to which the death penalty could lle applied and on the meaning of the
wor-ds "flggravatine; circumstances" mentioned in the report as causing cer~ain thefts
to warrant the death penalty. It was noted with satisfaction that there had been
no executions in Madagascar since 1958.

267. Commentin~ on article 7 of the Covenant, some members noted that the prohibition
of torture and cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment and punishment mentioned in the
report appeared to extend only to individuals, but not to public officials. They
wondered whether there was a provision in the Constitution or in any legislation
which wou.Ld cover cases where agents of the State were involved in such acts.
Clarification was requested with regard to the "good and sufficient reason"
referred to in the renort that justified the use of violence.

268. As regards article 8 of the Covenant, it was no'tx, that a "political crime" or
"serious political offence" was not subject to forced labour. Clarification was
requested as to the types of convictions which could lead to forced labour, the
nature of an offence which constituted a political crime, whether.there was any
special regime for political offences, and whether there were political prisoners
detained without trial for offences, not involving the use of violence. Further
information was sought with regard to the system referred to in the report whereby
prison labour could be hired out in the public interest to private companies, and on
any statistics that mi~ht exist in that respect.

269. In connexion with article 9 of the C~venant, members noted that the Code of
Penal Procedure would seem to permit extremely long periods of detention before
trial, even longer than the period of 20 months mentioned in the report. They asked
whether people had in fact been detained for periods of up to 20 months, whether the
practice of detention pending trial was common in Madagascar and, if it was, what
were the reasons for the delays and whether measures were under consideration to
ensure that the accused would be brought to trial as speedily as possible. With
reference to a list in the report of institutions under the control of tl:.:.~ Prison
Administration, questions were asked concerning the purpose of those institutions
ffild the categories of prisoners detained therein.

270. Information was requested on the treatment of prisoners in Madagascar in the
light of article 10 of the Covenant, and on the size of the prison population. Was
serious attention being paid to prison conditions and the rehabilitation of
prisoners? Here ,iuvenile offenders separated from adults?

271. Commenting on article 14 of the Covenant, members requested further explanation
of the conditions under which trials might be held in camera and of the restrictions
placed, in a recent amendment to the Code of Penal Procedure, on the defendant's
right of pre-trial consultation with his counsel. It was observed that the
provision of the Code, under which witnesses were heard without the presence of the
defendant, appeared to be inconsistent with the Covenant requirement that the
defendant must be tried in his presence. Information ,vas requested on the extent
to which the guarantees provided for in the Covenant applied to proceedings before
the special econonic and criminal courts referred to in the report~ was it possible
to obtain compensation when a conviction was annulled and, if it was, within what
limits?

272. Members of the Committee requested information on the restrictions imposed on
the exercise of the freedoms provided for in articles 18, 19, 21 and 22 of the
Covenant. Hhat was meant by the expression "neutrality of the State" in the matter
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of religion? Was the press subject to strict Government control? Was it admissible
to express dissatisfaction with Government policy in a peaceful manner? How did
Malagasy courts interpret and apply article 28 of the Constitution providing that
freedom of expression, of the press and of assembly was guaranteed "when exercised
in conformity with the objectives of the revolution"? Clarification was sought on
the reference in the report to certain private assemblies that ,could be deemed to
be public. As regards the freedom of association, the representative of Madagascar
was asked whether the law recognized a collective decision to strike and what were
the legal provisions governing strikes.

273. Referring to article 20 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked whether
war propaganda was specifically prohibited in Madagascar.

274. As regards articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, more information was requested on
the law providing for equality between husband and wife and for the protection of
children. Questions were asked concerning, in particular, the system of property
rights in marriage, the circumstances under which divorce was possible, the
regUlation of the question of children born out of wedlock, and whether there were
any plans to shift the emphasis in courts dealing with minors from punishment ·';0

guidance.

275. Under article 25 of the Covenant, clarification was requested concerning the
"legal requirements" referred to in the report for the right to vote and to be
elected, and on i.hat was meant by persons being "in possession of their civil and
political rights", what was the date of the most recent elections to the National
Assembly? Had political parties been able to participate freely in those elections?

276. As regards article 27 of the Covenant, the representative was asked whether
minorities existed in Madagascar and, if they did, what provision had been made to
safeguard their rights.

277. The representative of Hadagascar commented on the observations and questions
summarized in the preceding paragraphs. He stated that the incorporation of the
provisions of the Covenant into national law was a gradual and ongoing process in
his country. The judges who applied domestic laws were cognizant of the
international instruments which were binding on them in the manner of natural law,
Even though they might not be able to invoke the provisions of the Covenant in
jUdicial practice, jUdicial decisions in Madagascar were strongly influenced by the
spirit and letter of that instrument. In that connexion, he pointed out that the
text of the Covenant had been pUblished in the Journal Officiel in the French and
Malagasy languages and was analysed in the major newspapers published in the
Malagasy language by the Department of Information. Despite such efforts, public
awareness of both domestic lai. and international instruments continued to be
relatively limited.

278. Replying to questions concerning the organization of the courts in Madagascar,
the representative gave a detailed description of the courts and their competence,
with particular emphasis on the underlying reasons for the establishment of the
special courts referred to in the report, their main characteristics, the fact that
their judgements were monitored by a higher court and the fact that the rights of
the defence were scrupulously respected. He stated that one of the best safeguards
of the ri.ghts of the defendant was the excellent training received by judges and
lawyers in Madagascar. Judges enjoyed a special status which guaranteed their
independence, and held tenure for life. Strong provisions existed to punish contempt
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of court. Everyone was entitled to institute legal proceedings, orally or in
writing, and a system of legal aid was available for persons with limited means.
The law expressly provided that a person whose civil or political rights were being
violated could bring action to put an end to such violations. .

279. The representative explained the relationship between the various legal
documents mentioned in his Government's report. The constitutionality of the laws
was determined by the High Constitutional Court. If a litigant in a suit before any
court challenged the constitutionality of a law, the court in ~uestion was obliged
to suspend proceedings until the High Constitutional Court had rendered a decision
in the matter.

280. Commenting on ~uestions raised regarding e~uality between the sexes, the
representative pointed out that strict e~uality between men and women was assured by
Malagasy law. However, as in many developing countries, de facto ine~uality existed
in certain cases, which limited the enjoyment of some rights by women, due to
certain physical constraints and to their lower standard of education. A vast
prosramme was being undertaken to improve the status of women.

281. Replying to ~uestions under article 4 of the Covenant, he informed the Committee
that the "state of national necessity" referred to in the report had been brought to
an end by the Constitution of 1975. Only a few exceptional measures had remained
part of the law, the most important of which was the power to suspend publication of
newspapers and periodicals which disturbed public order, national unity or moral
standards.

282. As regards the death penalty, he pointed out that it applied only to extremely
serious crimes, such as premeditateu. murder, parricide, poisoning, murder- with
aggravating circumstances and violent armed robbery.

283. Responding to ~uestioI!s raised under article 7 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that the provisions prohibiting torture and similar abuses in
his country applied e~ually to individuals and public officials. Officers of the
police found guilty of such offences incurred both administrative and penal
sanctions. Investigation of abuses had in the past been conducted at the initiative
of judges. The "good and sufficient reason" justifying the use of violence meant
that violence could be used in self-defence or on the order of a legitimate
authority, the latter assuming both civil and penal liability for sucb an order.

284. In connexion with queatdons put to him unde r article 8 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that the reference in the report to persons "sentenced for a
political crime or serious political offer;ce" did not relate to those whose sole
offence had been to speak against the Government, but to persons who committed
certain acts dealt with in the Penal Code, such as violations of the security of the
State or of press regulations. Persons detained for political offences were not
subject to forced labour. As to the question regarding the hiring-out of prison
labour, he pointed out that that provision survived from a time when manpower had
been insufficient for working vast State agricultural concessions, leading to the
use of prison labour. Under trle socialist sys+,em, however, the practice was being
reformed and was sure to disappear.

285. Responding to ~uestions under article 9 of the t;ovenant, the representative
stated that detention pending trial was a purely exceptional measure, for an accused
person was presumed innocent. The provision in ~uestion had been drafted with the
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intention of providing a m1n1mum of protection against cmreasonably long detenti.~ .
The maximum limit of 20 months had been set for cases entrusted to a11 exalllinine;
judge, for it could happe· in complex cases that the investigation might last as
long as 20 months. HoweveI, a detainee could, at any stage of the proceedings,
request that he be released ~ending trial and if refused. he could appeal.

286. In reply to a question raised under article 10 of the Covenant, he stated that
a law enacted in 1960 provided that all juvenile offenders be given educational
assistance. However, there were cases of true delinquency which called for penal
sHnctions and, therefore, judges had been empowered to impose a variety of sanctions,
ranr,ing from a mere reprimand to confinement in an institution, taking into accolmt
the interests of society and the moral and physical health of the juvenile.

287. As regards questions raised under article 14 of the Covenant. the
representative stated that the judge could order that the trial be held in camera
only in exceptional cases, such as those in/olving minors, morals or barbarous acts
that might offend public morality; that the defendant could consult his counsel at
any time; that in trial procedure the presence of the defendant was always necessary
but that, in the interest of truth, it was possible during the investigation to hear
Iyitnesses without the presence of the defendant, who was then told of the statements
of the witnesses and allowed to contest them or to ask that he be allowed to
confront the witness in question. He stated that all the safeguards established in
the Covenant, particularly these relating to the rights of defence, were fully
applicab~e to the proceedings of the special courts.

288. Replying to a question raised under article 18 of the Covenant, the
represEntative pointed out that the expression "neutrality of the State!! in the
matter of religion indicated that the State recognized the existence of the various
religious communities, allowed them to conduct their activities, did not interfere
in their internal affairs and strictly applied the established principle of the
separation of Church and State.

289. As regards questions put to him concerning the restrictions on the freedoms
provided for in articles 19, 21 and 22 of the Covenant, the representative referred
to article 28 of the Constitution under which freedom of expression, of the press
and of assembly was guaranteed to citizens when exercised in accordance with the
objectives of the Revolution and the interests of the workers and the community,
and Inth a view to strengthening of the new democracy for the establishment of a
socialist State. He added that the various restrictions of fundamental freedoms
enunciated in the Constitution had a declaratory rather than normative value and
that they would be the subject of flrrther legislative provisions governing their
application, in which the preoccupation of the authors of the Covenant \-lould
certainly be respected.

290, Commenting on questions raised under article 23 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that it had been found necessary in Hadagascar to give a
preponderance of prerogatives to the husband in order to impart unity and direction
to the household: and in that connexion, he explained some of the prevailing local
customs which reflected the importance of the role of the \-life in his country.

291. Finally, with reference to a question raised under article 25 of the Covenant,
he emphaoized the importance of article 16 of the Constitution, under which abuse of
constitutional or legal freedoms entailed the deprivation of rights and freedoms.

292. The representative of Madagascar informed the Committee that unanswered
questions had been referred to his Government~ which would submit a IYritten reply
to the Committee at a later date.
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293. The Committee considered the initial and supplementary reports submitted by
Iran at its 89th, 90th and 93rd meetings On 20 and 24 July 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.89,
90 and 93).

294. The reports were introduced by the representative of the State party who
recalled that the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.16) had been submitted before the
Committee's guidelines had been received and that, consequently, a supplementary
report (CCPR/C/l/Add.26 and Corr.l), prepared in accordance with the guidelines,
was now placed before the Committee. ~/

295. The representative reviewed briefly the Iranian legal system, stating that the
Civil Code was based on Islamic law and that the provisions governing personal and
family matters applied only to Shi'i Moslems. He pointed out that, under Iranian
law, an individual had a remedy by way of damages if his person, property,
reputation or other rights recognized by law had been violated. That law, he
maintained, also applied to public and private organizations.

296. Members of the Committee welcomed the fact that the supplementary report of
Iran indicated factors a~j difficulties affecting the implementation of the
Covenant, and enabled the Committee to gain a better understanding of the situation
in that country and of the special problems in implementing human rights faced by
developing countries. They expressed the hope that the Committee would be kept
informed of the future work of the Commission for Review of Iranian Laws in
Relation to the Covenant. The Commission would do well, it was sugges~ed, to
review not only the laws but also the practices involved in their application.

297. It was noted that the Covenant wa.s not considered directly binding under
Iranian law and that, according to the ~upplementary report, there were cases of
conflict between d.omestic Lav and the I-,'ovisions of the Covenant and others in
which domestic law was silent with regard to rights recognized in the Covenant.
Clarification was therefore requested on the Gover:ment's intentions to remedy
that situation in the light of the fact that no r-eservat.Lon to that effect had
been made by the Iranian Government when it ratified the Covenant.

298. Referring to the constitutional system in Iran, members of the 80mmittee asked
how the executive, legislative and judicial p0werswere kept separate; what the
exact status of the monarchy was with regard to legislative powers; to what extent
the executive was answerable to the legislature; how a minister could be removed
if he was responsible both to the monarch and to the two house of Parliament; how
the judiciary was constituted; how the judg~s were appointed, particularly those of
the arbitration councils and houses of equity; and whether the latter played a role
in guaranteeing human rights or were merely law enforcement authorities. With
reference to the military tribunals mentioned in the report. it was observed that
such tribunals tended to be dominated by the executive and that the resulting

8/ The initial report of Iran was scheduled for consideration at the third
sessi~n of the Committee. At its 72nd meeting on 2 February 1978, the Committee,
having been informed that a supplementa-ry report would be submitted sl.~;.·tly,

decided to place both reports on the agenda of its fourth session •
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insufficient separation of powers could lead to the infringement of the role of the
judiciary and the rights of individuals. Questions were asked concerning the legal
basis of such tribunals, and whether they were a permanent part of the judiciary.

299. Information was requested on the nature of customary law with respect to
religion, the family and other areas, including political questions, and on the
constitutional provision that "the Laws must not be at variance with principles of
Islam", which seemed to suggest that customary law took precedence over ordinary
laws. It was noted that customary law could be invoked in the military tribunals
and one member wondered how customary law could be applied in courts of an
exceptional nature.

300. Members of the Committee noted that the description given in the report of the
available remedies for persons whose civil and political rights were violated was
not sufficient to establish whether the provisions of article 2, paragraph 3, of
the Covenant were being met, and that a law enacted in 1960 with a view to
establishing a Council of State to hear complaints from individuals had not been
implemented "due to lack of means". Members therefore asked several questions as
to the nature of the difficulties preventing the implementation of the above
mentioned law: was the Imperial Inspectorate mentioned in the supplementary report
actually functioning and, if so, what procedures were followed for hearing
complaints addressed to it? Was the complainant allowed to have the assistance of
legal counsel? What were the number, nature and outcome of complaints dealt with
in the course of one year? Reference was made to the constitutional provision
citE:'d in the supplementary report that "the hearing of complaints regarding the
violation of political and civil rights, in general and aside from exceptional
cases, falls within the jUl'isdiction of the judicial courts". Clarification was
sought in respect of those "exceptional cases".

301. In connexion with article 3 of the Covenant, questions were asked regarding
the extent to which women were able to exercise political rights to take up
positions equal to those of men and to have equal access to education at all
levels.

302. It was noted that, in terms of article 4 of the Covenant, no derogation from
the obligations assumed under the Covenant was possible except in relation to
situations of public emergency, and the representative was asked whether any
emergency situation had led the Government to derogate from any of its
obligations under the Covenant.

303. As regards measures adopted in Iran for protecting the right to life under
article 6 of the Covenant, questions were asked concerning rules governing the use
of arms by security forces in disturbances, particularly political riots. What
offences, particularly political offences, if any, were punishable by the death
sentence? How many executions had been carried out in recent years and had any
consideration been given to the possibility of abolishing the death penalty?
Information was sought on measures taken to reduce infant mortality and on trends
in infant mortality in different parts of the country.

304. R~garding article 7 of the Covenant, it was noted that the report appeared to
suggest that torture and cruel punishment was prohibited only if used to extract
confessions. It was felt that more was required under that article, including a
system for regular control and monitoring to ensure that the prohibition of torture
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was respected by all responsible public agencies. The punishment for such acts as
provided for in the Iranian law appeared to be lenient. Questions were asked as to
what measures had been taken to ensure that treatment contrary to article 7 of the
Covenant was not resorted to by the police or security agencies or other .
authorities; had there been any recent complaints of such treatment and had there
been any recent instances of public officials being charged with such violations?

305. Referring to article 9 of the Covenant, members of the Committee wished to
know for what kinds of non-violent political activities, if any, persons might be
imprisoned in Iran; whether any persons were detained on political grounds without
trial, and if there were. on what justification. It was stressed that, at the
pre-trial stage of the proceedings, the accused should be subjected to a minimum of
duress and be able to have access to legal assistance during detention or while a
police investigation was carried out. How long could a person be legal~y detained
pending trial? Could the detainee resort to a writ of habeas corpus or have the
legality of his detention adjudicated upon promptly by a court of law with a view
to securing his release? Was the question of granting bail still within the
competence of the security and intelligence agencies? Additional inforffiation was
requested concerning the Public Security Committee referred to in the report in
connexion with article 9 of the Covenant.

306. In respect of article 10 of the Covenant, information was requested concerning
the treatment of prisoners; the frequency of family visits and freedom of
correspondence; solitary confinement; the practices of the tlcourts of children ll

referred to in the initial report; and the existing measures to correct juvenile
offenders and to reintegrate them into the community and whether those measures
included a system of guardianship.

307. Commenting on article 14 of the Covenant, members of the Committee wondered
why it was necessary for military tribunals in Iran to have jurisdiction over
civilians in certain cases. since military judges normally lacked specialized
training and were less independent than other judicial officers. It was noted that,
according to the report, the file of tte accused coul~ be the basis for the military
tribunal's decision, since it was possible for the trjbunal to dispense with the
hearing of witnesses or cross-examination. The representative of Iran was asked
whether such tribunals observed the minimum guarantees of due process required
under article 14 of the Covenant, inclUding the right of the accused to choose his
counsel freely and his right to appeal. A statistical breakdown was requested on
the work of the military tribunals showing the number of cases which had come before
them and the number of acquittals and convictions.

308. It was noted that the Iraniar. Government itself had expressed doubts as to
whether national law was fully in conformity with the re~uirement that individuals
accused of criminal offences were to be presumed innocent until proved guilty and
the representative of Iran was asked what historical, cultural or other factors
might have limited the realizativn of i;hat principle. It was noted that the State
Organization for Intelligence and Security referred to in the initial report not
only ga~hered information required for national security but also performed the
function of examining magistrates. Questions were asked ~oncerning the function of
that Organization; members wished to know whether its mandate was clearly defined
and whether it was considered to be a judicial or a police body. They also asked
whether the military tribunals or any other courts were involved in the
investi~ation stage of a case.
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309. In relation to article 17 of the Covenant, information was requested
concerning the laws governing the circumstances which might involve interference
with privacy" family, home or correspondence of the individual and the rights,
obligations and powers of the intelligence service in that respect.

310. Wi'th reference to article 19 of the Covenant, it was stated that no
discussion whatsoever was apparently permitted concerning the Constitution, the
Imperial monarchy and the Revolution of the Shah and the People, and that the
Press Act had been used to punish severely anyone who ventured to express views on
them. Members of the Committee wished to know to what extent, for example, people
were free to express ideas that might be at variance with those of the regime, to
criticize acts of the authorities or to advocate peaceful changes of the system;
what degree of control, including censorship, was exercised over the mass media;
what access the average citizen had to the information media; whether the press
was directly or indirectly State-supported and, if it was, who made decisions as
to the granting of such support ~ and to what extent the full enjoyment of the
rights guaranteed under article 19 of the Covenant was subject to the jurisdiction
of the military tribunals.

311. With reference to article 22 of the Covenant, members asked whether it was
possible in Iran to establish a political association with aims or views which
might be different from those of the Government and whether individuals who
professed a religion, other than the official State religion, had to organize
themselves within a legal structure recognized by the State. Further information
was requested regarding the status of unions in making collective agree~ents and
the conditions which a professional association had to fulfil in oTder to become
a trade union.

312. In connexion with articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, members wished to know
whether customary family law as applied by the religious courts was consistent
with those articles of the Covenant; what legal rules and practices existed to
ensure equality between spouses during marriage and at its dissolution; and what
steps were being taken to improve economic and social conditions, especially with
regard to the family and children. Members expressed concern over the reference
in the supplementary report to "illegitimate Children", which seemed to constitute
discrimination on the basis of birth, and asked what justification there was for
the distinctions made and whether the Government had any intention of
eliminating them.

313. With reference to the political rights enunciated in article 25 of the
Covenant and to the fact that Iran had a single-party political system, members
asked how the system worked; to what extent it was one of participation; how
members of the National Consultative Assembly and the Senate were chosen; what
were the "exceptional cases" in which the principle stated in the supplementary
report that "the people have the right to participate in the administration of the
country" did not apply; and what were the criteria for prohibiting access to civil
service.

314. In connexion with article 27 of the Covenant, clarification was needed as to
whether the minorities referred to in the two reports were considered as such on
religiuus, ethnic or other grounds. More details were requested on the protection
of their rights.
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315. Commentine; on the statement in the supplementary report to the effect that
certain cultural, economic, geographic and religious factors made it difficult for
the Iranian Government to attain effective inplementation of all the provisions of
the Covenant, one member of the CommIttee observed that the absence of a·provision
in IraniRll legislation relbting to the prohibition of war propaganda, or the fact
that certain judgements were not sUbject to appeal to a higher court, seemed to
indicate th~t there were cases where the failure to implement certain provisions of
the Covenant could not be attributed to those factors.

316. The representative of Iran commented on the observations and ~uestions

summarized in the precedine paragraphs. He quoted article 9 of the Civil Code
of 1928 which provided that "treaty stipulations 1vhich have been concluded in
accordance with the Constitution between the Government of Iran and other
Governments shall have the force of law" and pointed out that, in the light of
over 70 years of constitutional practice and the text of the Constitution, there
Ivas no doubt as to the precedence t~~en by the Constitution over all other laws
in his country.

317. The representative described at length the organization of the State
constitutional system ana. its structure. As to the question of the control of the
executive by the legislature, he pointed out that the affairs of the state were
SUbject to scrutiny by the lITational Consultative Assembly and by the Senate whose
powers were laid down in the Constitution and amendments thereto. }nnisters were
accountable to both houses and coul.d not absolve themselves from their
constitutional responsibilities by invoking orders of the Shah or royal decrees in
justification of their actions. 1fuen either of the houses, by a vote of an
absolute majority of members, declared its dissatisfaction with the cabinet or a
minister, the cabinet or the minister was considered dismissed.

318. As regards the competence of courts, he stated that, in principle, the
adjudication of all controversies fell within the competence of the ordinary courts.
The competence of other bodies such as the houses of equity, the arbitration
councils and the religious courts was limited to cases expressly specified by law.
He pointed out that a House of E~uity, elected by the inhabitants of a village,
handled petty offences and minor civil litigation and that a court writ issued by a
judge was needed for the implementation of its verdicts. Arbitration Councils were
established in t01VDS and had similar jurisdiction, but their veTdicts had to be
approved by a legal consultant assigned to the Council by the appropriate court.
In practice, the majority of cases brought before those institutions were settled
by compromise. As to the status of miliLary tribunals, the representative stated
that these tribunals were established, pursuant to the Supplementary Fundamental
Laws, by LegtisLat Lon adopted in 1939, and that their judges were appointed from
among inoividuals trained in the law.

319. Replying to ~uestions concerning the role and nature of customary law in Iran,
the representative stated that, under Iranian law, custom was invoked exclusively
in civil cases and had no application whatsoever in criminal offences. It was in
controversies of a civil nature where no law at all existed, or the existing laws

. were contradictory or unclear, that the judge was allowed to invoke custom.

320. In connexion with the ~uestion of remedies under article 2 of the Covenant,
the representative pointed out that the Imperial Inspectorate was part of the
Executive and had no judicial prerogative. Individuals could submit complaints
against Government agencies to the Inspectorate which had access to all Government
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records. The elimination of corruption constituted one of its functions; and if its
investigatio~ revealed a crime, a report was submitted to the legal authorities
concerned for prosecution. He also pointed out that the law enacted in 1960
relating to the Council of State, which was to consider complaints by civil servants
of violation of their employment rights. had fallen into disuse. Its main
functions were exercised by an administrative and civil service commission
established under the Civil Service Act of 1966 and by the Imperial Inspectorate
established in 1968.

321. In connexion with questions put to him under article 3 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that since 1963 women in Iran had had the right to vote and
were eligible to hold pUblic office and compete freely for any post in the
Government. Under the Family Protection Law , men and women had the same right to
refer family disputes to a court of la~., •. to sue for divorce and to be granted the
custody of children. He gave some statistics showing the progress made by women
as a result of a decree on free and compulsory education for all children.

322. Referring to questions under article 4 of the Covenant, he pointed out that,
according to a law enacted in 1950, in exceptional circumstances a state of
emergency could be declared with the prior approval of the National Consultative
Assembly and the Senate. If urgent circumstances arose , the Executive could declare
the state of emergency and submit a report within one week explainin~ the reasons
for the decision to each of the two houses. The latter could overrule the decision
of the Government and thus brin~ the state of emer~ency to an end.

323. As regards article 6 of the Covenant, he stated that capital punishment was
limited by law to specific crimps of exceptional seriousness and could be carried
out only pursuant to a final judgement rendered by the competent tribunal. Over
the past two years, he maintained, the number of death sentences handed down and
executed had been decreasin~ continuously.

324. Replying to questions under article 9 of the Covenant, the representative
stated that, in Iran, there was no exact equiValent of the common law concept of
habeas corpus; that detained persons were allowed by law to petition courts
concerning details of their case; and that officers in charge of investigations
wer'e required by law to submit the relevant charges to the appropriate court.
Suspects had access to legal assistance in the pre-trial stage.

325. With regard to the prohibition of torture and the treatment of prisoners,
provided for in articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, he drew attention to the relevant
law of 1975 which, he maintained, was in full conformity with the Standard Minimum
Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners as approved by the Economic and Social Council.
He stated that the total number of persons imprisoned for committinp: acts of
terrorism, espionage or acts against the security of the State did not exceed 2,100.
He stressed the fact that recent studies on the implementation of nrison regulations
failed to show a single case of torture or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment.

326. Commenting on questions under article 14 of the Covenant, the representative
pointed out that when a crime was committed, the relevant records were submitted to
the offi~e of the military prosecutor vTmch would, through an investigator of its
own, ascertain whether the case fell within the jurisdiction of a milital~ tribunal.
If ;c was found that the crime fell within the jurisdiction of the jUdiciary courts,
the records would then be sent to the civilian public prosecutor. He maintained
that the law guaranteed various individual rights of defence to those accused in
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cases brour;ht before military tribunals and noted that the number of cases brought
before military tribunals hRd been decreasing in recent years o1rrng to a restrictive
interpretation of crimes against the State. As to the security organization which
was established in 1957, he pointed out that it reported to the Prime Minister and
was responsible for detectin~ crimes against the State, terrorist activities and
espionage. It had the power to arrest, but a writ was required for the continuation
of detention beyond 24 hOlITs. It did not possess any judicial power.

327. Replying to questions concerning the "pr-esumpt.Lon of innocence", he maintained
that that princlple was in theory as veIl as in practice a basic general rule in
the Iranian ler,al system; although a few instances of conflict had been found,
measures were being considered to remove the discrepancies. He also stated that
the value of evidence in criminal cases was for the court to determine. In that
connexion, he stated that Iranian court procedure did not allow for cross
examination in the Anglo-American sense of the word and that the court relied
mainly on statements by the defendant. The right of appeal was recognized by the
Supplementary Fundamental Laws • However, cases which were not subj.ec t to appeal
had been scrutinized and a bill to extend the right of appeal was under prepar-atrion.

328. Regarding article 22 of the Covenant, he stated that workers having the same
occupation were al.Loued to form their own labour organizations, which normally
engaged in collective bargaining.

329. In connexion with questions raised under article 23 of the Convenant, he stated
that relations between men and women before marriage were not a matter of concern to
the law and that legal obligations and responsibilities began only after marriage.
In cases of divorce or dissolution of marriage, the court handed down a decision on
t~e respective obligations of each spouse.

330. Replying to questions under article 25 of the Covenant, he stated that the
representatives in the Consultative Assembly were elected by secret ballot in a
general election and the qualifications of the electors and of the candidates were
laid dovm by a Law whic1:l applied equally to men and 1'romen. Half of the members of
the Senate were elected in a general election while the other half were appointed by
the Shah under article 45 of the Constitution. To become law, all proposals had to
be approved by both houses, except for financial matters which were the prerogative
of the Assembly. IIe stated that the rrational Resurgence (Rast.akd.z ) Party had been
established in 1974 to promote mass participation and the expression of views and
preferences. The Government's firm commitment to decentralization, and the granting
to the lower organs of increasing decision-making powers with respect to the
allocation and administration of development resources, made the elective organs
and councils, at the various levels of Government, viable institutions through
which meaningful popular participation was made possible.

331. The representative of Iran assured the Committee that, as regards the questions
which remained unanswered, further information would be submitted in .rriting at a
later st age.

Federa]. RepUblic of Germany

332. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.18) submitted by
the Fp.deral RepUblic of Germany at its 92nd, 93rd, 94th and 96th meetings on
24, 25 and 26 July 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.92-94 and 96).
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333. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party. Havine;
explained the relationship betnreen treaties entered into by the Federal Republic
and domestic law, she pointed out that the individual rights embodied in the
Covenant were also part and parcel of the Basic Law and of ordinary laws. JUdicial
remedies were available to persons claiming that their rights had been violated
by a public authority. Every decision of the administration couln be challenged
before the courts, especially the administrative courts. The right to enter a
complaint of unconstitutionality was guaranteed, and everyone, including aliens,
could apply to the Federal Constitutional Court claiming violation by a public
authority of a right guaranteed by the Constitution or by the Covenant. Horeover,
each individual could apply to the Petitions Committee of the Bundestag or the
Land Diets or even to individual members of Parliament. There wer-e numerous
associations which engaged in advocating and enforcing human rights and in
disseminating info~~ation. Such rights as freedom of the press, of association
and of scientific research played a significant par-t in the implementation of
the Covenant.

334. Referring to present-day issues of public discussion, the representative stated
that the Federal Republic was faced with determinin~ how far to safeguard the
human rights of those who refused to respect the human rights of others, and h01. to
secure the benefits of the constitutional and judicial system for those who were
resolved to destroy that system.

335. It was noted that the report had been published in the Federal Republic and
that procedure was commended as a means of bringing the Covenant to the attention
of the public in the reporting State and encouraging comment on the performance of
its obligations.

336. Members of the Committee expressed doubts concerning the clarity in tJle report
of the status of the Covenant in I'elation to the Basic Law and other legislation
of the Federation and of the Lander. They asked whet.her' the rights guaranteed by
the Covenant were applicable only in so far as they vere consistent with the
r.onstitution and the basic rights deriving from it; whether provisions of the
Covenant took precedence over legislative texts; and whether the Federal
Constitutional Court had had occasion to decide if the Federal Republic was
complyillg with the provisions of the Covenant.

337. Commenting on the reference in the report to a Basic Law provision calling
upon the entire German people to achieve in free self-determination the unity and
freedom of Germany, one member of the Committee observed that promotion of the right
to self-determination must not be per-ver-ted to further expansionist aims or to
justify claims to foreign territories and to jurisdiction over foreign citizens.
As to the statement in the report that the Federal Government supported self
determination in southern Africa, did it mean that the Government gave no aid to
the apartheid regime and that it also prevented individuals and juridical persons
from doing so?

338. Recalling the provlslons of article 2, paragraph 1, of the Covenant, it was
noted that the State party was required to safeguard the rights and freedoms
~rovide~ for in the Covenant by not engaging in any activities that would impair
them. The Government's reaction to extremism was viewed as being in itself
somewhat extreme and barely justifiable under that article. The representative was
asked whether the agency responsible for the protection of the Constitution also
had the duty of protecting individuals from ipterference by the State. It was also
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observed that the Federal Republic had a seemin~ly endless series of dOEestic
remedies and that the relevant time-consuming procedures seemed LnconsLst.errt with
the Covenant requirement that justice be administered wit~out undue delay~.

339. With reference to article 3 of the Covenant, it was noted that there was no
equality between women and men in the Federal Republic in respect of wa~es; had
~0nsideration been ~iven to provisions desi~ned to ensure equal wages for work of
equal value and what positive stens had been taken to combat sex discrimination?

340. As regards article 4 of the Covenant, reference was made to a statement in
the report to the effect that certain uasic rights, in the case of defence, might
be restricted beyond the extent admissible in normal times. Members of the
Committee requested clarification of the expression "in the case of defence" and
wished to know whe~her those rights were the only ri~hts which might be restricted
and whether the other rights referred to in the Covenant were sufficiently
guaranteed.

341. With respect to article 6 of the Covenant, the Federal Republ~c was commended
for having abolished the death penalty. Members asked how the right to life was
protected, especially in connexion with the murder rate, labour safety and
industrial accidents and the higher rate of infant mortality among the poor and
migrant workers; what safeguards existed against the arbitrary use of arms by
police or soldiers in case of riots, escape from prison or arrest; and whether
educational measures were implemented to prevent the abuse of narcotic drugs.

342. In connexion with article 9 of the Covenant, it was noted that liberty of
the person seemed to be dealt with only in general constitutional provisions, not
in specific statutes delimitin~ power of arrest or detention. It was observed
that, in certain circumstances, accordine to the report, detention without trial
might exceed even the usual maximum limit of six months. How often did that
occur and how was the individual ensured against unduly long detention.

343. Commenting on article 10 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked
whether the principle of humane treatment of prisoners was a part of the law of
the Federal Republic; to what extent the doctrine of "inherent features of
imprisonment" was invoked to justify significant restrictions affecting prisoners;
whether solitary confinement could be imposed and, if it could, under what
conditions, for what periods of time and with what possibilities of renewal; and
'loThether there could be total deprivation of contact 1dth the outside world and
with counsel.

344. Members of the Committee inquired about the rights of alien residents in the
light of articles 12 and 13 of the Covenant: what restrictions, if any, might
be imposed on aliens' liberty of movement and freedom to c}')ose residence? Did the
legal protection referred to in the report against the "dmmedfat e execution of
the expulsion order" mean that the rem~dy in question had a suspensive effect?
vfuat crimes, if committed by an alien, could be followed by his expulsion according
to the law of the Federation?

345. With reference to article 14 of the Covenant,several questions were asked:
Did the provisions of that article apply in proceedings before labour courts,
finance courts and social courts? vlhat constituted a "fair hearing" under the Law
of the Federation? vlliat was the jurisdiction of the courts presided over by lay
judges? Coul.d the impartiality of judges of the Federal Repuo.li.c be ensured when
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some people were excluded from judicial positions on political grounds? It was
noted that under the la1'1 of the Federation, a person who 1'1aS not acquitted, but
against whom charges had been dropped, might nevertheless be required by the court
to pay the costs. Was that provision compatible with the presumption of innocence,
especially when the reason for imposine such costs might be that a suspicion
remained? In that connexion, it 1'1as argued that the law in force in the Federal
RepUblic providing that the accused, if convicted, had to bear the cost of the
proceedings, court-appointed counsel and interpretation, seemed inconsistent 1'1ith
paragraphs 3 (d) and 3 (f) of article 14 of the Covenant .

346. With reference to recent enactments in t.he Federal Republic whereby in certain
circumstances solitary confinement was imposed and/or only written corm-micatrlon
with counsel was permitted, members of the Committee inquired about the
justification for such provisions ar.d asked how they could be reconciled with the
rieht of the accused to communicate with his legal adviser and to have proper
facilities for the preparation of his defence. It was also noten that criminal
proceedings occasionally extended over several years. Members of the Committee
wondered whether that could be reconciled with tr,e right of tne accused "to be
tried without undue delay". Hith reference to a statement in the report to the
effect that a trial could, under certain circumstances, be conducted against the
accused in his absence, members asked h01'1 such decisions were made, whether they
were made at the discretion of the judge alone and 1'1hether there was any possibility
of challenginp.; such decisions. When and on 1'1hat grounds might a judge reduce a
list of witnesses produced by a defendant?

347. With referenc:e to article 15 of the Covenant, the representative was asked
whether the principle of non-retroactivity 1'1as expressly provided for in the
Constitution and guaranteed in the Penal Code, and, if it was, whe'ther- it was
absolute or it referred only to those cases where new criminal law might prejudice
the situation with regard to the person involved. Additional information was
requested concerning the implementation of that article in the light of the fact
that the punishment of war criminals was a requirement of international law.

348. In connexion with article 17 of the Covenant, it was noted that the forrral
granting of the right to freedom from interference was insufficient if the
essential dignity of man and respect for the pri'racy of life could be violated
through technology. Members of the Committee asked whet.he.r the list of exceptions,
mentioned in the report, to the restriction of interference vrith privacy 1'1aS
exhaustive; whetner there ,..ere provisions to deal with wire-tapping and interference
with correspondence; how people were protected against the use of information
compiled by computers; what were the precise terms of the laws permittin@:
interference with the privacy of mail and telecommunications and 1'1ho was empowered
to authorize such an action and to make the tape-recording available to third
parties. With reference to the statement in the report that persons affected by
such interference could complain to the Federal Constitutional Court, members asked
how persons affeeted could take that step since they could not kn01'1 of it.
Information was requested on the judicial practice of that Court in that respect,
on any r e'Leva-rt proceedings under the European Convention and on the number of
persons actually punished for viOlations of the right to privacy.

349. Regarding article 18 of the Covenant, reference was made to the statement in
the report to the effect that religion or religious beliefs did not affect the
enjoyment of civil and political rights or admission to public office. Information
was r-eque r t ed on whet.he r the same principle applied to ideology and to freedom of
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t hou.tlrt and conscience, on the Idpd of convictions whi ch vere used to Justify the
ar-p l i cat i on of nerufsverbot (nrohibition from practisinp; a proreas ion ) j and on t.he
::inl1 of cos t s and professions involved.

350. Cormerrt Lng on article 19 of the Covenant, members of tbf' Committee rpC1.uested
clarification of t>e limitations .imroeed on freedom of expression as provided for
in t~'e ac;enpral Laws" and of t.he moanfng of the expression "def'amatLon of thf'
Fr-der-a.l l:'\:ublic" ment i oned in the Criminal Code in ccnnexi.on vi t.h those limitations.
It 'YtS noted that the provision Ln the labour Law, under uhich the exercise c f
,-'t'e('dcm of express ion by an emp'l.cyee must not affect the interests of the employer,
w,s inconsistent tr.it h article 19, par-avraph 3, of the Covenant. It "as also
discriminatory because it provided n.unishment only ,vhen employees affected the
int.erests of employers and not the reverse. One member of t l1e Committee wonde-r-ed
how often freedom of expression had been violated in dealinp; ,vith T.Jersons in
::::,ossession of Communi et literature and whe't her there was real freedom of opinion
or of the press.

351. 1.lhile commendi ng the prohibition of vrar' pr-opaganda by federal. Law, member-s of
r hc COD1..mft t ee wi shed to know whet.he r a s imi.Le.r 'Prohibition by Laxr existed in rf'snect
of advocacy of national, racial or religious hatred that constituted incitement to
(~iscriminp,tion, hostility or violence, as required under article 20, par-agr-aph 2,
of th0 Covenant.

352.. In connex i on \Tith freedom of association, it tras noted that the rip.:ht to form
nolitical parties was limited to the extent to "hich such organizations were in the
interests of tl1e Republic or one of its Lander and clarification was sought of
those interests. It was observed that the exclusion of members of a particular
nolitical DR.rty from nublic service was a clear violation of' article 22 of the
Covenant. One merilier of the Committee IoTondered how many Nazi organizations existed
in the Federal Repnblic and whether membership in them vas considered a threa.t to
tl1P consti tut Lona.L order. The question ,-TaS asked, did trade unions have an
onpor-t.un i tv to safeguard and improve the economic interests and loTorkinr conditions
of thp ,rorlrers and what; part did they play in labour contracts?

353. Pith reference to articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, members of t he Com:nittee
requested additional information on the la\Vs ~overning the ri~hts and duties of
srouses after the dissolution of marriege. Notine that the use of the term
"ille8itimateH was discriminatory, members of the Committee wondered what, Lega.I
procedures existed for legitimizinr; natural children, vhether the courts could
l'('C"1..c1 i r c natural fathers to contribute to the maintenance of their children and
l·;h'ther in reality the rights of legitinate and illeritimate children \Vere the
samE'. In vielV" of the hir;h percentage of p,;ainfully employed mothers in the
federal "Republic, information was requested on the measures t aken to mal-e it
economic al.Ly possible for mothers to st r.v at home when their children were younz
or to ~roviC'e child-care facilities vhile t.he mother was at work.

3SLI . Referring to article 21 of the Basic Lav vhich re~ulates the constitutionality
of political parties, members of the Corn~ittee ,vondered IoThether thet provision was
eompat i.b'l e '·rith article 25 of the Covenant and asked whet.he r disnutes arisinr:r from
the annlication of that article could be adjudicated by courts and in particular
by thE Federal Constitutional Court. Concern was expressed about the implications
involved in the regulations referred to in the report regarding the recruitment of
civil serva.nts. Those regulations were t.houglrt to pose cons i der-ab'l,e dangers not
only to the rights referred to in article 25 of the Covenant but also to the
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freedom of expression and association. Questions were asked concerning the nature
of political 'activities which could cause the denial of access to civil service;
members wished to know whether such acts committed in the past could justify such
a denial; whether mere membership of a group or political ~arty could be a decisive
factor or whether anyone calling for changes in the Constitution by non-violent
means or expressing the view that a different social and political ord.?r might be
preferable, could be regarded as hostile to the Constitution and, acccrdin~ly,

denied access to the civil service. Information was requested concerning the
pro~edure used in making such determinations as well as in reviewing the decision
to reject a candidate by an administrative court, and on the cost and duration of
such proceedings.

355. Additional information was requested concerning the implementation of
article 26 of the Covenant, particularly as to whether discrimination was
prohibited by law in private relationships, as envisaged in that article.

356. The representative of the state party commented on the observations and
questions summarized in the preceding paragraphs. She stated that the Covenant
was applied by the Federal Republic only to those individuals under its
jurisdiction, in full conformity wit!l the normal practice of States 'based on the
general rules of international law. Her country's position was one of unqualified
observance for the universal right to self-determination and it regarded that right
as a decisive factor in evaluating the situation in southern Africa.

357. The provisions of the Covenant, she maintained, had been assimilated into
domestic law with the status of a federal law and that the applicability of the
Covenant did not depend on whether the rights laid dOiVD therein were also embodied
in the Basic Law or in other laws. The fundamental rights provided for in the Basic
Law enjoyed absolute pre-eminence in the legal system of the Federal Republic
and wer-e largely inalienable. Covenant rights, ranking after the fundamental
rights of the Basic Law, wer-e thus applicable only to the extent that the basic
constitutional rights permitted. However, the Federal Government was convinced
of the compatibility of the provisions of both the Covenant and the Basic Law.
She stressed that the safeguards under the Basic Law and the legal system to
protect the free democratic order related only to the central elements of the
Constitution whd ch coincided, and were compatible, with the guarantees of the
Covenant.

358. The representative pointed out that the Cc. venant, as a federal law, prevailed
over any conflicting legislation of the Lander; that guarantees of human rights
enjoyed greater priority than ordinary law; and that, her Government was committed
to enact no legislation incompatible with them. She indicated that the courts
had thus far not had to decide on whether the Covenant was directly enforceable
since no contradiction had arisen in practice between the Basic Law and the
Covenant. Individuals could, however, invoke the provisions of the Covenant in
the courts to the extent that they were of a self-executing nature.

359. Referring to enquiries about the rights of alien residents in the light of
articles 12 and 13 of the Covenant, she pointed out that foreign ivorkers in her
country enjoyed full protection of their human rights in conformity with the
prevailing legal system and were virtually on a par with nationals of the
Federation in terms of employment law and social legislation.

360. Replying to questions under articles 7 and 14 of the Covenant, she stated
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that the Lav providing for cur-t ai.Lmerrt of contacts betrween an accused detained in
custody and his legal counsel was strictly an emergency measure t~~en in ~esponse

to a series of terrorist acts and could be imposed only to avert imminent danger
to life, limb or freedom of a person and when the suspicion that such danger
emanated from a terrorist association was based on hard evidence. Its application
was hedged with protective restrictions, including a stIict time-limit. Referrin~

to the question of a trial being conducted in the absence of the defendant, she
pointed out that under federal law a trial interrupted for more than ten days was
automatically cancelled and had to start again. However, since the accused could
interrupt and finally cancel trial proceedines by deliberately preventing his o,-TU
participation through a hunger strike, the law provided that the trial could take
place in his absence.

361. The representative pointed out that article 15, paz-asr.rph 1, of the Covenant
was applied on the understanding that laws abolishin~ penalties in respect of
certain acts could be retroactive. She did not thiru~ that the Covenant imposed
an obligation on States parties to apply paragraph 2 of that article. However,
the subject had been covered in her country by an extension of the period of
limitation.

362. Replying to questions under article 24 of the Covenant, she indicated that,
in the Federal Republic, children born out of wedlock enjoyed the same rights as
le~itimate children and were guaranteed equal opportunity for development under
the Basic Law,

363. With reference to questions under article 25 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that the competence to declare a political party
unconstitutioncl under the Basic Law lay exclusively with the Federal Constitutional
Court, in order to prevent a governing party from eliminating an opposition party
for political reasons. The Court considered such cases only upon application by
constitutional bodies and was required to ban only parties which constituted a
real danger for the constitutional order.

364. As regards the requirements to be met by civil servants under the Basic Laxr
and other Laws , she stated that applicants for posts in public service must
provide, inter alia, some security as to whether they recop,nized and were ready to
promote the Basic Law and human rights and to respect the will of the people as
expressed in free elections on the basis of majority suffrage. The reasons for
which a candidate might be refused access to a post were made known to him and he
vas given the possibility of removing any doubts which might have led to his
rejection and challenging the decision before the courts. The administration
could base its action only on evidence admissible in court, which it must fully
disclose to the applicant and the court. Membership in a political party which
advocated dictatorship or the use of force to overthrow the constitutional order
constituted ~n element in the assessment of a candidate's ~ersonality. Thus far,
the Constitutional Court had not been able to decide whether or not active
membership in the Communist Party was sufficient reason to doubt a person's
loyalty to the Constitution. She stressed that there were no grounds for
maintainin~ that the rights embodied in articles 19, 21 and 22 of the Convenant
were restricted.

365. The representative of the State party expressed her Government's readiness to
furnish additional information in ,,~iting on the issues which were not covered in
her statement.
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Yugoslavia

366. The Committee consi~ered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.23) submitted by
Yugoslavia at its 98th, 99th and 102nd meetinfS on 27 and 31 July 1978
(CCPR/C/SR.98, 99 and 102).

367. The report was introduced by the representative of the state party who gave
further information on certain questions dealt with in the re~ort.

nal

368. Referrin~ to the Constitution of Yugoslavia, he stated that the rights and
freedoms ~uaranteed therein might not be denied or restricted; and that they were
protected by a whole system of institutions, especially the judiciary. The
Constitution provided for the right to appeal to an organ of higher instance in
both the judiciary and the administration as well as for the right to initiate
proceedings for the assessment of constitutionality and legality before the
Constitutional Court. He described in detail the competence of other institutions
such as the social attorney of self-management and the self-management courts wh ich
were established to secure effective remedies against violations of human rights.
In addition, tl~ Office of the President of the Republic, the Assembly and the
Federal Executive Council had separate commissions and expert services which
considered such representations and complaints as might be submitted by individuals
or organizations claiming violations of their rights. In that connexion, he
pointed out that 1 in addition to the extraordinary legal remedies against a legally
valid judgement, the new Law on Criminal Procedure of 1977 had also introduced
the right of the accused, who had been duly sentenced to imprisonment, to submit
a request for extraordinary revision of a legally valid judgement and that such a
request was decided upon by the supreme courts of the RepUblics and Provinces,
and, if the judgereents of these courts were contested, by the Federal Court.

o

369. Commenting on a statement in the report to the effect that the provisions of
the Covenant had become a component of the Yugoslav legislation and were thereby
already guaranteed, members of the Committee asked trhetiher that meant that the
Covenant provisions had been incorporated into federal law and hence took
precedence over other Laws ; whether it follm·red that they could be invoked before
the public authorities by individuals who felt that their rights were being
violated and whetihe'r people did so in practice. Members also asked what measures
had been taken in Yue;oslavia to publish the Covenant in languages accessible to
the people. Further explanation was requested concerning the meaning of the
statement in the report regarding the "linking of the whole of the individual
rights and freedoms directly with the character of social relations, as well as
with the activities of man himself within these relations". It was noted that all
civil and political rights in Yugoslavia "should be considered as restricted only
by the equal freedoms and rights of others and by the interests of socialist
society", and the representative of Yugoslavia was asked how it vas possible to
reconcile the need for the realization and protection of those rights with the
interests of socialist society.
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370. Noting that self-management was the core of the Yugoslav socialist system
and prov:ded the context in which human rights were exercised, members of the
Committee requested more information about its operation. They asked whether the
Government considered that it had any responsibility under international law, and
in particular under the Covenant, for the actions and decisions of the self
management bodies and what the individual could do to ensure respect for the rights
provided for in the Covenant should they be violated by the judicial system of
self-management.

o
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371. Commenting on article 2 of the Covenant ~ members of the Committee asked
whether Yugoslav law provided guarantees against discrimination on the grounds of
political or other opinion.; whether available remedies included the equivalent of
habeas corpus; what were the cases~ mentioned in the report~ in which the right of
appeal may be ruled out by statnrte , "if protection of rights and the rule of law
wer-e ensured in some other way"; and 1.fhat were the ways in which the rule of law
was guaranteed. Specific information was requested as to the manner in which the
law on administrative litigation was applied in practice; as to the kinds of
administrative disputes in which administrative litigation might be ruled out by
statute; as to whether the decisions of administrative authorities were subject to
appeal and, if they were what specific matters were excluded from such right of
appeal. Hembers also asked whet.her- a conflict between national legislation and
the provisions of an international agreement ratified by Yugoslavia could be
brought before the Federal Constitutional Court, and how frequently that Court
ha.d ruled that a federal Im'T was unconstitutional.

372. It was noted that, under exceptional conditions, the rights of ~elf-managing

organizations and communities might be suspended. Members of the Committee asked
what those rights were and whether their suspension was in keeping with article 4,
paragraph 4 of the Covenant; and whether Yugoslav law allowed derogation from
the rights specified in paragraph 2 of that article.

373. Regarding article 6 of the Covenant, information was Jought on what had been
done to reduce inf~nt mortality, on violent cTimes~ on the kinds of offences for
which the death penalty was imposed, on the number of death penalties imposed in
the previous year, on any such penalty for poJit:i.caJ. offences and on whether
consideration had been given to the abolition of the death penalty.

374. Commenting on articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, members of the Committee
asked whether there were any procedural rules prohibiting the use of evidence
extracted by illegal methods; what action could be taken by a person alleging
ill-treatment by police or other authorities and how such a complaint was
investigated; what was the difference between deprivation of liberty and
restriction of liberty under Yugoslav law; whether solitary confinement was used
and, if it was, under what circumstances and for what periods; whether all
prisoners had access to correspondence, to visits by members of their family and
friends and to consultations with counsel; and whether Yugoslav law protected
individuals from being subjected to medical or scientific experiments.

375. With reference to article 9 of the Covenant, information was ~e~uested on
whether persons were imprisoned for political activities which did not involve
violence; on the existence of a special regime for political prisoners, the number
of political prisoners, and on whether they could be detained without trial; on
the power of administrative authorities to detain persons; and on whether
preventive detention was possible under Yugoslav law and, if it was , under what
circumstances. Noting that in accordance with the Constitution, a written order
and a statement of grounds must be promptly serv-ed on a detainee, members of the
Committee asked whether that provision applied equally to courts of law and to
the administrative bodies; how soon a trial had to be held after an indictment
had been filed against a person; whether appeal was possible against extended
detention after such indictment; and whether State authorities could be punished
for illegal deprivation of liberty under the Criminal La1v of Yugoslavia.

376. As regards article 12 of the Covenant, it was noted that Yugoslav law
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provided for issuance of exit visas to citizens wishinF, to sojourn abroad.
Information .vas requestecl on the number of cases in vhd ch such visas had been
r-ef'used ; on the "secur-Ltv interests" referred to in the report which li!"'ited that
right; and on whether exi~ visas were issued to citizens wishing to live in
another country.

377. In connexiQu with article 13 of the Covenant, the representative was asked
1,rhether aliens could be expelled from Yugoslaviu by an administrative order; whether
there \fere any rules re.q;ardine; the immediate execution of an order for expulsion or
""hethl'r an exou.l s ion could be stayed through appeals.

378. Commerrti n« on article 14 of the Covenant, attention vas dr-awn by some members
to statements in the report to the effect that the judiciary in YUGoslavia was
an inter;ral part of a uniform svst em of power and self-management of the \vorking
peopl.e , Thf' representative was asked hOIT the independence and impartiality of the
judiciary was guaranteed vithin that framevork; lrhether a judge was liable to be
d irsmi.s scd or disciplined if other agencies of the system felt he had adjudicated
in a manner detrimental to their interests; and how the impartiality of judges
was ensured in practice in relation to the right of the accused to be presumed
innocent until proved r,uilty. In that connexion, it vas observed that the system
of self-management had created a new category of courts which operated. in narallel
vrith ordinary courts and decided on the protection of the rights of citizens.
l'embers wi shed to ImQ10r whether a conflict of competence could arise between the
t1-ro cater;ories of courts; hov consistency was ensured in the functioning of the
different courts all over the country; "nlether the self-management courts tried
criminal cases, cases bet\feen an individual and the State or cases involving
political rights: and whether their procedures complied with article 14 of the
Covenant. Noting that the public could be barred from a trial for reasons of
"pub.I i c order" or the "special interests of the social commurri'ty'", some members
requested clarification of the meaning of those two expressions. A number of
other qUf'stions were asked concerninro the entitleIllEnt of a defendant to minimum
euarantees, provided for in article 14 of the Covenant, in the determination of
any criminal charge brought aGainst him.

379. In connexion \fith article 18 of the Covenant, one member referred to a
statement in the report that the indepen~ence of religious communities in
conducting their affairs must not be abused for political purposes, and asked how
a church could abuse its function, whether rpligious communities had the right to
print and disseminate religious materials and publications, and \fhether there were
strict guarantees that mpmbership in a reli~ious community \fas no ground for
discrimination.

380. Commenting on article 19 of the Covenant, the representative was asked hm,
the right to be informed Rnd the right to freedom of expression \fere reconciled;
loTh"t recourse was open to the citizen if he cons irler-ed that his right to freedom
of expression had been Lnf'r-Lnrted ; what means were used to guarantee fulfilment of
the constitutional provision requiring the press, radio and television to inform
the public truthfully and objectively; whether dissidents were tolerated when
enr.a~(i in non-violent criticism of the existin~ order; what restrictions were
placed on publications and opinions, especially on political matters; whether
foreie;n or domestic neuspapers and periodicals were subject to prior censorship,
and, if they were , how that was justified in terms of article 19, par-agr-aph 3 of
the Covenant.
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381. As regards freedom of assembly and association, further information was
requested on the implementation by Yugoslavia of articles 21 and 22 of the Covenant.
Members asked whether any form of administrative permission was required to organize
a public m~etinF,; whether it was possible for people to establish trade unions or
political parties other than the existine ones; whether the role of self-
management oreanizations was similar to that of political parties; and what action
could be t~cen by individuals and groups to ensure respect for their freedom of
assembly and of association.

382. In connexion with article 25 of the Covenant and the statement in the report
thA.t 1yorldng people exercised power, a number of questions were asked: \'1as that
a reference to legislative, judicial or executiv~ power? How was executive power
exercised in practice in view of t~e fact that the Yugoslav approach envisaged
the involvement of the people in the organization of social and economic life? How
did self-management socialism operate in relation to the Communist Party of
Yugoslavia? vfuat could be done by the citizen to ensure respect for his right of
active and passive suffraF,e if his idea of self-management differed from the
official view? Information was requested on the role and accountability of the
President; on which organs of the state the legislative powers rested; on the
attributes, competence and mode of operation of the various decision-making bodies;
and on the links between the self-managing organizations and communities and the
central and provincial Governments.

383. Commenting on article 27 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked
whether there were linguistic, ethnic or religious minorities in Yugoslavia other
than the nations or nationalities referred to in the Constitution and, if there
were, what rights they had with regard to the pUblication of newspapers and to
the establishment of schools and churches.

384. The representative of Yugoslavia commented on the observations and questions
summarized in the preceding paragraphs. He described in detail the basic
principles of the socialist system of self-management and the way it operated in
Yugoslavia through its "organizations of associated labour" and "self-manap;ement
communities of interests" and emphasized that socialist self-management was not
limited to production but had become dominant in social and cultural fields and to
an increasing extent was present in State organs. He stated that the effective
exercise of rights and responsibilities under the system required free expression
of opinions and that self-management provided better protection than any other
known social system from the arbitrary acts not only of the State but also of
monopolistic groups. He stressed that the system was not only compatible with the
Covenant but provided additional protection for the individual.

385. The representative explained the constitutiona~ structure and socio-political
organizations of Yugoslavia and indicated that int'=i'national agreements calling
for the amendment or enactment of statutes by the Republics or Provinces, or
entailing special obligations for them, could be concluded only in agreement with
the competent repUblican or provincial authorities. The Covenant, ratified by
the Federal Assembly, had been published in all the country's languages and had
legal effect as a federal statute, so that all its self-executing provisions
could be executed immediately. He confirmed that the constitutional courts had
the power to control and annul statutes passed by the Federal Assembly and the
assemblies of the Republics and Provinces. Replying to a question concerning
administrative disputes, he stated that litigation was excluded in cases where
court protection had been ensured outside the administrative dispute, or in matters
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decided~ on the grounds of constitutional authorization, by the Assembly or
Presidency of Yugoslavia or the assemblies or presidents of the Republics and
Provinces. Administrative litigation, he maintained, i.as always available where
constitutionally guaranteed rights and freedoms were concerned and where other
kinds of court protection had not been provided.

386. In connexion with a question raised under article 4 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that there was no reason to believe that the rights mentioned
in paragraph 2 of that article would be affected by the suspension of the
Constitution in a state of war.

387. Replying to questions under article 6 of the Covenant, he pointed out that
the child mortality rate had decreased remarkably; and that the death penalty
Has applied only in the case of the cruellest offences and those seriously
affecting human rights and the independence of the country, and that it was always
provided as an alternative punishment.

388. Inth reference to questions raised under article 9 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that the so-called political prisoners were persons
sentenced by the competent courts for committing offences under the criminal law,
such as inciting intolerance and hatred between the various nationalities. The
law provided only for pre-trial detention and preventive detention did not exist
in Yugoslavia. An order for detention could be issued by the authority responsible
for internal affairs only by way of exception and had to be submitted to the court
yrithin 48 hours; the court alone could decide whether or not the detention should
be prolonged. The detained persons had the right to freely-chosen legal
assistance, and the authorities had the duty to inform the accused before his
first hearing of his right to legal counsel and the right of his co~~sel to attend
the hearing. The duration of detention was kept to the minimum necessary and the
court was bound to endeavour to institute proceedings without undue delay.

389. Commenting on questions raised under articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that scientific and medical experiments on prisoners
were prohibited, as was solitary confinement save in exceptional circumstances
to prevent acts endangering the lives of other prisoners. Special statutes
regulated the resocialization of the prisoners and provided for the right of
contact yrith the family and the outside world, through a liberal policy of family
visits, vacation at home and early release.

390. Replying to questions under article 12 of the Covenant, the representative
indicated that every year millions of Yugoslav citizens spent their vacations
abroad; that some 600,000 were employed in foreign countries; that very few
applications for passports were rejected, and in such a case, the applicant had
the right to initiate administrative proceedings; and that there ·,rere no special
formalities for the issuance of passports to Yur.;oslav citizens.

391. In connexion with questions raised under article 14 of the Covenant, he
st.atc t that s e'Lf'-management, courts had no competence in criminal cases; that the
Constitution explicitly proclaimed the independence of the courts; and that the
judges and the citizens who took part in the administration of justice in the
regular courts were elected by tne assembly of the competent socio-political
community and enjoyed the corresponding immunity.

392. The representative indicated that the exclusion of the public from trials
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,ras an exception, practised in the case of trials for political offences involving
foreirn States or State secrets. The accused could be tried in absentia if he had
escaped or VRS not available, but persons so sentenced had the right to request a
retrial. The rirht of the prr-s i derrt of the court to re,ject vritnesses proposed by
the defendant was only an exceptional measure to prevent abuses and unnecessary
prolonr,ation of the proceedinrs. The rejection of witnesses whose evidence could
change the verdict and the sentence woul.d constitute a ground for a request for
repetition of the proceedin~s, annulment of the sentence and compensation, and
errt a.iLcd the moral r-esponsi.bf Li t.y of the judp;e and the material responsibility of
society. It was the duty of the State and of the republican and provincial
authorities to compensate nersons unjustly convicted or deprived of their liberty.

393. As regards article 18 of the Covenant, the representative gave detailed
information on the activities freely undertaken by the 35 religious communities
in Yugoslavia, which included publication of periodicals, formation of associations
and establishment of schools. In reply to the question as to how religion could
be abused for nolitical purposes, he referred to certain historical examples and
to the fact thRt some reli~ious circles and individual clergymen in Yugoslavia
had collaborated with the Nnzi occupation forces and misused their influence on
their followers for the benefit of the Nazis. He also stated that an individual's
religious affiliation diQ not affect his access to public service.

394. Replying to questions under article 19 of the Covenant, the representative
stated that the rie;ht to be informed was not a substitute for the freedom of the
press. Disagreement with the Government could be encountered in public meetings,
in the ~ress, in the v~ious organizations and associations and in the
Federal Assembly and no one was persecuted in his country simply for differing
\fith the Government. Organizations and privat.e persons had the rieht to
disseminRte ne\fS and print ne\fspapers. Foreien newspapers and pUblications were
freely available in all YUf,oslav cities; the dissemination of certain foreign
newspapers, however, could be prohibited under conditions established by statute.
There was no press censorship, but the public prosecutors could provisionally
prohibit dissemination pending the final decision of the court, if newspapers
carried articles which represented the commission of offences punishable by law.

395. In connexion with the freedoms provided for in articles 21 and 22 of the
Covenant, the representative stated that peaceful assembly was permitted provided
that 48 hours' prior notification was eiven, if the assembly was to be held in a
public place; and that associations could be formed on the initiative of
10 citizens, but had to be registered within 30 days of their formation. Assemblies
and associ~tions could be prohibited if their activities endaneered the
constitutional system of Yugoslavia, the unity or equality of its nations and
nationalities, its territorial inteerity and its international relations, or for
reasons of public order or morals.

396. Replying to questions under article 25 of the Covenant, the representative
gave a detailed explanation of the statement in the report that \forking people
exercised power in Yugoslavia. pointing to the popular basis of the whole
~olitical system, to the legislative powers of the assemblies at the communal,
provincial, republican and federal levels. and to the various self-management
bodies and orr,anizations in his country. He stated that the President of the
Re~ublic, elected by the Federal Assembly on the basis of a majority vote and
secret ballot, promUlgated federal statutes and occupied the highest executive
and military positions.
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397. In connexion with questions under article 27 of the Covenant, he pointed out
that the Cons~itution of some Republics and Provinces contained special provisions
to protect the cultural and language rights of ethnic groups such as Gipsies.

398. The representative assured the Committee that the questions raised woul.d be
considered by the competent authorities in his country and would be borne in mind
in the preparation of the next report.

Jordan

399. The COllimittee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.24) submitted by
Jordan at its 103rd meeting held on 1 August 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.I03).

400. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party who
apologized for the brevity of the report and the fact that it did not conform to
the guidelines established by the Committee. He stated that the competent
authorities in Jordan were currently preparing an addendum to the initial report
vhi.ch would meet fully the requirement of article 40 of the Covenant.

401. Noting that the report was incomplete in form as well as in substance,
members of' the Committee welcomed the intention of the Jordanian Government to
submit an addendum to it and wished to ask general questions which the Government
of Jordan might find helpful in drafting the supplementary report.

402. With reference to article 2 of the Covenant, it was noted that Jordanian
legislation prohibited discrimination on grounds that fell short of the requirements
of paragraph 1 of that article and of article 26 of the Covenant. Questions were
asked concerning the manner in which Jordan implemented the provisions of the
Covenant: whether there was any enactment rendering the Covenant as a whole
internally applicable; whether an over-all revie,v of Jordanian legislation was
conducted to determine if it contained inconsistencies or deficiencies with
respect to the Covenant; how contradictions between the articles of the Covenant
and the provisions of Jordanian legislation were resolved; to what extent the
provisions of customary law were in keeping with the articles of the Covenant;
whether the Covenant had been published in Arabic and made available to the public;
and whether a Jordanian citizen could invoke the Covenant in courts to defend his
rights. Information was requested on the judicial as well as on the legal system
of Jordan; on the current status of the Constitution; on whether there were any
special courts, such as military courts, to deal with the current situation; and
on whi.ch of the remedies laid down in article 2, paragraph 3 of the Covenant were
available to a person who believed that his or her rights had been violated.

403. Noting that traditions as well as religious difficulties in many countries
hindered the implementation of article 3 of the Covenant, regarding equality of
the sexes, some members of the Committee enquired about Jordan's position in that
connexion and requested more information on the emancipation process of women in
that country.

404. As regards article 4 of the Covenant, one member of the Committee wondered
whet.her the Jordanian Government derogated from any of the provisions of the
Covenant and whether it foresaw the possibility of returning to a full
constitutional position in the near future.

405. It was noted that the report made little or no mention of the rights guaranteed
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in article 7 of the Covenant, concerning torture and other inhuman treatment, and
in articles 9 and 10 concerning the t.reataaent and rights of detainees and
prisoners. Information was requested on regulations, measures and procedures
established to ensure respect for the provi.s ions of these articles and on the
remedies available in this regard to the persons concerned.

406. Notinr. that certain rights were subject to restrictions in Jordan, and
stressinr the importance of the rights and freedoms, especially those guaranteed
in articles 17, 18, 19, 21, and 22 of the Covenant, memhers of the Committee
wished to know what laws existed in Jordan which restricted fundamental freedoms
and what their justification mir.ht be. In that connexion, referenc~ was made to
a statement in the report that the right of publication was subject to "certain
other conditions" and further details ver'e r-eque sted regarding those conditions.
Itember-s asked to what extent the participation of the broad masses of the
j.opul.atLon was assured in the active and passive use of the mass media, what
restrictions had been placed in Jordan on freedom of opinion and information and
how much control was exercised over the mass media. Uith reference to a statement
in the report that Jordanians had the right to hold meetings and to form societies
and political parties provided that their objectives were laiVful, the
representative of Jordan was asked who made the judgement as to what was lawful
and what recourse was available in case those rights were denied because of the
said proviso. Be iVas also asked iVhether trade unions could play a political role
in Jordan.

407. Additional information .TaS requested on the implementation of articles 23,
24 and 25 of the Covenant.

408. The representative of the State party stated that his Government woul.d submit
an additional report dealine specifically with the matters raised by the Committee.
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409. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.22) submitted by
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics at its 108th, 109th and 112th meetings on
24 and 26 October 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.I08, 109 and 112).

410. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party who gave
further information on certain questions dealt with in the report.

411. Referring to the n~v Constitution of the USSR, which entered into force in
1977, he stated that it further developed the rights and freedoms of Soviet
citizens. Great attention was paid in the Soviet Union not 'only to juridical
elaboration of their rights and freedoms but also to social and economic
guarantees of these rights. He stressed that due to a high level of development
of Soviet legislation, the ratification by the Soyiet Union of the International
Covenants on Human Rights in 1973 and their entl'y' into force in 1976 did not
entail any essential changes of, or supplements to, Soviet legislation. The
representative pointed out that, in accordance with the law of 6 July 1978
concerning conclusion, implemen~ation and denunciation of international treaties,
provisions of international instruments were implemented in the USSR not directly
but on the basis of acts of internal legislation which reproduced relevant
provisions of these instruments. Accordingly, the implementation of the provisions
of the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights was secured by provision of acts of
internal legislation which contained norms analogous to those of the Covenant.
In connexion with the a~Jption of the new Constitution. important work was being
carried on to improve Soviet Legislation. The enactment of the Presidium of the
Supreme Soviet of the USSR of 12 December 1977 on this sUbject was a detailed plan
of legislation envisaging preparation of 20 new laws. A numbEr of laws
closely related to certain provisions of the Covenant such as the Law on the
Council of Ministers of the USSR and the Law on the elect:i.on of the Supreme Soviet
of the USSR were enacted in July 1978. The law concerning recourse to the court
in connexion with infringements of human rights by officials was being elaborated.
In conclusion, the Representative expressed the readiness of the Soviet
Government to co-operate fully with the Human Rights Committee.

412. Commenting on the report. members of the Committee noted that it ~a3

comprehensive and contained detailed information on the legislation aimed at
securing civil and political rights provided for in the Covenant. Information was
sought as to how that legislation was applied in every-day reality. Questions
were asked concerning the status of the Covenant in the Soviet legal system, the
possibility of invoking its provisior.s before State authorities and in
proceedings before the courts, the effect which State organs would give to it,
and the availability of remedies in cases where laws, practices or decisions by
courts or public authorities appeared inconsistent with the provisions of the
Covenant. Further information was requested on the transformation of the
provisions of the Covenant into domestic law. on their value per se and in
relation to the norms of inter~al law. Some members expTessed interest in whether
measures had been taken to publicize the Covenant in the official languages of the
USSR and to disseminate it widely among the population. One member asked for
further information on the role of the Communist Party in the political system of
the USSR, on its directives to State organs and on the implications of this role
&S regards human rights, particularly those contained in article 25 of the
Cove~ant. Questions were also ap~ed concerning distribution of responsibilities
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between the federal Government and the Governments of the Union Republics and
possible adverse effects of collectivism on individual rights.

413. Interest was shown in the People's Control Committees provided for under
article 92 of the Constitution of the USSR And their role in the protection of
human rights.

414. Regarding article 1 of the Covenant. information was sought on the c:dteria
for granting national groups the right to form a Union Republic, while other
groups lived in autonomous republics or regions; on the meaning of "sove.redgn
rights" of Union Republics, on the system of legislation of the USSR as a federal
State, and on the position of minorities and indigenous peoples. In connexion with
article 72 of the Constitution of the USSR concerning the right of each Union
Re~ublic to secede from the USSR, questions were asked concerning the way such
secession could take place in practice or be advocated.

415. With reference to article 2 of the Covenant, members of tre Committee requested
information concerning: the scope of "socialist legality" which according to
article 4 of the Constitution was the basis of functioning of the 'Soviet State and
o~ all its bodies; rules laic do~~ by law governing court and administrative
procedures for the protection of human rights; guarantees against di.scr-iminet i.on
on grounds of political opinion; and the role of the Procurator in pTotecting
human rights. They asked how human rights in the USSR were not only "r-espect.ed"
but also "ensured", if Comrades' Courts provided remedies for infringements of
human rights, if the militia was accountable under the Soviet system, and whether
the provisions of the Covenant could be invoked by the individual in dealing with
the administrative or judicial authorities. Further information was sought
concerning the nature of the decree of 12 April 1968 on procedure for the
consideration of citizens' proposals, statements and complaints and the role of
public and social organizations in the protection of rights under the Covenant.

416. Commenting on article 3 of the Covenant, members of the Committee commended
the vigorous efforts made by the Soviet Government to ensure equality between
sexes. Further information was sought on guarantees of equality between men and
women in Union and autonomous Republics, on the role of women in public affairs,
on the proportion of women in the Communist Party and on the rights of foreign
spouses of Soviet citizens.

417. Regarding article 6 of the Covenant, further information was sought on
whether the death penalty was really exceptional in the USSR. on the categories
of crimes for which it was imposed. on the number of cases where it had been
applied in recent years, on cases of mandatory death penalty and on the
possibility of abolishing it in the foreseeable future. A question was also asked
concerning measures taken to reduce infant mortality.

418. Cemmenting on articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, members of the Committee
requested information on measures guaranteeing the safety of treatment applied to
sick persons. Members asked ,rhether there were cases where healthy persons were
placed in mental institutions for political reasons; what precautions were taken
to ensure that that did not occur; how the prohibition of inhuman or degrading
treatment was ensureJ, especially in the case of persons deprived of their
liberty; and what remedies there were for a person in detention in a penal or
mental institution who wisheJ. to complain of ill-treatment. Some members rai.sed
questions concerning rules governing solitary confinement in the USSR, living
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conditions in prisons and corrective labour institutions, and the right of the
detained persons and prisoners to receive visitors and correspond with their
families.

L
Lth

419. In connexion with article 8 of the Covenant, one member of the Committee
a.sked why it was "impossible" that compulsory Labour could occur in a socialist
system, how the obligation to work tmder article 60 of the Constitution of the
USSR was to be understood, what was the present meaning and practice of the
provision against parasitism in article 209 of the Criminal Code of the Russian
Soviet Federative Socialist Republic (RSFSR), and finally if it was possible to
leave a collective farm without the agreement of the management committee.

424. Referring to article 17 of the Covenant, one member of the Committee asked
if Soviet security services were obliged to observe guarantees against
interference with privacy, family, home or correspondence.

423. In connexion with articles 15 and 16, some members of the Committee sought
information on cases of restriction of legal capacity of persons, categories of
people who did not enjoy legal or actual capacity and retroactivity of laws in
the USSR.
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420. With reference to article 9 of the Covenant, information was requested on
cases when preventive detention was applied, on the possibility of detention
without trial for political reasons, on the maximum length of detention pending
trial and before permission was granted to the detainee to contact his counsel,
and on the legal or judicial control of the use of psychiatric diagnosis for the
purpose of depriving a person of his liberty by detaining him in a mental
institution.

421. As regards article 12 of the Covenant, members of the Committee requested
information on the freedom of movement between the Union Republics, on conditions
for receiving permits to leave the Soviet Union, on the existence of restrictions
in that connexion and on their justification, on the number of cases in which
passports or exit visas had been refused and on existing remedies. It was further
observed that no sanctions such as dismissal from work were permissible against
persons who had applied for emigration visas. Members asked if Soviet citizens
could be deprived of their natLonafi t;.. while being abroad or of their right to
return. Information on relevant legal texts and on practice in that regard was
requested.

422. Commenting on article 14 of the Covenant, qu~stions were asked on the way
in which the independence and impartiality of tribunals was guaranteed, what
happened to judges if they were not re-elected, what influence that fact could
exert upon them, and what the conditions of work were for advocates and lawyers
in the USSR. Information was sought on the entitlement of a defendant to the
minimum guarantees provided for in article 14 of the Covenant, in particular, as
to how soon after the arrest he was allowed to consult a lawyer and if' there were
any restrictions in calling witnesses. Some questions focused on the conditions
for holding judicial proceedings in camera and for the presence of relatives,
friends and journalists at trials. Questions were also asked concerning the
organization of the judicial system in the USSR, the super·~sory functions of the
Supreme Court and its relations with High Courts of the Union Republics.

ld

stied

=d

1



425. Commenting on article 18 of the Covenant, some members of the Committee
observed that article 52 of the Constitution did not take into account the fact
that freedom of conscience also included freedom to teach a religion. Explanations
were requested on the justification and the scope of the decree of 23 June 1975.
Concern was also expressed by a few members on the realization of the right of
parents to ensure the religious education of their children in conformity with
their own convictions.

426. As regards article 19 of the Covenant, information was sought on the scope of
freedom of expression in the USSR. Questions were asked concerning freedom of
access of individuals to the press, radio and television, and to other mass media;
whether it was possible to publish newspapers or periodicals which were not
officially sponsored; whether there was censorship in the USSR; whether
propagating views contrary to the existing order, by peaceful means or sending
petititions to the United Nations, was punishable under the law. With :'~eference

to articles 47, 50 and 59 of the Constitution, containing sucb expressions as "In
accordance with the aims of building communism". "in accordance with the interests
of the people" and "standards of socialist conduct", members asked who determined
the scope of those restrictions, what happened in case of misinterpretation, ~nd

whether the restrictions which existed could really be said to be "necessary" in
terms of article 19 of the Covenant. One member asked to what extent "eocda.Li st,
realism" was applied to artistic and literary activity.

427. Referring to article 20 of the Covenant, the representative of the USSR was
asked if there were any cases of anti-Semitic propaganda.

428. In connexion with articles 21 and 22 of the Covenant, information was sought
on whether there were restrictions on the right of peaceful assembly, how they
were justified and if it was possible to organize alternative trade unions.

429. With reference to articles 23 and 24 of the Covenant, further informatiorr was
sought on Soviet family law and on the adequate protection of the interests of
children.

430. Commenting on article 25 of the Covenant, it was noted that every citizen
had the right not only to vote but also to be elected. Information was sought
concerning the process of nomination by public and social organizations.
Questions were also asked concerning the role of people in formulation of laws
and the nature of the system of people's control.

431. As far as articles 26 ar.d 27 of the Covenant were concerned, further
information was requested on w.ays and means for guaranteeing equality of all
persons before thE> law in the USSR. Questions were asked on the role of the
various forms of property ownership in ensuring equality of people and on
protection of the rights of minorities, in particular Germans and Jews who were
dispersed all over the country.

432. The representative of the USSR commented on the observations and _dtions
summarized in the preceding paragraphs. He stressed that all basic provisions of
the Covenant had been incorporated in the Constitution and thus had becoThe
constitutional rights. Citizens of the USSR could invoke the provisions of the
Covenant before State authorities and courts if they so wished. In the further
development process of the Soviet legislation, the provisions of the Covenant
would continue to be taken into consideration. As regards the interrelation
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between individual and collective rights of Soviet citizens, it was covered by the
constitutional clause according to which the law of life was the concern of all for
the good of everyone and the concern of everyone for the good of all.

433. In connexion ,.,ith article 1 of the Covenant, the representative said that the
right of nations to self-determination was reflected to the best in chapters 8, 9,
10 and 11 of the Constitution. He described the system of legislation of the USSR
and of the Union Republics, and emphasized that not only forma.l but also factual
equality of all nationalities and ethnic groups of the USSR had been achieved.
Although Union Republics did not wish to secede: from the SO'lriet Union, it was
their sovereign right to do so. This question was decided by the Supreme Soviet
of a given Union Republic and, in practic~, secession was possible because every
Republic had a common frontier with some foreign State.

434. Replying to questions under article 2 of the Covenant, the representative
pointed out that there could be no discrimination of citizens on grounds of
political opinion in the USSR. In accordance with article 49 of the Constitution,
persecution for criticism was prohibited. The Procurator's uffice, which
supervised the strict and uniform observance of la,.,s, was an important means of
safeguarding the rights of citizens. Civil rights were protected by ordinary and
arbitration courts, and in certain cases by comrades' courts, trade unions and
other social organizations. Administrative procedures also provided effective
protection. One of the tasks of the militia, which functioned on the basis of
~trict sociR.1ist legality, was to safeguard public order and the rights and
interests of citizens. The Decree of 12 April 1968 required that officials
receive citi~ens personally and consider their complaints. If a citizen did not
agree with the decision concerning his complaint, he could appeal to a superior
administrative body. In accordance with article 58 of the Constitution, actions
by officials that contravened the law or exceeded their powers, and infringed the
rights of citizens. could be appealed in a court. A bill to give effect to those
constitutional provisions was in the process of being elaborated.

435. With reference to questions raised under article 3 of the Covenant, the
representative stated that Soviet women take an active part in public affairs.
Women made active use of their constitutional right to participate in associations.
There were no prohibitions or restrictions as far as marrying foreigners was
concerned. In some Union Republics, where women had been particularly repressed
in the past, the legislation provided for responsibility of those who obstructed
emancipation of women.

436. Commenting on questions raised under article 6 of the Covenant, the
representative stressed that the death penalty in the Soviet penal legislation
was an exceptional measure for such grave crimes as terrorism, banditry,
premeditated murder and group rape, which was seldom applied, pending its full
abolition in future. It was not mandatory and could be replaced by deprivation of
liberty. He described the system of measures aimed at protecting the health of
mc~her and child, such as providing maternity leave, free medical assistance,
sanatoria and rest-homes free of charge for mothers and babdes , and pointed out that
the average expectation of life in the USSR exceeded 70 years.

437. With regard to questions under articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, the
representative said that Soviet legislation did not admit torture or cruel,
inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. It provided for compulsory treatment
of persons having diseases dangerous to those who surrounded them. The Ministry
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of Health, however, was responsible for the quality of medical assistance and
local Soviets of People's Deputies controlled the implementation of the le~islation

aimed at protecting the health of the population. The Procurator's Office could
also check the legality of detention in a mental institution. There were no
instances of healthy persons placed in mental institutions. Persons deprived of
liberty lived in normal sanitary conditions, had sufficient nutrition and worked
not more than eight hours a day. Solitary confinement was not envisaged by the
penal law of the USSR. It could only be applied as a maximum punishment for
violation of rules When serving a sentence.

438. Replying to questions concerning the possibility of leaving a collective
farm, he said that that matter had nothing to do with compulsory labour mentioned
in article 8 of the Covenant. Membership in collective farms was voluntary and the
Soviet legislation envisaged no measures of coercion in respect of citizens who
wished to leave them.

439. In c0nnexion with questions under article 9 of the Covenant, ~he

representative stated that under the Decree of the Presidium of the Supreme Soviet
of the USSR of 13 July 1976, a person who was suspected of having committed a
crime could be detained for a short period of time. He had to be liberated if
the suspicion was not confirmed or if the prescribed period of time had elapsed.
Under the Decree of 11 July 1969, as a preventive measure, a person could be
arrested for a period which, even when prolonged by the Prccuratc~, could not
exceed nine months. But that period did not include the time when his case was in
court if it was decided to reinvestigate the case. The Decrees adopted in 1977
were aimed at restricting the application of deprivation of liberty in cases
where correction was possible without ~tention.

440. With regard to article 12 of the Covenant, he stated that the emphasis by
some members on cases of persons who wished to leave the USSR was not justified.
All those wishing to leave the Soviet Union had left, with a few exceptions which
were justified for the protection of State security, public order, property and
family rights. There were no restrictions in respect of persons intending to
leave the USSR. In fact, many people wanted to enter the USSR but encountered
obstacles in the countries in which they lived.

441. In connexion with questions raised under article 14 of the Covenant, the
representative said that judges in all the courts of the USSR were elected, were
accountable before the population, and were independent and subject only to the
law (article 155 of the Constitution). Comrades' courts did not belong to the
Soviet judicial system and were controlled by trade unions and executive
cowmittees of local Soviets. Hearings in all the courts "ere publi c with a few
exceptions determined by article 12 of the Fundamental Principles of Criminal
Proceo"'J.re of the USSR. The representative of the State Party described the
functions of Soviet colleges of barristers and the role of the Supreme Court of
the USSR; the latter could abrogate a decision or sentence and transmit the case
for re-examination and issued enactments summarizing jUdicial practice.

442. As to the retroactivity of laws in the USSR, the representative stated that
only laws favourable to the accused were retroactive, not those providing for a
new punishment or increasing a punishment.

443. Replying to questions under article 16 of the Covenant, he said that according
to the civil codes of Union RepUblics a citizen having a mental illness did not
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have actual capacity. Actual capacity of those who abused alcohol or narcotic
drugs and e~dangered the material well-being of their families could be restricted.

444. With regard to article 18 of the Covenant, the representative pointed out
that although the number of believers might not be great in the USSR, they could
conduct religious worship in 20,000 churches. There were religious periodicals
and educational institutions in the Soviet Union and there were no restrictions
whatsoever as far as freedom of conscience was concerned.

445. Commenting on questions under article 19 of the Covenant, he stated that a
citizen of the USSR could express any opinion in newspapers and journals, the
number of which exceeded 10,000. The law of life in the Soviet Union was the
unity of society, State, people and in.dividuals, and there was no contradiction
to the Covenant in the fact that laws were issued by the will of the people,
reflected their interests, served 'their purposes and contributed to the
developm.ent of the people's Soviet State. Article 46 of the Constitution stated
that citizens of the USSR had the right to enjoy cultural benefits, and cultural
exchanges with other countries showed that there was freedom in the field of
cultural and artistic activities.

446. In connexion ~ith the question concerning anti-Semitic propaganda, the
representative stated that it was never practised in the USSR, which had saved the
Jewish people from destruction by German fascism.

447. With regard to article 22 of the Covenant, he pointed out that there was no
social basis for a multi-party system in the USSR. The Communist Party of the
USSR, which was the leading and guiding force of Soviet society, did not issue any
laws; it determined the general perspectives of the development of society and
functioned within the framework of the Soviet Constitution. There was no need
for the Soviet people to create "free alternative trade unions" because all
Soviet trade unions were free •

448. Replying to questions under a.rticle 25 of the Covenant, the representative
described the procedure of nomination of candidates for election as people's
deputies in the Soviets. Candidates were nominated at general meetings of public
and social organizations after appropriate discussions. Electoral commissions
included their names in bulletins. Every elector could strike out any candidate
and insert one of his own choice in the course of the secret ballot. Concerning
the system of people's control, he said that people's control committees elected
all over the country and headed by the Committee of People's Control of the USSR,
were created by the Supreme Soviet. These committees controlled the observance
of law's by officials during consideration of complaints and combated formalism and
bureaucracy.

449. As regards questions raised under articles 26 and 27 of the Covenant, he
stressed the fact that in accordance with article 36 of the Constitution citizens
of different races and nationalities had. equal rights. In every union or
autonomous repub.ld c or region, national languages were studied in schools,
newspapers and books were published in local languages and there were also
national theatres. Any advocacy of racial or national exclusiveness, hostility or
contempt was punishable by law. The legal and actual position of Jews and
Germans in the USSR was equal to that of other nationalities living in the Soviet
Union.



450. The representative expressed the willingness of his Government to continue
its co-operation with the Committee on questions relating to the implementation of
the Covenant in his country.

Mauritius

451. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.21) submitted by
Mauritius at its 110th and 111th meetings on 25 and 26 October 1978
(CCPR/C/SR.IIO and 111).

452. The representative of that country reminded the Committee that the report had
been introduced at a previous session. He said that he had nothing to add to that
statement but was at the disposal of the Committee to answer any questions its
members might wish to put to him. _

453. In the report, it had been stated that Mauritius did not find it necessary to
give the force of law specifically to the International Covenant on Civil and
Political Rights as the substance of the Covenant WB.S already contained either in
the Constitution or in a number of specific enactments, but possible differences
and inconsistencies having been noted, some members raised the following
questions: (a) Was the text of the Mauritian Constitution influenced by the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights or by the Universal
Declaration on Human Rights or not? (b) In the legislative process, were the
provisions of the Covenant applied as laid down in the Covenant or were they
adapted to take account of, for example, the country's previous legislation and
its practices and customs? (c) Did some of the principles laid down in the
Covenant have constitutional force whereas others did not and what practical
difficulties were caused by that difference in legal force? (d) Could the
provisions of the Covenant be Llvoked before the courts in order to settle
possible inconsistencies between the Covenant and domestic laws and what procedure
was followed in such cases? (e) Were there administrative remedies against
possible violations of the rights and guarantees established in the Covenant?

454. Further information was also requested concerning the nullity of
unconstitutional laws, to which reference is made in the report. Did a mere
declaration of unconstitutionality by a court have the effect of nullifying a law
for all future legal purposes or was a declaration required for each specific case,
and which judicial organs could decree nullity?

455. Further information was requested concerning the suspension of fundamental
rights in exceptional circumstances. Members asked which rights and guarantees
were suspended by article 18 of the Constitution of Mauritius and whether that
article was consistent with article 4 of the Covenant.

456. With reference to economic, social. health, educational and other measures
aimed at creating a material context that would permit actual enjoyment of the
human rights proclaimed in the Covenant, the question of whether the property

. system prevailing in Mauritius guaranteed such enjoyment was raised. In connexion
with the right to life, questions were asked concerning the measures adopted to
reduce infant mortality and the results which had been obtained.

457. In relation to article 2, paragraphs 1 and 2, some members of the Committee
asked whether, in view of the fact that the report referred to non-discrimination
in the matter of certain rights only. there were specific legal rules prohibiting
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discrimination in general and in the matter of rights other than those mentioned
in the repo~t, and what steps were taken to ensure practical observance of the
principle. The representative of Mauritius was asked whether, since the country
was made up of a multinational community, there were peaceful means of settling
problems that arose in cases of unlawful discrimination on grounds of race, such
as bodies or organizations established for that purpose .

458. Members asked questions relating, first, to the extent to which section 16 of
the Constitution of Mauritius gave effect to the provisions of article 2,
paragraph 1, and articles 3 and 26 of the Covenant, which were designed to ensure
equality and non-discrimination, and, secondly, to the extent to which that
section was consistent with the provisions of the Covenant in so far as it allovred
restrictions on fundamental rights in normal times.

459. One member examined constitutional provisions under which certain persons 
for example, members of the armed forces and the poli ce - were deprived of
protection with respect to certain fundamental human rights. He then asked what
remedies against arbitrary measures were available to those persons and what
measures of protection were available to members of enemy forces, who appeared to
be excluded from any constitutional protection.

460. With regard to article 2, paragraph 3 (a), information vas requested
concerning the remedy provided for in article 17 of the Constitution in the event
of violation of any of the fundamental rights and freedoms guaranteed by
articles 3 to 16 of the Constitution. It was stated that the provisions dealing
wi.th that remedy "ere difficult to understand and that the Chief Justice was
vested with unusual powers to make rules regarding the remedy and to lay down
time limits within which it must be exercised. Further information was therefore
requested on the application of the remedy, how the rules had been interpreted
in case law and how often the remedy was used in daily legal practice.

461. Several members of the Committee asked questions concerning the organization
and operation of the judicial system and requested general information on that
subject. In particular, further information was requested concerning the manner of
appointment of judges, magistrates and other court officials, by whom they were
appointed, by what means their impartiality and their independence of the executive
power was guaranteed in practice, whether judges enjoyed security of tenure and
who could order their dismissal. Other questions related to the social composition
of the bench, the requirements to be met in order to be appointed a judge and
whether women could be judges. The representative of Mauritius ..as also asked
..hether there ..ere special courts to deal ..ith labour questions and, if so, how
they were structured and fitted into the legal system.

462. One member asked what criteria governed questions connected with the
registration of trade unions and whether the need to register workers' associations
was merely formal or involved a limitation of the right to freedom of association.

463. A number of questions were also asked, in connexion with article 2,
paragraph 3 (c), concerning redress by way of damages for violation of a person's
rights, including: Did the redress cover both indirect damages and loss of
earnings? Did all citizen~ enjoy the same rights and were they on an equal
footing before the la.. in claiming their rights, even when the defendant was the
State or the authorities of the country? Could the right be enforced, in the
event of improper detention, for example, against the police authorities?
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464. With regard to article 3, various questions were raised concerning the status
of women and their legal equality with men, particularly with respect to the
matrimonial regime provided for in the Civil Code under which the wife laCked full
capacity and was dependent on her husband.

465. Some members asked why there were two matrimonial regimes, whether the
coexistence of the regimes was temporary and which regime was preferred. They
also asked whether women who had married before 1949 - or who had opted for the
regime provided for in the Civil Code - could avail themselves of the regime
established in the 1949 Ordinance without resorting to divorce. Several members
requested information concerning the general legal status of women and the
consuetudinary factors that caused them to choose one regime rather than another.

466. Doubts were also expressed concerning the system established in the
Constitution for determining the nationality of children, which is derived, in
accordance with .ius sanguinis, from the father.

467. Various questions concerning the right to life (article 6) were asked in
connexion with article 4, paragraph 2, of the Covenant. It was emphasized, in
connexion with constitutional provisions establishing the cases in which a person
may legally be deprived of his life, that such cases must be fully justified and
be commensurate with the risk or injury the deprivation of life sought to prevent.
Some members asked what practical steps were taken to apply the latter principle,
whether citizens were entitled to carry arms and in what circumstances they may
use them.

468. The report indicated that the death penalty was in force in Mauritius, and
although the Covenant was not mandatory in that respect, some members asked
whether the Government had planned to aboliSh that penalty or had taken steps
towards that end. The question of the definition of ''high treason", one of the
crimes carrying the death penalty, was also raised; was it confined to attacks on
territorial integrity or did it also apply to espionage and other crimes committed
in the country?

469. With regard to article 7, several members of the Committee expressed concern
at the report's reference to corporal punishment, which seemed to be inflicted for
breaches of prison discipline. One member asked whether it could be abolished.
Explanations were requested concerning the forms of corporal punishment and the
frequency of their administration.

470. Other members referred to the prohibition of the use of force against any
individual, including medical or scientific intervention. They asked whether
there were any laws governing medical or scientific experimentation and whether it
was established that no one could be subjected to such experiments without his
consent.

471. In connexion with article 7, some questions were asked concerning the
'complaints Which, according to the report, could be filed against the police.
More information was requested on how those complaints were handled.

472. On the subject of article 8 of the Covenant, the report stated that section 6
of the Mauritian Constitution established exceptions to the right not to be
required to perform forced labour. The question was asked, were those exceptions
in keeping with article 8 of the Covenant?

-'18-
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473. A number of ques t.Lons were asked in connexion with the par-f ut' i,;htl report
dealing with the right to personal liberty (article 9).

474. One point raised was whether a detained or arrested person was informed of
the reasons for his detention at the time of arrest or later, as there appeared
to be a discrepancy with the Covenant, which stated that such information was to
be given at the time of arrest, whereas under Mauritian law, it was to be given
"as soon as is reasonably practicable".

475. Some members referred to the time within which a detained person must be
br-ought; to trial. The Government reported that he must be taken "as soon as
possible before the court 11 and thb.t he should be released if he was not tried
l1wi t hi n a reasonable timeT;. Several members inquired whether case law had
established what constituted 'treasonable time il and whether there were any rules
prohibiting extension of that period.

476. Section 5 (1) of the Mauritian Constitution contained a long list of cases in
which a person may be deprived of his liberty. One member of the Committee asked
whether all those restrictions on the right to liberty were necessary, whether
such enumeration meant that a watch was kept on arbitrary deprivation of liberty
or whether, on the contrary, so many exceptions might not imply a limitation of
the right not to be arbitrarily arrested.

477. Another member of the Committee referred to tbe cases of preventive detention
provided for in section 5 (1) (k) of the Constitution, which established special
rules for the case of a person arrested on suspicion of possibly engaging in
activities threatening public 0rder and safety. The representative was asked
whether the fact that the Commissioner of Police, by whose order such arrests were
carried out, was not subject to control by other authorities did not prove
damaging to the detained person; was it possible to apply for a writ of habeas
corpus in order to prevent detention in such a case and, if so, did the judge
hearing the application have to confine himself to the formal aspects of the case,
or could he also deal with the substantive aspects as well?

478. Some members of the Committee wished to know whether there had been any
actual cases of persons being awarded compensation for unlawful arrest, whether 
in addition to compe~sation for damages - provision was made for penalties to be
imposed on the authorities responsible for such arrests, and how the matter was
handled if the arrested person had contributed to his arrest by his own conduct.

479. In connexion with article 11, several members assumed, from the wording of
the report, that anyone possessing property who refused to pay a debt was liable,
in Mauritius, to imprisonment. That would be incompatible with the provisions of
article 11 of the Covenant. More information was requested on the subject,
including the grounds for the inclusion of that provision in section 21 of the
Mauritius Civil Procedure Ordinance, how often it I'TaS applied, the length of the
sen~ence, and what possibilities a detainee had of regaining his freedom in order
to assemble the necessary funds to pay his debt.
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480. With regard to article 12, several members of the Committee wished to know
what were the restrictions, laid down in section 15 (3) of the Constitution, on
the right to freedom of movement and freedom to choose one's place of residence.
Information was also sought concerning the procedures governing the right to leave
the country.
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481. In connexion with the part of the report relating to article 14, paragraph 1,
members of the Committee said they would like to know what were the cases laid
down in section 10 (10) of the Constitution that constituted an exception ~o the
rule i- section 10 (9) providing that all criminal and civil proceedings were to
be conducted in public. They needed the information in order to determine whether
the exceptions coincided with those provided for in article 14 of the Covenant.
The representative of Mauritius was also asked under what conditions newspaper
reporters were accredited to the courts.

482. Referring to article 14, paragraph 2, one member expressed an interest in
knowing the Mauritian Government's view on the scope and consequences of the
principle of the presumption of innocence as laid down in the Covenant. He also
asked whether that principle applied outside the courts, for example, in the
administrative sphere.

483. The right to legal assistance proclaimed in article 14, paragraph 3. gave rise
to a number of questions. Did everyone have equal access to justice, and was the
language used in the courts everyday language or intelligible only'to lawyers?
Were persons obliged to hire a la,~er to defend them? Was the choice of defence
counsel entirely free, or was it subject to restrictions? Did an accused person,
having complied with the procedure laid down for deternining whether a person was
entitled to free legal aid and having been denied that aid, remain, perhaps
unjustly, without defence?

484. In connexion with article 14, paragraph 6, one member of the Committee asked
Whether, in view of the absence of legal provision for compensation of persons
unjustly sentenced, any measures were contemplated for improving that situation.

485. Several members pointed out tha+" in examining article 16, the report dealt
with a matter different from the one envisaged in the Covenant. They therefore
requested some clarification.

486. Some members observed that the concept of privacy referred to in article 17
of the Covenant differed from country to country, and expressed an interest in
knowing how that concept was defined in Mauritius: was it taken to apply to
the small family unit only, or did it encompass a wider family community, including
other persons associated with it? That was important, for example, in determining
who was affected by the migration of given persons. They also requested more
information concerning the exceptions to the principle of non-interference in a
person's private life.

487 . With reference to articles 18 and 19, various questions were asked about
religious freedom and political opinions; in particular, members of the Committee
wished to know whether registers and records were kept of the names of persons
belonging to political organizations or parties, whether the police kept secret
records of that type, whether the status of State informa7ion services was
legally regulated, and whether those services were supervised by parliamentary
commissions or committees.

488. On the subject of freedom of information, members wished to know in what
languages radio and television programmes were broadcast, and, in particular,
whether Creole, Which was a language understood by one and all, was widely used.
They also asked for information concerning the restrictions on freedom of
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expression referred to in the report, poi.nting out that, although the cases
mentioned seemed reasonable, not all had been expressly indicated in the report,
and it would be useful to know all those provided for by the law. Information
was likewise requested on the scope of the restrictions, and whether they were
applied by means of pre-censorship or post-censorship. Furthermore, was the
Mauritius Broadcasting Corporation a public, autonomous or ministerial body, and
how was its impartiality ensured?

489. With reference to article 20~ information was requested on the existence of
rules prohibiting war propaganda. It was also pointed out that the reply in the
report 0n that point did not coincide with the requirements of article 20 of the
Covenant.

490. In connexion with articles 21 and 22, some lliembers requested information on
the economic, social and legal role of the trade unions, their role in production,
and the machinery for collective bargaining and the settlement of labour disputes.

491. In view of the reference in the report to restrictions on freedom of assembly
and association, several members of the Committee asked what those restrictions
were, particularly with regard to freedom to form trade unions, and they also
wished to know the scope of articles 16 and 17 of the Public Order Act of 1970
prohibiting unlawful assemblies and riots. Some members sought clarification as
to Whether meetings were prohibited on grounds of violence, or simply on account
of the large numbers involved; they asked what penalties were applicable in the
event of disturbances and what procedures were followed in deciding on their
ap;::: cation.

492. With reference to the principles enunciated in article 23, some members
voiced doubts as to the existence, in Mauritius, of any real equality between
husband and wife in marriage, judging from the relevant part of the report. In
that connexion, they asked whether the wife, like the husband in similar
circumstances, was entitled to claim damages from someone who had committed
adultery with her husband. The question was also asked, were the grounds for
granting divorce the same for husband and wife?

493. Another member wished to know whether there were other forms of absence of
consent Which could give rise to the dissolution of a marriage in addition to
those mentioned in the report.

"494. Referring to the part of the report dealing with article 24, one member of
the Committee requested information on the position of the children of parents
who were not legally married, and their rights vis-a.-vis both parents.

495. With reference to the participation of citizens in the conduct of public
affairs (article 25), a member of the Committee asked for further information on
how mp.mbers of Parliament were elected and on the obligations of members of
Parliament towards their electors •

496. In connexion with the rights enunciated in articl\~ 27, one member of the
Committee :'.'equested information concerning the ethnic composition of the population
of Mauritius.

497. The representative of Mauritius answered some of the questions summarized in
the preceding paragraphs.
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498. He stated that Mauritius had not so far found it necessary too amend its
legislation in order to fulfil its obligations under the Covenant. In views
however, of the points raised by members of the Committee regarding certain
i.nstances where the legislation did not appear to implement ful_ly tihe principles
of the Covenant, he would invite hi,s Government to consider tihcse ~loints and, if
necessary, enact new legislation which wOlud better fulfil the obligations
assumed under that international instrument.

499. Replying to the questions regarding the historical reasons for the fact that
the Mauritian Constitution contained various provisions which appeared in
international instrtuilents, he explained that, before its independence, Mauritius
had been a British colony and the United Kingdom had approved the Universal
Declaration of Human Rights and was also a party to the European Convention for
the Protection of Human Rights. When independence was being negotiated, the
political leaders of Mauritius, being aware of the human rights established in
those international instruments, had all agreed that the rights and guarantees set
forth in those texts should be embodied in the Constitution. That would ensure
that any legislation passed ill the future respected those principles, sfncc
Parliamentary enactments could not amend the provisions of the Constitution and
must therefore be consistent with them.

500. Referring to the subject of discrimination, he explained that sectdon 16 (1)
of the Constitution contained a general clause prohibiting discrimination and
indic~Ging certain exceptions. Those exceptions were set out in section 16 (4)
(i,hich referred to t h, acquisition of property in Mauritius, and to persons who
were not citizens of Mauritius and those to whom specific personal laws applied
with regard to marriage, divorce, b~ial, the restitution of property and other
similar matters) and in section 16 (5) (Which concerned levels of qualifications
and had nothing to do with race, religion, caste, place of origin, political
opinions, creed or colour). Section 9 (2) established other restrictions of that
principle, in connexion with matt~rs of defence, morality, pUblic order and
safety, health, urban planning and other social questions.

501. He further stated, in reply to questions on the organization of the
Judiciary, that the Supreme Court was the guardian of the Constitution. There
were District Courts and Intermediate Courts which heard both civil and criminal
matters, depending on the size of the claim and the importance or sericusness of
the case.

502, At the top of the pyramid was the Supreme Court which had original
jurisdiction in any matter and could also sit as an appellate court. As such, it
was composed of two judges who heard appeals on cases from the District Courts and
the Intermediate Courts. The decisions of the Supreme Court could be appealed in
the Court of Civil Appeal or the Court of Criminal Appeal, as appropriate, those
tw. Courts being composed of the full Bench of Judges of the Supreme Court, less
the judge whose decision was being appealed. In theory, any member of the bar who
had at least seven years' experience might be appointed a judge; in practice,
however, judg~s were appo i.ntied from the ranks of the senior magistracy, whose
members usually had between 20 and 25 years' experience in the field of law.

503. As the system of separation of powers was applied in Mauritius, magistrates
and judges were appointed by an independent Commission presided over by the
Chief Justice, who was the head of the JUdiciary and was appointed by the
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Governor-General, after consultation with the Prime Minister. The Chief
Justice was invariably chosen from the ranks of the senior judges, and the
Governor-General was bound only to consult the Prime Minister before making the
appointment, but was not bound to accept his views. Judges enjoyed security of
tenure and could be removed from their posts only for physical or mental
inability to perform the functions of their office or for misbehaviour, matters
\rhich\rere decided ill accordance with the procedures laid down in section 78 (3)
and (4) of the Constitution. That section provided for the establishment of a
tribunal composed of three practising or retired judges to investigate the case.
The tribunal then transmitted its findings to the Governor-General who took the
final decision. He also drew attention to the fact that the salaries of judges
were charged to the Consolidated Fund and were not subject to a parliamentary vote.

504. Replying to the question concerning the population of Mauritius, he said that
the island had no indigenous population. Its population was made up of the
descendants of those who came to the island during its occupation by France (in
the eighteenth century) and the United Kingdom (in the nineteenth), as well as
the agricultural workers from Africa, Madagascar, India and China whose
settlement had been encouraged by those occupying the island, because they wanted
agricultural labour. The people of Mauritius therefore came from Europe, Asia
and Africa and, despite different origins and religions, were trying to live
together harmoniously fully respecting the freedom of all the religions
professed. French was the language used in the majority of the social
communication media, but the radio and television services were now broadcasting
widely in Creole (the vernacular), although possibly not as much as some people
would like.

505. Referring to the question on infant mortality, he said that that was a
problem of the past. He did not have the relevant figures with him, but there was
a continuous improvement in the medical services and free medical treatment for
all citizens, free post-natal care for babies and mothers, paid maternity leave,
free distribution of milk to children, compulsory vaccination, etc. The stage
had now been reached whe~e the baby boom was much more of a problem than infant
mortality.

506. In reply to the question whether a citizen could obtain damages from the
administration in the case of a violation of human rights, he replied that that was
indeed possible. He explained that there was no administrative jurisdiction
(juridictien administrative) and that such claims had to be submitted to a court
of law. The amount of damages payable was proportionate to the damage caused, and
that covered actual damages, loss of profits and even moral damages.

507. The C, ant could not be invoked as a positive right before a court of law;
a claimant. to base his action on the constitutional provisions providing the
same guarancee and the courts might well be guided in their decision by the
princi~le8 of the Covenant.

508. There were no special procedures to prevent or combat discrimination, such as
the United Kingdom's Race Relations ~oard. Racial discrimination was a violation
of the Constitution of Mauritius and cases involving such violations were dealt
with by the Supreme Court, the highest tribunal of the land.

509. Some members having expreased the view that the guarantees offered by
section 3 of the Constitution did not appear to cover all the rights enumerated in
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articles 22, 23, 24 and 25 of the Covenant, he referred to that subject, first
reading out section 3 of the Constitution. He pointed out that, while it was true
that section 3 did not cover all the rights enumerated in articles 22, 2~, 24
and 25 of the Covenant, section 13 of the Constitution established all the rights
enunciated in the Covenant concerning freedom of association; the Civil Code and
the Civil Status Ordinance guaranteed the rights enunciated in article 23 of the
Covenant and, in conjunction with the Mauritius Citizenship Act. also provided
that any child born in Mauritius was a Mauritian national. Implementation of the
provisions of article 25 of the Covenant was guaranteed under various other laws,
namely the Representation of the People Ordinance, the Local Government
Ordinance and the Public Service Regulations made under the authority of the
Constitution. Freedom of movement was expressly provided for in section 15 ~~

the Constitution.

510. In reply to another inquiry concel~ing the power given to the Chief Justice to
make certain rules (section 17 of the Constitution), he explained that the rules in
question related only to questions of form and procedure and that they must be
approved by the whole body of judges of the Supreme Court.

511. Referring to questions concerning the status of women, he drew attention to
the fact that there were two marriage regimes and that women could opt for the
1949 regime, which allowed all women married before 1949 to opt, by simple
declaration within a period of one year of its promulgation, for the new regime.
Most women, however. had adhered to the old regime and the majority of young
couples chose the old system. That was because the community-of-property regime
did offer certain advantages in a society where the husband was still the
bread-winner, and his earnings became part of the communal property. The
existence of inequality nevertheless seemed intolerable and for that reason a
Commission was currently considering various amendments to the Civil Code designed
to improve the situation of women in marriage. The law permitting the husband
to claim damages from anyone who had committed adultery with his wife had been
repealed six months previously and the Civil Code now provided that both spouses
could claim equally against any third person guilty of causing divorce.

512. A number of members of the Committee having drawn attention to article 4 of
the Covenant Which provided for the suspension, in exceptional circumstances, of
certain, but not all, of its rights and guarantees, the representative of
Mauritius referred to section 18 of the Constitution which provided for suspension
only of the guarantees provi.ded in sections 5 and 16 for the duration of the
emergency, and to section 18 (e), which laid down strict provisions for rules
concerning the declaration of an emergency.

513. In reply to the questions which had been asked about capital punishment, he
stated that the last execution in Mauritius had taken place in 1958. Since then,
although death sentences had been passed, they had not been carried out.

515. He said that he could readily understand the attitude of members of the
Committee towards the existing legislation concerning corporal punishment in

514. He stated further that there were no legal rules concerning the conduct of
medical experiments without the permission of the persons on whom they were to be
carried out. That did not seem to be a problem. however, in developing countries.
If such a situation were to arise. the courts would apply the maxim "volenti non
.fit injuria".
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516. He admitted the pertinence of the objection voiced by members of the
Committee regarding complaints against members of the police, which were
investigated by the police force itself, but he pointed out that all steps were
taken to guarantee the independence of the persons handling the investigation.
First, the investigation had to be carried out by a senior police officer, usually
not below the rank of superintendent, or the officer in charge of the district. The
Commissioner of Police, the head of the police force, took part and he had to refer
the whole inquiry to the Director of Public Prosecutions who could decide that
further inquiries were needed if he was not satisfied. The Commissioner would
also decide whether there was cause for public prosecution or not. If he decided
against such action, the victim could institute a private action.

517. Replying to questions asked by various members of the Committee concerning the
information given to a person about the reasons for his arrest at the time when the
arrest took place (article 9 of the Covenant), the representative of Mauritius read
out paragraph 2 of that article and section 10 (2) of the Constitution, pointing
out that the Covenant referred to the arrest, whereas the Constitution referred to
the charges of which the arrested person should be informed as soon as
reasonably practicable. In his view there was no contradiction between the two
provisions. In any case, the Intermediate and District Courts (Criminal
Jurisdiction) Ordinance stipulated that any person arrested must be immediately
informed of the reasons for his arrest. The person arrested or detained must be
brought before a magistrate within approximately five days, according to the
practice of the courts. One member had drawn attention to the exceptional powers
of the Commissioner of Police under section 5 (1) (k) of the Constitl1tion which
provided that a person could be arrested upon reasonable suspicion of his having
engaged in, or being about to engage in, activities likely to cause a serious threat
to public safety or public order. He ad!nitted that that was a power of preventive
detention, and that even though it was justified by the requirements of public
safety, it was an exceptional power. The Constitution therefore provided for a
number of different formalities to ensure that that power might not be abused.
The person arrested could demand that his case be reviewed by a Special Tribunal
which was invariably presided over by one of the most distinguished lawyers, a
Queen's Counsel who had spent all his life defending people before the highest
conrt.s of the land. The fact that a special tribunal was envisaged for such cases
did not preclude the right of the person to apply for habeas corpus to the
Supreme Court, which had to examine both questions of form and questions of
substance, inCluding the evidence on which the Commissioner had based his opinion
that the detained person was likely to cause a aerious threat to public safety.
He assured ~he Committee that although, under section 5 (6) of the Constitution,
the Commissioner of Police was not Gubject to the control of any other authority,
that did not exclude the control of the courts (section 119 of the Constitution)
and a Commissioner who committed an unlawful arrest or detention could be sued in a
court of law and made to pay damages (section 5 (5) of the Constitution).

518. The representative of Mauritius also provided information in reply to the
question concerning imprisonment for debt. He explained that no one could be
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imprisoned before all possibilities of use of his assets to meet his indebtedness
had been exhausted. In such a case, if the creditor swore that the debtor had
concealed or maliciously sold his assets in order to evade his obligations. and
proved the fraud by means of witnesses or other means, the court could decide to
grant. a time-limit for payment and, if payment was not made within the time-limit,
order the debtor to be imprisoned.

519. In reply to the question concerning article 14 of the Covenant, he explained
that an administrative investigation was carried out to determine whether a
person had the means to pay for necessary legal assistance. If the result was
negative, the person could appeal to the courts. In criminal cases, however , the
accused never remained without a defence as he was provided with defence counsel by
the authorities.

520. The representative of Mauritius stated, in conclusion, that any questions still
unanswered would be answered in writing, with quotations from the relevant laws and
regulations, which he did not have available at Geneva.
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Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic

521. The Committee considered the initial report (CCPR/C/l/Add.27) sucmitted by
the Bye10russian Soviet Socialist Republic at its 116th, 117th and 119th meetings
on 30 and 31 October 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.116. 117 and 119).

522. The report was introduced by the representative of the State party who gave
further information on certain questions dealt with in the report.

523. Referring to the Constitution of Byelorussia, adopted in April 1978, he
stated that it confirmed the principle of socialist legality as a gtliding
principle in the activities of al~ State and public organizations. Observance of
laws, and respect for the rules of socialist society were proclaimed a
constitutional obligation of all citizens. In Byelorussia, provisions of
international treaties were transformed into national legislation. Some
legislative acts did not reproduce those provisions but provided for their
application. The provisions of the most important international treaties
concerning human ri£hts, including the Covena~t, had become legal norms in
Byelorussia. The Constitution not merely confirmed human rights and fundamental
freedoms but guaranteed their implementation. Equality of citizens was ensured in
all fields of economic, political, social and cultural life. Human rights in
Byelorussia were protected on the basis of civil, criminal and administrative
procedures. Effective remedies were ensured to any person whose rights and
freedoms had been infringed. Any legal guarantee implied legal responsibility of
Officials for infringement of human rights. The Constitution contained a number
of provisions aimed at increasing efficiency of the Soviets, the most
representative bodies of State power. Civil and political rights found further
elaboration in the Constitution. Thus, the right to hold opinions was supplemented
by guarantees of freedom of speech and of the press, and also by th~ right to
criticize short-comings in the activities of State bodies and pUblic organizations.

524. Comw.cntin~ on the report, members of the Committee commended its
comprehensiveness as well as the relevance of the supplementary informatio~ given
in the introductory sta.tement of the representative. Further information WilS

sought on the implementation of international treaties in Byelorussia, in
particular of the Covenant; on the legisl~tive system of the Byelorussian SSR and
the interrelation between the Covenant and internal legislation, on how
responsibility with re~ard to the Covenant was divided between the Soviet Union
and the Byelorussian Republic, taking into account that n0t only the Soviet Union
but also the Byelorussian SSR had assumed direct responsibility for the
implementation of the Covenant; and on the scope of the jurisdiction of Byelorussin
in relati0n tn that Qf the Soviet Union on matters governed by the Covenant, in
pnrticular with regard tQ the degree of central control exercised by the Union
Government 0n the one hand and the latitUde left to the Byelorussian SSR to adopt
legislative and other measures within its territory on the other hand. Members of
the Comnittee asked whether it was possible to invoke provisions of the Covenant
before Sta+.e authorities and the courts, whether those provisions prevailed over
internal norms in case of incompatibility, and what steps had been taken to
publicize the text of the Covenant in order to inform citizens of its content.
With regard to the assertion in the report that "international cO-0peration amonr:
States in the field of hUMan rights must primarily be directe~ towards the strug~le

ar:<ainst mass and ~ross violations of human rights". Bone members under-Lined the
fact that it was also an international responsibility of each State party to the
Covenant to ensure the enjoynent of the rights set fo~th in it to each individual
in the territory of that State party. A questdon was asked on how the task of
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further development and perfection of legislation could be "'~~'"'nciled 10Tith the
ultimate goal of the building of a classless society based on self-government.

525. Regarding article 1 of the Covenant, information 1YaS sought on the right to
secession, on the practical realization of the right of the Byelorussian SSR to
enter into relations with foreign states, c~nclude treaties with them, exchange
diplomatic and consular representatives and take part in the 1oTorlc of international
organizations, on the division of responsibilities between the Byelorussian SSR
and the USSR and the position of executive power of the Byelorussian SSR within
the USSR, as well as on the impact of the restrictions in article 34 of the
Constitution on the practicability of the right to secession. The representative
1YaS also asked whether it would be possible for the Byelorussian SSR to ad9pt
different standards for the implementation of the Covenant, be it more liberal or
more restrictive, than those adopted by the Union.

526. With reference to article 2 of the Covenant, members of the Committee
requested information on the manner in which equality of rights of citizens of the
Byelorussian SSR and of other Union RepUblics w~s ensured, on guarantees against
discrimination on political grounds, and on effective remedies in case of
violations of human rights, taking into account the concurrent jurisdiction uf the
authorities of the USSR and the role of social organizations in protecting human
rights.

527. Commenting on article 6 of the Covenant, some members asked what was the
practice regarding the application of capital punishment in the Byelorussian SSR,
for what specific crimes the death penalty was imposed, what was the meaning of
"crimes against the State tl in that regard, what were the aggravating circumstances
which justified the death penalty, iL how many cases it had been applied in recent
years, and whether the Byelorussian SSR had considered abolishing it. A question
was also asked as to what measures had been taken to reduce infant mortality.

528. In connexion with articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, information was sought
on the mechanism of control in the Byelorussian SSR over the prohibition of
torture, cruel, inhuman and degrading trc:atment or punishment. Members of the
Committee asked what remedies were available to persons detained in penal or mental
institutions who ccmplained of wrongful detention or ill-treatment, whether the
rules relating to solitary confinement were compatible with the provisions of the
Covenant and whether any investigating commissions had been created in connexion
with conditions of life in prisons and corrective labour institutions.

529. Regarding article 8 of the Covenant, the unity of the right and the duty to
work in the Byelorussian SSR 1YaS noted. Information was requested on the
interrelation between the obligation to work and provisions of the Covenant, the
extent to which the choice of jobs really lay with the authorities responsible
for the direction of labour, the right not to work, the right of a member of a
collective farm to unilaterally denounce his membership, and the right of the
employer and the employee to cancel a labour contract.

530. With reference to article 9, information 1YaS sought on the guarantees of the
right of citizens to freedom and personal inviolability, the circumstances in which
persons could be subjected to preventive detention, the length of time persons
could be held in custody pending trial, and whether there were persons in the
Byelorussian SSR detained without trial for political reasons. The representative
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was asked whether the control of legality of deprivation of liberty was in the
hands of the courts and whether the possibility of criminal punishment of judges
for delibera~e unjust sentences did not affect their independence and impartiality
in the performance of their functions.

531. As regards article 12 of the Covenant, members of the Committee noted that the
information contained in the report was rather brief on the right of an individual
to leave his own country. They requested information on the provisions of the
resolution of the Council of Ministers of the USSR of 22 September 1970, on the
existence in the Byelorussian SSR of the right to leave the country as a legal
right, on the restrictions of this right and their justification, on statistics
concerning granting and withholding passports and visas and on sanctions, if any,
in connexion with applications to leave the Byelorussian SSR for a foreign country.
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532. With reference to article 13 of the Covenant, some members of the Committee
expressed interest in the rights of aliens in the Byelorussian SSR, their status
and the procedures available for protecting their rights. The representative was
asked if citizens of other Union Republics were considered aliens, whether
foreigners had legal capacity and ability, and what were the rights which were not
extended to aliens living in Byelorussia.

533. Commenting on article 14 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked how
the independence and impartiality of tribunals was guaranteed, how the work of
advocates and lawyers was organized in the Byelorussian SSR, how the right to a
fair and public ~earing was implementeQ iD the Byelorussian SSR in practice, until
what stage the right to consult a lawyer could be withheld, what were the
exceptions when the accused could be tried in his absence, what were the cases and
reasons for holding judicial proceedings in camera, how comrades' courts functioned
in the Byelorussian SSR, and what was the role of those courts in relation to
the protection of human rights. Further information was sought on the availability
of the courts of Byelorussia to all the people and how the broad masses of the
population actually participated in the conduct of public affairs, not only in time
of elections but also on a daily basis.
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534. With reference to article 17 of the Covenant, information was requested on how
the inviolability of the dwellings of the citizens was guaranteed, on the
possibility of entering dwellings in other instances than those mentioned in the
report and on the text of the relevant laws in that respect.
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535. In connexion with article 18 of the Covenant, members of the Committee asked
whether religious propaganda was allowed in the Byelorussian SSR on an equal
footing with atheistic propaganda, how the rights of parents to transmit their
convictions to their children was implemented and if the Decree of 23 June 1975,
imposing far-reaching limitations on religious communities, was compatible with the
Covenant.

536. As regards article 19 of the Covenant, information was sought on how the right
to freedom of expression was implemented in practice. Questions were asked on the
scope of restrictions with regard to the right to hold and express opinions as
provided for by the legislation of the Republic: wnat was their justification?
To what extent was it possible to dissociate oneself from the dominating ideology
of scientific communism or to promote ideas for change and improvement in the
existing order although they were at variance with those of the regime,
particularly in the field of human rights? Could article 48 of the Constitution
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proclaiminr: freed0m of speech and of the press ;iin accordance 'I-Tith the interests
of the people and in order to strengthen and develop the socialist system' be
interpreted as limiting that freedom a.nd beinr inconsistent 'Iorith the Covenant?
Hhat kinds of literature 'rere covered by restrictions under article 67 of" the
Criminal Code of the Byelorussian SSR? To what extent was . socialist realism
applied to artistic and literary activity?

537. In connexion "ith article 22 of the Covenant, some members asked whether it
was possible to associate only with given organizations, if the fact that not
everybody could enter the Communist Party was compatible with the Covenant and
whether trade unions enjoyed the right of collective bargaining.

538. With reference to article 27 of the Covenant, it was noted that the report
provided little information about the situation of minorities in the
Byelorussian SSR. Information was requested on the legal status of Polish,
Lithuanian and Je\rish-speaking communities living in the Republic, and on measures
taken to ensure the rights of those minorities. Members asked if they had their
OHn schools and books, newspapers, radio and television services ip their national
languap;es.

539. The representative of the Byelorussian SSR commented on the observations and
questions summarized in the preceding paragraphs. He pointed out that legislation
of the Byelorussian SSR was included among matters covered by the jurisdiction of
the Republic. In accordance with article 74 of the Constitution, Byelorussia
participated in international treaties. Its obligations under international
treaties, including the Covenant, were ensured by legislative acts which
reproduced provisions of these treaties or provided for their direct application.
The Covenant was published in the Byelorussian and Russian languages. The citizens
could also study the text of the Covenant in the languages of Union Republics in
public libraries. Legal education was organized in all secondary schools and
higher educational institutions. Explaining the reference in the report concerning
international co-operation in the struggle against mass and gross violations of
human rights, he stated that the consistency of the struggle for peace and detente
and against policies of aggression, colonialism and racism was, in the opinion of
his Government, the determining factor for favourable conditions for effective
activity in the field of human rights.

540. In connexion"ith article 1 of the Covenant, the representative said that in
accordance with article 69 of the Constitution, the Byelorussian SSH, which had
frontiers with foreign States, had the right freely to secede from the USSR.
Byelorussia had its O'loffi Ministry of Foreign Affairs, missions accredited to the
United Nations and specialized agencies in New York, Paris and Geneva, participated
in 60 international organizations, and was a party to 150 international treaties.
As far as article 34 of the Constitution was concerned, it prohibited advocacy of
racial or national exclusiveness and had nothing to do with the right to
self-determination.

541. Replying to questions under article 2 of the Covenant, the representative
pointed out that article 32 of the Constitution, concerning the equality of
citizens before The law, was in full conformity with the provisions of the
Covenant and that there could be no discrimination of citizens on political
grounds. Further developing this provision, article 47 of the Constitution
confirmed the right to criticize short-comings in State and public bodies and
prohibited persecution for criticism. In accordance with article 31 of the
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Constitution, citizens of other Union Republics residing in Byelorussia enjoyed
equal rights with citizens of the Byelorussian SSR. Civil rights were protected
by ordinary and arbitration courts and in certain cases by comrades' courts.
Public and social organizations, especially trade unions, played an important role
in protecting the rights of citizens •

542. Commenting on questions under article 6 of the Covenant, he stressed the fact
that capital punishment in the Byelorussian SSR was an exceptional and provisional
measure pending its abolition in future. It was applied for treason, espionage,
terrorism, terrorist acts against representatives of foreign States, banditry,
premeditated murder in aggravating circumstances, group rape or rape by a dangerous
recidivist. Every article of the Criminal Code of the Byelorussian SSR envisaging
the death penalty provided for an alternative in the form of a prison term. No
crimes punished by the death penalty had been committed in the Byelorussian SSR
during the last 10 to 15 years. As an example of HState crimes" involving capital
punishment, he cited the crimes of two State criminals who had particpated in the
mass annihilation of Soviet citizens during the Second World War. The
representative also described the measures designed to protect the health of the
mother and child as a result of which infant mortality had been drastically
reduced.
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543. With regard to questions und.er articles 7 and 10 of the Covenant, the
representative said that torture, cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment or
punishment were not tolerated in Byelorussian legislation or practice. It was
prohibited to compel the accused to give evidence or apply to him coercive measures
on pain of punishment under the Criminal Code. Norms prohibiting cruel and
degrading treatment covered those in prisons or corrective labour institutions
whose regime was determined by the Labour Corrective Code of the Byelorussian SSR.
Procurators had the responsibility of controlling observance of laws when
sentences were executed. Solitary confinement for 15 days, and for a maximum of
one year, was applied in exceptional cases for gross violations of the regime when
serving a sentence. Observation committees consisting of representatives of
Soviets, trade unions, the Young Communist League and other public and social
organizations participated in controlling the activities of institutions and bodies
executing sentences of the courts.

544. Replying to questions under article 8, he said that the obligation to work as
a civil duty for persons cap.:.ble of working was in full conformity with the
provisions of the Covenant. In accordance with article 38 of the Constitution,
citizens had the right to choose their trade or profession or type of work in
accordance with their inclinations, abilities, training and education, twcing into
account the needs of society. An employee could not be dismissed without the
consent of the trade union committee. A citizen had the right to cancel any labour
contract or his membership in a collective farm.

545. In respons~ to questions under article 9 of the Covenant, the representative
stated that under the Code of Criminal Procedure a person suspected of having
committed a crime could be detained for a period of time not exceeding three days.
Detention as a preventive measure could not exceed nine months. After a case had
been transmitted to the court, all questions connected with deprivation of liberty
were settled by the court and the procurator had no power in relation to the court.
The Criminal Code of the Byelorussian SSR did not endanger the position of judges
because it provided for their criminal responsibility not for erroneous arrests
or detentions but for deliberate unjust sentences, decisions and rulings. There
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were no political prisoners in the Byelorussian SSR and there had been no trials
for political reasons.

546. With regard to article 12 of the Covenant, he stated that, although currently
there .Tas no necessity for inhabitants of the Byelorussian SSR to go abroad to seek
a better life, there were cases when some persons requested permission to leave the
country, mainly because of family reasons. In such cases, all the applications
were considered on the basis of the resolution of the Council of Ministers of the
USSR of 2~ September 1970. If, in rare cases, the permission was refused, it was
in full conformity with the law and provisions of the Covenant and was justified
by reasons of State security, public order, property or family rights. There were
no other restrictions and there were no sanctions in connexion with applications
for permission to leave the country.

~47. In connexion with questions under article 13 of the Covenant, the
representative pointed out that in accordance with the Civil Code of the
Byelorussian SSR, foreigners enjoyed legal capacity on an equal footing with Soviet
citizens. Under article 35 of the Constitution, citizens of other countries and
stateless persons in the Byelorussian SSR were guaranteed the rights and freedoms
provided by law including the right to apply to a court and other State bodies for
protection of their personal property, family and other rights. Foreigners could
not form parties, vote or be elected.

548. Commenting on questions under article 14 of the Covenant, the representative
stressed that t~e impartiality of judges in all the courts of Byelorussia was
ensured by the fact that they were elected, independent, subject only to the law,
and heard cases in conditions excluding any outside influence on them. Colleges
of advocates were available to give legal assistance to citizens and
organizations. Their organization and procedure were determined by the
Constitution, by the law on the legal structure of the Byelorussian SSR and by the
Statute regulating the bar of the Byelorussian SSR. A legal counsel could
participate in an investigation from the moment of accusation. The presumption
of innocence was one of the fundamental principles of criminal law. Hearings in
all the courts were public, with a few exc~ptions in order to safeguard State
secrets or to avoid dissemination of information on intimate aspects of life.
However, the decisions of c~urts were always announced publicly. Comrades' courts
were not included in the judicial system of the Republic. They were elected
social bodies pursuing the aim of prevention of crimes and that of educating
people in accordance with the rules of socialist society. People's assessors in
courts were, like judges, responsible and accountable to their electors and could
be recalled by them. They had all the rights of jUdges, were independent and
subject only to the law.

549. Replying to questions under article 17 of the Covenant, he said that, in
accordance with article 53 of the Constitution, citizens of the Byelorussian SSR
were guaranteed inviolability of the home, No one could , without Lavf'ul, grounds,
enter a home against the will of those residing in it. Dwellings could be entered
by authorized persons only when pursuing those suspected of having committed crimes
and in order to prevent violations of public order and security of citizens. If a
citizen considered that the inviolability of his home had been violated he could
appeal to the procurator who was obliged to protect his interests.

550. With regard to article 18 of the Covenant, the representative stated that
freedom of conscience, that is, the right to profess or not to profess any
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religicn, 'faS a constitutional principle. The church was separated from the State
and the school from the church in the Byelorussian SSR. The legislation did not
prohibit religious teaching of children by their parents, nor did it prohibit
their attending religious services. There was a new provision in the
Constitution according to which incitement to hostility or hatred on religious
grounds was prohibited. The provision was meant co protect the rights of
individuals, irrespective of their attitude towards religion, and to prevent
incitement to hatred among different religions, and was directed against
anti-social manifestations under cover of religion. Religious communities had the
right to publish religious literature, maintain religious educational institutions
and produce objects of religious worship.

551. Commenting on questions under article 19 of the Covenant, he said that any
citizen could not only hold personal opinions but also criticize short-comings in
the work of State bodies and public organizations. Exercise of political
freedoms was ensured by putting public buildings, streets and squares at the
disposal of the working people and their organizations for meetings and
demonstrations, by broad dissemination of information. and by the opportunity to
use the press, television and radio. Article 48 of the Constitution implied that
those freedoms could not be abused to the detriment of the interest of people and
of the socialist system. There were no laws allowing persecution for any opinions
including political ones. The Criminal Code provided for criminal responsibility
for actions aimed at undermining the socialist system.

552. With regard to article 22 of the Covenant, he pointed out that the Comm~~ist

Party, uniting the most conscientious representatives of workers, pE'!l'lsants and
the intelligentsia, had deep roots in the population masses. Trade .~ns were
not registered in the Byelorussian SSR and citizens had the right to _ _ely form
trade unions which were the widest form of association of the working people.
Trade unions participated in planning the development of the national economy,
they represented workers and civil servants before State and economic bodies and
managed the State social insurance.

553. Replying to questions under article 27 of the Covenant, he said that people
of Polish, Lithl,anian and Jewish origin did not occupy specific regions and lived
in various towns and villages of the Byelorussian SSR together with people of
other nationalities. All of them participated in the political, economic, social
and cultural life on an equal footing and had equal rights. It was the duty of
every citizen of the Byelorussian SSR to respect the national dignity of other
citizens and to strengthen friendship between the nations and nationalities of the
Soviet State.

554. The representative expressed the willingness of his Government to continue
its co-operation with the Committee on questions relating to the implementation of
the Covenant in the Byelorussian SSR.

Ecuador

555. At its 118th meeting, held on 31 October 1978 (CCPR/C/SR.118), the Committe~

continued its consideration of the initial report of Ecuador (CCPR/C/l/Add.8) 2/

9/ The initial report by Ecuador was considered by the Committee at its
31st and 32nd meetings, on 19 August 1977 (see CCPR/C/SR.31 and SR.32).
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together with the supplementary report cuntaining additional information
(CCPR/C/l/Add.29) submitted in reply to the questions which had been asked at the
32nd meeting. The Committee decided to consider the issues raised topic by topic.

556. Several m~~bers of the Committee requested information on the developments
in the constitutional and political situation in Ecuador during the period since
the Committee had discussed the initial report. In particular, they inquired
about the following points: (a) The progress achieved in arriving at a normal
cons~itutional and legal regime; were there still any vestiges of the state of
emergency prior to the return to normal, such as the suspension uf certain rights
and the imprisonment of persons for political or trade union activities? (b) The
procedures under which the new Constitution had been adopted; had persons who could
uot, read or write voted in the referendum held for the purpose of approving it and
in the government elections? It was said that, if they had not, that might
constitute discrimination which conflicted with article 25 of the Covenant.

557. The representative of Ecuador explained that the process of a return to
normal on which his Government had embarked two years previously envisaged an
initial st.age of approval of the Constitution that was to apply On the return to
norma.l. For that purpose, two texts ha.d been r:':"esented to the population, which
had ~xpressed its will in a referendum held on 16 January 1978, in which
80 per cent of those included in the electoral registers had voted. The illiterate
had nut voted, bp :9.use they were not list~d on the registers, in con.rcrnrity with
~he legislation now in forceo In the second s~age, sectional and presidential
elections had been helli on 16 July 1978. As a result of the sectional elections,
the administration of the 20 provincial councils and the 68 municj~al councils in
the country had been handed over to the authorities chosen by the people in the
elections. In the presidential elections, however, none of the six candidates
representing 15 political parties had obtained the absolute majority required,
and a second election was to be held on 8 April 1979 between the two candidates
who had obtained the highest number of votes. On the same day, the President
would be elected, as would the members of the National House of Representatives.
Both the President and the House would assume their functions on 10 August 1979,
the date on which the new Constitution would also come into force. The latter was
to U.; the basic law of the country, with a status similar to that of the
1945 Constitution .,hich was now in force. The new Constitution provided that
illiterate persons would have the right to vote, but the vote ,muld not be
compulsn~y, as it was for persons wr-o could read and write. He went on to say
that there were no restrictions of the kind imposed during the state of
emergency, since all constitutional guarantees had been restored in orde~ to
ensure a valid ele~toral process, which had taken place in complete freedom. He
also gave an assurance that there were no political or trade union detainees and
that, if someone in those fields was under arrest, it was because ordinary
criminal charges were ~nvolved.

558. Some members of the Committee asked whether the obligation to vote did not
constitute a restriction on political freedoms, why member-s of the armed forces did
not h~ve the right to vote, whether illiterates currently had the right to vote and
whet'· the Government envisaged measures to make it easier for illiterates to
exercise their right to vote under the new Constitution (for example by the use of
symbols or colours). In that connexion, it was pointed out that the illiterate
and other de~rived groups were the most in need of representation in Government.
One member requested information on the qualifications required for a person to be
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a candidate for various types of pub.l.Lc service, and there 'vas a question as to
whether illiterates had access to the public service.

559. The re~resentative of Ecuador pointed out thnt the compulsory vote did not
restrict the electorate's political freedom, because if a person wished to remain
outside the electoral process he could return a blank ballot or have his vote
cancelled. 'l'he compulsory vote 'vas intended to encourage citizens to participate
in political life, and failure to comply with the rule entailed appropriate
sanctions, such as being debarred from holding public office. The members of the
armed forces could not participate because they were assigned the task of
ensuring the validity and proper conduct of the elections and, therefore, must not
be involved. Although illiterates had not voted in the elections, the system of
differentiating La.LLot papers by colour was already in use.

560. He said that illiteracy had fallen from 33 or 34 per cent five years
previously to 28 per cent, thanks to the action of the Government and of private
institutions, whi~h were running literacy progr~mmes for adults, since children
were covered by the compulsory school sys~em.

5Gl. Several members asked what status the recent Constitution and its prov2s20ns
had wit.hin the legal system in Ecuador and whether it had already entered into
force; whether it would be possible to invcke before the courts provisions such as
those of article 44, "hich ~nsured all citizens, without distinction as tu sex, the
enjoyment of the civil, political, econom~cJ social and cultural rights embodied in
the international declarations, covenant s J agreements and other instruments in
force. It was said that article 44 appeared to ensure non-discrimination solely
with regard to a person's sex, and therefore in a much narrower manner than did
article 2 of the Covenant and it was asked wheth{r, in addition to article 44,
there were other legislative provisions in Ecuador that ensured observance of the
principles of the Covenant as regards non-discrimination.

562. Several members inquired about aspects of the Tribunal of Constitutional
Guarantees established under the Constitution and asked ~lhether access to that
Tribunal vTu.s open not only to persons who considered themselves victims of a
violation of human rights but also to any person who wished to lodge a complaint
of violation of the Constitution without being himself a victim; whether, for the
purposes of access to that body, it was first necessary to exhaust all other
available remedies or whether it was possible to appeal directly to the Tribunal;
what other remedies were provided for in the new Constitution; and whether the
Tribunal's functions were confined to investigating cases and submitting
recommendations to the Congress or whether it had decision-making powers.

563. In reply to members of the Committee, the re~resentative of Ecuador referred
to the 3cope of article 44 of the new Constitution, '~1ich guaranteed the enjoyment
of all rign+ =mbodied in international instruments. Apart from that general
provision, _ .er provisions incorporated the international covenants in
legislation, so that they could be invoked in the courts as a positive right. In
order to ensure that such provisions were complied vrith. there was an Ecuadorian
National Human Rights Comnri t t.ee which received complaints of violations. The
Tribunal of Constitutional Guarantees, established under article 141 of the new
Constitution, would start to function in August 1979; its task in safeguarding
human rights was described in the repurt. ~DY citizen might have recourse to the
Tribunal if he considered that constitutional rights had been violated. A person
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who was illegally detEJ.ined could choose to appeal either to the courts or to the
Tribunal, and one jurisdiction would not blocl~ or override the other. The
Tribunal could decide that there was no justification for detention and order the
prisoner to be released. In the case of persons who enjoyed special pre~ogatives

and ,,,ere subject to judgement by the National House of Representatives, the
Tribunal could not take decisions; it could only prepare the indictment and
transmit it to the House. The jurisdiction of the police judges referred to in
the report was restricted to matters of lesser importance, such as police
contraventions. They acted exclusively as examining judges and could not take
decisions on substantive matters, when the case was of some gravity.

564. Article 44 of the Constitution mentioned only the equality of both sexes with
regard to the human rights guaranteed in international instruments, but
article 19, paragraph 4, prohibited all discrimination of any kind and article 4
condemned all forms of colonialism, neo-colonialism and racial discrimination.

565. With regard to the rights guaranteed by international instruments, including
economic and social rights, the members of the Committee requested information on
the measures be Ing tiaken to improve the country's material situation and to permit
genuine enjoyment of those rights, in addition to the legal provisions mentioned
in the report. It was observed that Ecuador particularly well illustrated the
interdependence of all human rights and that the Committee's later study of its
development should be oriented in that direction. It ~as also asked what criteria
prevailed in the djstribution of land to the peasants illlder the Land Reform Act now
in force. One member of the Committee asked in what W8~ the State was
contributing to the estaLlishment of family estate.

566. The representative of Ecuador explained that, in addition to the measures
listed in the report, the formation and development of agricultural co-operatives
was encouraged. It was therefore possible for those who did not earn enough to
b~: economically viable plots of land to do so as members of a co-operative and
request loans from the National Bank of Co-operatives.

567. The Land Reform Act in force provided that land not worked at certain
established levels could be expropriated by the land Reform Institute for
distribution to the peasants. Detailed plans and statistics on the agrarian
reform would be communicated to the Committee at a later date.

568. As to State aid for the establishment of family estate, he said that there
were various institutions which authorized credit specifically for family estate.
When a property was acquired with a loan from the national Social Security
Institute, the Bank for Housing or the Mutual Benefit Association, it was
incorporated by law in the estate, which could not exceed 300,000 sucres
(about $12) 000 ) .

569. In relation to the rights and guarantees embodied in article 14 of the
Covenant, one member of the Committee 'stated that all the guarantees established
in article 14, paragraph 3, of the Covenant did not seem to be covered and he
requested more information on that matter. Another member asked for clarification
as to whether the procedures in criminal law allowed a person charged with
committing an offence to be rele~sed under the personal surety of a third party,
without depositing a sum of money. An explanation was also requested as to which
authorities were competent to order detention, because the report stated in
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paragraph 15 that lithe judge shall order detention' and in paragraph 16 that "bhe
competent authorities may order such debenbdcn", 'l'Thile pal'agraph 22 spoke of
police judge,s.

570. The representative of Ecuador said that, in accordance with article 88 of the
Code of Criminal Procedure, nobody could be detained, simply on suspicion, for a
period exceeding ~8 hours; after that time he had to be released if ther\~ was no
written order from a juo.ge giving grounds for his detention. Cnce that time-limit
had expired, the detainee could appeal under habeas corpus and secure his release.
A detainee also enjoyed the following guarantees: a free defence by professional
lawyers; examination of witnesses and the assistance of an interpreter throughout
the trial if he was not Spanish-speaking. All the other guarantees enumerated in
article 14 were covered in various legal provisions. Conditional release could
be obtained only by the payment of bail, since the system of personal surety did
not exist.

571. In relation to articles 26 and 27 of the Covenant, several members of the
Committee referred to the situation of the indigenous communities in Ecuador.
It was asked, in particular, w'hat measures had been taken to safeguard the family
life and other rights of the persons ~vho had been moved away from the lands on
which oil-well drilling had been started, in the eastern region of the country.
Noting that article 39 of the new Constitution did not include an express ban on
discrimination against persons because of their language, one member asked .ihether
that f'crm of .iiscrimination existed. Clarification was also requested concerning
the meaning of expressions such as "socdaf, mobilization:: and flrevitalization of
native va.lues ll employed in paragraph 43 of the report, which listed some measures
to promote the participation of the indigenous inhabitants in economic
development.

572. The representative of Ecuador said that the Government was trying to
incorporate them in the economic life of the country without detriment to their
individuality. Through both the educational system and the religious and lay
missions engaged in development activities in those communities, efforts were being
~ade to maintain and preserve their cultural values. For example. the teachers in
~ndigenous schools must know the language of the community in which they worked.
It was T c true that villagers had been moved from areas where oil-wells were
being d!~lled. Some communities were settled in nearby areas, but as a result of
the law which had recently been enacted to grant funds ('0 the State Oil
Corporation, sufficient money was available to compensate them if their lands had
to be expropriated. Furthermore, the Corporation was responsible for finding
them a new' place to live. He explained that the expressions lisocial mobilization l1

and iirevitalization of native val.uea" referred to the Govennmerrt i s policy to
promote the culture and language of the indigenous communities and their
participation in society.
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IV. CONSIDERATION OF COMMUNICATIONS UNDER THE
OPTIONAL PROTOCOL

573. Out of the 52 States which have ratified the Covenant, 20 have accepted the
competence of the Committee for dealing with individual complaints by ratifYing
the Optional Protocol. These States are Barbados, Canada, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Denmark, the Dominican R~public, Ecuador, Finland, Italy, Jamaica, Madagascar,
Mauritius, Norwav, Panama, Senegal, Suriname, Sweden, Uruguay, Venezuela and Zaire.

574. Since the Human Rights Committee began its work under the Optional Protocol,
it has had before it 40 communications submitted by or on behalf of individuals who
claim to be victims of violations of rights set forth in the Covenant. These
communications relate to Canada, Denmark, Finland, Mauritius, Norway, Uruguay and
Zaire.

575. The Committee commenced or resumed consideration of 20 communications at its
third session, 26 communications at its fourth session, and 9 communications at
its fifth session.

576. Of the 40 communications submitted to the Committee, 7 have been declared
admissible under the Optional Protocol. Consideration of the merits of the claims
in these communications will start at the Committee's forthcoming sessions.
Twenty-five communications are still before the Committee pending final decision
as to their admissibility (2 of these have been merged for- joint consideration).
In a number of these cases the Committee has decided to transmit the communication
to the State party concerned under rltle 91 of its provisional rules of procedure,
requesting from the State party information and observatio~s relevant to the
question of admissibility, and in some of them the Committee has decided to
request additional information from the authors. Seven communications have been
declared inadmissible, as not fulfilling one or more of the conditions for
admissibility laid d01vu in articles 1, 2, 3 and 5, paragraph 2, of the Optional
Protocol. One communication has been withdrawn by the author.

577. A Working Group to make recommendations to the Committee on the admissibility
of communications, established by the Committee under rule 89 of its provisional
rules of procedure, met for one week prior to the Committeeis third session and
for one week prior to the Committee's fourth session. It is envisaged that a
Working Group will meet during 1979 and 1980, prior to each session of the
Committee.

51'8. ~.jith regard to its vo.rk under the Optional Protocol, the Committee had before
it at its third, fourth and fifth sessions: (a) lists of communications, prepared
by the Secretary-General in accordance with rule 79 of the Committee's provisional
rules of procedure, containing brief summaries of the contents of communications
received as at 30 September 1978; (b) fact sheets, prepared by the Secretary
General, containing a detailed description of the contents of most of the listed
communications; and (c) recommendations from the Committee's Working Group or,
in the case of the fifth session, from a member of the Committee who came to Geneva
in advance of the session, relating to its examination of communications. These
documents are confidential and are made available to the members of the Committee
only.
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579. In the course of the Committee's work under the Optional Protocol, a numberof procedural and substantive issues have been the subject of decisions. Thesedecisions cop~ern the following main issues: first, the standing of the authorof the communication and particularly the circumstances in which one individualmay submit a communication on behalf of another individual; secondly, theconsiderations that arise from the fact that the Covenant and the OptionalProtocol became binding on the states parties concerned as from a certain date;thirdly, the provision in article 5, paragraph (2) (a), of the Protocol whichrequires th~ Committee to ascertain that the same matter is not being examinedunder another procedure of international investigation or settlement; and fourthly,the provision in article 5, paragraph (2) (b), of the Protocol which requires theCommittee to ascertain that the individual has exhausted all available domesticremedies.

The standing of the author

580. Article I of the Optional Protocol provides that the Committee can receivecommunications from individuals who claim to be victims of violations of rightsset forth in the Covenant. In the Committee's view this does not mean that theindividual must sign the communication himself in every case. He may also actthrough a duly appointed representative and there may be other cases in which theauthor of the communication may be accepted as having the authority to act onbehalf of the alleged victim. For these reasons, rule 90, paragraph (1) (b),of the Committeels provisional rules of procedures provides that normally thecommunication should be submitted by the alleged victim himself or by hisrepresentative (for example, the alleged victim's lawyer), but the Committee mayaccept to consider a communication submitted on behalf of an alleged victim whenit appears that he is unable to submit the communication himself. The Committeeregards a close family connexion as a SUfficient link to justifY an author actingon behalf of an alleged victim. On the other hand, it has declined to considercommunications where the authors have failed to establish any link betweenthemselves and the alleged victims.

Considerations arising from the fact that the Covenant and the Optional Protocol
becam~ binding on the States parties as from a certain date

581. The Committee has declared communications inadmissible if the eventscomplained about took place prior to the entry into force of the Covenant andthe Optional Protocol for the State parties concerned. However, a reference tosuch events may be taken into consideration if the author claims that the allegedviolations have continued after the date of entry into force of the Covenantand the Optional Protocol for the State party concerned, or that they have hadeffects which themselves constitute a violation after that date. Events whichteok place prior to the critical date may indeed be an essential element of thecomplaint resulting from alleged violations which occurred after that date.
The application of article 5. paragraph (2) (a). of the Optional Protocol

582. Article 5, paragraph (2) (a), of the Opt:onal Protocol provides that theCommittee shall not consider any communication from an individual "unless it hasascertained that the same matter is not being examined under another procedurjeof international investigation or settlement". In connexion with the considerationof som~ of the communications which have been submitted under the OptionalProtocol, the Committee has recognized that cases considered by the Inter-American
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Commission on Human Rights under the instruments governing its functions were under

examination in accordance with another procedure of international investigation or

settlement within the meaning of article 5, par-agraph (2) (a). On the other hand, the

Committee has determined that the procedure set up under Economic and Social Council

resolution 1503 (XLVIII) does not constitute a procedure of international"

investigation or settlement within the meaning of article 5, paragraph (2) (a)

of the Optional Protocol, since it is concerned with the examination of situations

which appear to reveal a consistent pattern of gross violations of human rights and

a situation is not "the same matter" as an individual complaint. The Committee has

also determined that article 5, paragraph (2) (a), of the Protocol can only relate

to procedures implemented by inter-State or intergovernmental organizations on the

basis of inter-State or intergovernmental agreements or arrangements. Procedures

established by non-governmental organizations, as for example the procedure of

the Inter-Parliamentary Council of the Inter-Parliamentary Union, cannot, therefore,

bar the Committee from considering communications submitted to it under the

Optional Protocol.

583. With regard to the application of article 5, paragraph (2) (a), of the

Optional Protocol the Committee has further determined that it is not precluded

from considering a communication, although the same matter has been submitted

under another procedure of international investigation or settlement, if it has

been withdrawn from or is no longer being examined under the latter procedure at

the time that the Committee reaches a decision on the admissibility of the

communication submitted to it.

584. In the course of its consideration of communications, the Committee became

aware of a language discrepancy in the text of article 5, paragraph (2) (a) of

the Optional Protocol. The Chinese, English, French and Russian texts of the

article provided that the Committee shall not consider any communication from an

individual unless it has ascertained that the same matter is not being examined

under another procedure of international investigation or settlement, whereas

the Spanish text of the article employs the language meaning "has not been examinedll
•

The Committee has ascertained that this discrepancy stems from an editori~l

oversight in the preparation of the final version of the Spanish text of the

Optional Protocol. Accordingly, the Committee has decided to base its work in

respect of article 5, paragraph (2) (a), of the Optional Protocol on the Chinese,

English, French and Russian language versions. 10/

585. To ensure an efficient and expeditious implementation of the prov1s1ons of

ar-t i cte 5, paragraph (2) (a), of the Optional Protocol, the Committee has

requested the Secretariat to engage in such exchange of information with other

international bodies and their respective secretariats as may be necessary to

enable the Committee to ascertain whether the same matter as that submitted to

the Committee under the Optional Protocol is being examined under another

procedure of international investigation or settlement. The Committee wishes to

record its sincere appreciation for the most helpful co-operation received in this

connexion from the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and the European

Commission of Human Rights.

10/ The views expressed by the members of the Committee on this point are

reflected in the summary record of its 88th meeting, document CCPR/C/SR.88.
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Th~ application of article 5, para~raph (2) (b) of the Optional Protocol

586. Article .5. paragraph (2) (b), of the Optional Protocol provides that the
Committee shall not consider any communication from an individual unless it has
ascertained that all available domestic remedies have been eXhausted. The Committee
considers that this provision shuuld be interpreted and applied in accordance with
the generally accepted principles of international law with regard to the exhaustion
of domestic remedies as applied in the field of numan rights. If the State party
concerned disputes the contention of the author of a communication that all
available domestic remedies have been exhausted, the State party is required to
give details of the effective remedies available to the alleged victim in the
p~rticular circumstances of his case. In this connexion, the Committee has deemed
insufficient a general description of the rights available to accused persons
under the law and a general description of the domestic remedies designed to
protect and safeguard these rights.

587. At its third session, the Committee adopted an amendment to its provisional
rules of procedure, by adding a paragraph to rule 93 concerning the procedures for
the consideration of communications. The new paragraph, rule 93. paragraph 4,
provides that a decision declaring a communication anmissible under the Optional
Protocol may be reviewed at a later stage in the light of any explanations or
statements submitted by the State party w1der article 4, paragraph 2, ot the
Protocol. At the same time the Committee revised the wording of the first
sentence of the following rule, rule 94, to take into account the new paragraph
of rule 93. The text of the revised rules 93 and 94 appears in annex V below.
The provisional rules of procedure, as amended, have been issued in document
CCPR/C/3.

588. Under rule 91, paragraph 1, of the provisional rules of procedure. the
Committee or a Working Group established under rule 89 may request the State party
concerned or the author of a communication to submit additional written
information or observations relevant to the question of admissibility of a
communication. At its fourth session, the Committee agreed that, in order to
expedite the consideration of communications, a Working Group could henceforth
apply rule 91, paragraph 1, of the provisional rules of procedure without placing
its decisions relating thereto before the Committee for approval.

589. With regard to the question of compliance with various time-limits (normally
four to six weeks) established by decisions of the Committee or its Working Grou,
under the provisional rules of proced~~e requesting States parties or authors of
communications to submit information, comments or observations. the Committee
agreed that a reasonable degree of flexibility was called for. to take into
account, fur instance, delays in the dispatch and delivery of mail. On the other
hand, the Committee has no authority to depart frcm the time-limit of six months
laid down in article 4, paragraph 2, of the Optional Protocol and it must require
States parties to comply with it.

590. The Committee is aware that the Secretariat has received a number of
communications, addressed to the Committee or its Chairman, by authors alleging
violations of human rights in States that are not parties to the Covenant and/or
the Optional Protocol. Under article I of the Optional Protocol the Committee
cannot receive such communications. The Secretariat has been instructed to
draw this matter to the attention of the authors when it acknowledges the receipt
of such communications.
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591. In order to assist individuals who wish to submit communications to the
Committee under the Optional Protocol, the Committee has authorized the Secretariat
to draw up and make use of guidelines and a model form of communications a~

appropriate. It should, however, be explained to the individuals concerned that they
are not obliged to use the model form, which is merely intended to serve as a guide
to facilitate their task.
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v. QUESTION OF CO-OPERATION BE~{EEN THE COMMITTEE
AND THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES CONCERNED

592. At its second session, the Committee, for lack of time, decided to postpone
consideration of this item and to give it due priority at its third session. The
Committee meanwhile decided that the specialized agencies concerned should be
officially informed of the dates of its future sessions.

598. Speaking at the invitation of the Chairman, the representative of ILO
expressed his organization's readiness to consider any arrangement that the

597. All members agreed that a pragmatic approach towards co-operation with the
specialized agencies had to be followed, that more information would be needed on
the procedures adopted by these agencies in the field of human rights and that
representatives of the specialized agencies should be invited to address the
Committee on the subject.

593. At its third session, the Committee had again before it the letters received
from both the International Labour Organisation (ILO) and the United Nations
Educational, Scientific and Cultural Organization (UNESCO)~ contained in doclunent
CCPR/C/L.3 and Add.l, as well as a new letter received from the ILO, contained in
document CCPR/C/L.3/Add.2, concerning its possible co-operation with the Committee.

-103-

594. Me~rers cf tt.e CCEmittee were unanimous in their desire to establish close
co-operation with the specialized agencies. They differed, however, on the scope
and extent of that co-operation, having regard to the provisions of article 40,
paragraph 3, of the Covenant and rule 67, paragraph 2, of the Committee1s
provision"'. rules of procedure.

595. In the opinion of some members, co-operation with the specialized agencies
should include, first of all, the transmission to the specialized agencies concerned
of those parts of the reports submitted by the States parties llilder article 40 of
the Covenant which fall within their respective fields of competence, together with
a request for comments thereon. Other members expressed doubt as to whether such
a request would be compatible with the provision of article 40, paragraph 3, of the
Covenant. It was maintained that the reason why the authors of the Covenant had
thought such a provision would be necessary was that they had not been aware at the
time that the Committee's documents would be documents of general distribution.
The Committee would be exceeding its powers if it attempted, in practice, to change
the procedure provided for in article 40 of the Covenant by substituting the
comments of a specialized agency for those of a State party. The information and
comments which the Committee might request from the specialized agencies could only
refer to their practice and experience, and that was the manner in which rule 67,
paragraph 2, of the Committee's provisional rules of procedure should be interpreted.

596. Some members stressed the need for co-operation with the specialized agencies
also in the area of implementation of the Optional Protocol. It was pointed out
that it was possible that one or more specialized agencies might have adopted or
intended to adopt procedures of investigation or settlement likely to affect the
implementation of article 5 of the Protocol. Adequate arrane~~ents for the exchange
of information between the specialized agencies concerned and the Committee would
therefore have to be devised.

I
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603. Members of the Committee wondered whether, following adoption of T~~t decision
by the Executive Board of UNESCO, the procedures were automatically binding on all
States members of that or-gani aatLon; whether the new procedures constituted

Committee might make to associate ILO with its work. He explained the procedures
used by ILO to implement the international labour standards laid down by the
International Labour Conference, which included those connected with the
consideration of the periodic reports submitted by member States in accordance with
the provisions of the International Labour Conventions, and those which concerned
complaints relating to the implementation of the C~nventions. He expressed his
organization's readiness to provide any details which might be requested.

599. Speaking nt the invitation of the Chairman, the representative of UNESCO said
that his organization was at the Committee's disposal to help it carry out its
tasks. He referred to some articles of the Covenant which he thought were of
particular interest to UNESCO and stated that UNESCO could supply the Committee
with the studies and the research that the organization had carried out in fields
involving human rights as well as with the reports of States on the implementation
of the various instruments which had been elaborated in connexion with human rights.
In connexion ,,,ith article 5 of the Optional Prot.oc-L, he referred to the procedures
currently used by UNESCO in examining communications from individual~ and indicated
that new procedures were under consideration. He explained the nature of the
co-operation that existed between UNESCO on the one hand and ILO and the Committee
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination (CERD) on the other and stated, in
reply to a question, that his organization participated regularly in the work of
CERD but its comments related to the Committee's work in general and not to the
report of any particular State.

601. At its fourth session, the Committee had before it a note by the Secretary
General containing the draft decision prepared by the Committee's informal working
,!:roup during the third session and a note pursuant to its decision at the third
session, containing references to the relevant parts of the reports submitted
hitherto by States parties under article 40 of the Covenant which, in the opinion
of the Secretary-General, fell within the fields of competence of ILO and lnlESCO.

602. The representative of UNESCO informed the Committee of the decision adopted
by the Executive Board of UNESCO outlining the procedures which should be followed
in the examination of cases and questions which might be submitted to UNESCO
concerning the exercise of human rights in the spheres of its competence.

600. A draft decision on co-operation with the specialized agencies, prepared by
an informal working group of the Committee, was submitted to the Committ~e for
consideration. After some discussion, the Committee decided to inform the
specialized agencies concerned, including ILO, UNESCO, the Food and Agriculture
Organization of the United Nations (FAO) and the World Health Organization (~rno),

that it would welcome the attendance of +'':reir representatives at its public
meetings. It also decided to request the Secretary-General, in accordance with
article 40, paragraph 3, of the Covenant, to determine, in consultation with the
Committee at each session, the parts of the States' _'eparts that should be
transmitted to the specialized agencies concerned. The Committee postponed a
decision as to whether and how distribution shou~d be given to written statements
submitted by the specialized agencies providing information on their application
of the provisions of international instruments within their field of c~mpetence

which may be relevant to the provisions of the Covenant.

r



procedures of international investigation or settlement; what their implic~tiuns

would be for the work of the Human Rights Committee; and how th<::: queat.Lon of
overlapping with regard to communications would be solved ..
604. Members of the Committee generally agreed that the new UNESCO procedures had
introduced a new element into the question of co-operation with UNESCO; that
there was no need for the Committee to put formally any questions to UNESGO in that
respect; and that the ultimate decision regarding the interpretation of article 5,
paragraph (2) (a), of the Optional Protocol was within the Committee's own
jurisdiction. They welcomed new guarantees for human rights, particularly in the
field of education, science and culture, but; thought that a certain measure of
compatibility between different procedures would have to be ensured.

605. At its 99th meeting, on 27 July 1978, the Committee agreed to the transmittal
by the Secretary-General to the specialized agencies concerned of the relevant
parts of the reports of States parties, contained in its published documents, which
might fall within their field of competence. The Committee also agreed that the
specialized agencieq should not be invited to submit any c~mments on those parts
of the reports since the Covenant contained no provision to that effect.

606. Members of the Committee differed over the question of whether the parts of
the reports to be transmitted to UNESCO should relate not only to article 18,
paragraph 4, and articles 19 and 27, as proposed by the Secretary-General, but
also to the whole of article 18 and to articles 22 and 24 as requested by UNESCO.
The Committee decided, for lack of time, to revert to this matter at a future
session.
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VI . FUTURE I'IEETINGS OF THE COMHITTEE

607. The Committee considered this item at its 72nd, 73rd and 74th meetine;s
(third session) on 2 and 3 February 1978, at its 91st and 94th meetings (fourth
session), on 21 and 25 July 1978, and at its Illth meeting (fifth session) on
25 October 1978.

608. At its third session, the Committee decided to hold an additional (fifth)
session in 1978 at Geneva from 23 October to 3 November. 11/ As to its sessions
in 1979, it agreed to hold a session in New York in March-or in April and a session
at Geneva in July or August. The Committee postponed a decision on the ~uestion

of intersessional meetings of it~ working groups to examine communications under
the Optional Protocol.

G09. At its fourth session, the Committee considered in some detail the question
of its meetings in 1979 and subsequent years and, taking into account the
anticipated increase in its worluoad under the Covenant and the Optional Protocol,
agreed tl1at it would need to continue holding additional third sessions of two or
three weeks' duration in October. It decided in principle that the future pattern
of its meetings should be based on three sessions per year, to be held at United
Nations Headquarters, Ne." York, in Narch and at the United Na-l:.ions Office at
Geneva in July and in October; and requested the Secretary-General to take the
above pattern into account in scheduling future sessions of the Committee. As
regards its meetings in 1979, however, the Committee, in view of the availability
of conference services ~nd facilities, agreed to hold its sixth ses~ion in
New Yor'k from 9 to 27 April 1979, with a working group convening a veek earlier
on 2 April; to hold its seventh session at Geneva from 30 July to 17 August 1979,
with a working group convening a week earlier on 23 July; and to hold its eighth
session also at Geneva, beginning on 15 October 1979. A final decision on the
duration of the eighth session was postponed to a later date.

610. At its fifth session, the Committee confirmed its earlier decision that its
sixth session should be held in New York from 9 to 27 April 1979, preceded by a
meeting of a working group from 2 to 6 Apr~l 1979; that its seventh session should
be held at Geneva from 30 July to 17 August 1979, preceded by a meeting of a
working group from 23 to 27 July 1979; and decided that its eighth session should
also be held at Geneva for a period of two weeks from 15 to 26 October 1979,
preceded by a lLeeting of a working group from 8 to 12 October 1979.

611. As regards the meetings of the Committee in 1980, the Committee agreed
tentatively that its ninth session should be held in New York from
10 to 28 March 1980, preceded by a meeting of a working group from
3 to 7 March 1980; that its tenth session should be held in Geneva from
14 July to 1 August 1980, preceded by a meeting of a working group from
7 to 11 JUly 1980; and that its eleventh session should be held in Geneva for a
period of two weeks from 20 to 31 October 1980, preceded by a meeting of a working
~roun from 13 to 17 October 1980, subject to reconsideration of the duration of
the eleventh session at a later date.

11/ For further Qetqils concernin~ the fifth session of the Committee,
see sect. 11 B, ~arFl. 20, above,
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VII. ADOPTION OF THE REPORT

612. At its 120th, 121st and 122nd meetin~s on 2 and 3 November 1978, the Committee
considered the draft o~ its second annual re~ort, coverin~ the activities o~ the
Committee at its third, fourth and fifth sessions, held in 1978. The renort, as
amended in the course of the discussions, vas ado-pted by the Committee unanimously.

I
I

Jltu!OSI· Lt
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ANNEX I

States parties to the International Covenant on Civil
and Political Rights and to the Optional Protocol as

at 3 November 1978

Iran

Iraq

Jama'

~ Austria and Italy ratified the Covenant on 10 and 15 September 1978
respectively. It will come into force on 10 December 1978 as regards Austria, and
'on 15 December 1978 as regards Italy. Austria and Italy also made the declaration
under article 41 of the Covenant.

El States parties which have made the declaration under article 41 of the
Covenant.

A. States parties to the International Covenant
on Civil and Political Rights ~

State party

Barbados

Bulgaria

Bye10russian Soviet Socialist
Republic

Canada

Chile

Colombia

Costa Rica

Cyprus

Czechoslovakia

Denmark El
Dominican Republic

Ecuador

Finland El
German Democratic Republic

Germany. Federal Republic of El
Guinea

Guyana

Hungary

Date of receipt of
the instrument of
rat:'.fication or

accession (a)

5 January 1973 (a)

21 September 1970

12 November 1973

19 May 1976 (a)

10 February 1972

29 October 1969

29 November 1968

2 April 1969

23 December 1975

6 January 1972

4 January 1978 (a)

6 March 1969

19 August 1975

8 November 1973

17 December 19'i'3

24 January 1978

1) 'February 1977

17 January 1974

Date of entry
into force

23 March 1976

'23 March 1976

23 March 1976

19 August 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

4 April 1978

23 Harch 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

24 April 1978

15 May 1977

23 March 1976

Leban

Libya

Madag

Mali

Mauri

Mongo

Norw

Panam

Peru

Po1an

Portu

Roman

Rwand

Seneg

Spain

Surin

Swede

SYri

Tunis

Ukrai
Rep

Union
Rep

Unite
and

Unite

Urugu

Venez

Yugos

Zaire
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State party

Iran

Iraq

Jamaica

Jordan

Kenya

Lebanon

Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Madagascar

Mali

Mauritius

Mongolia

Norway E.!
Panama

Peru

Poland

Portugal

Romania

Rwanda

Senegal

Spain

Suriname

Sweden E.!
Syrian Arab Republic

Tunisia

Date of receipt of
the instrument of
ratification or

accession (a)

24 June 1975

25 January 1971

3 October 1975

28 May 1975

1 May 1972 (a)

3 November 1972 (a)

15 May 1970 (a)

21 June 1971

16 July 1974 (a)

12 December 1973 (a)

18 November 1974

13 September 1972

8 March 1977

28 April 1978

18 March 1977

15 June 1978

9 December 1974

16 April 1975 (a)

13 February 1978

27 April 1977

28 December 1976 (a)

6 December 1971

21 April 1969 (a)

18 March 1969

Date of entry
into force

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 Harch 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

8 June 1977

28 July 1978

18 June 1977

15 September 1978

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

13 May 1918

27 July 1977

28 March 1977

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

1
~1
.,
;]

I
[

"1

'I
'[
1

23 March 1976

23 March 1976

20 August 1976

11 September 1976

23 March 1976

10 August 1978

23 March 1976

1 February 1977
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12 November 1973

16 October 1973

20 May 1976

11 June 1976 (a)

1 April 1970

10 May 1978

2 June 1971

1 November 1976 (a)

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic

Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics

United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland El

United Republic of Tanzania

Uruguay

Venezuela

Yugoslavia

Zaire

d
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B. States parties to the Optional Protocol £/

Date of receipt of
the instrument of
ratification or Date of entry

State TJA.rty accession (a) into force

Barbados 5 ~Tanuary 1973 (a) 23 March 1976

Canada 19 May 1976 (a) 19 August 1976 Hr.
Colombia 29 October 1969 23 Mar-ch 1976 Mr.
Costa Rica 29 November 1968 23 March 1976 Sir
Denmark 6 January 1972 23 March 1976

Dominican Republic 4 January 1978 (a) 4 April 1978 ~'lr •

Ecuador 6 March 1969 23 March 1976 Mr.

Finland 19 August 1975 23 March 1976 Mr.

Jamaica 3 October 1975 23 March 1976 Mr.

Madagascar 21 June 1971 23 March 1976 Mr.

Mauritius 12 December 1973 (a) 23 Harch 1976 Mr.

Norway 13 September 1972 23 March 1976 ~'lr •

Panama 8 March 1977 8 June 1977 Mr.

Senegal 13 February 1978 13 May 1978 ~'lr •

Suriname 28 December 1976 (a) 28 March 1977 Mr.

Sweden 6 December 1971 23 March 1976 ~'lr •

Uruguay 1 April 1970 23 March 1976 Mr.

Venezuela 10 May 1978 10 August 1978 Mr.

Zaire 1 Nov':lmber 1976 (a) 1 February 1977 Mr.

Mr.

-

c/ Italy ratified the Optional Protocol on 15 September 1978; it will come
into force in respect of Italy on 15 December 1978.
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ANNEXII

Membership o~ t~e ~~an Rights Committee

Name o~ member

Hr. Mohamed Ben-Fadhel §:/
Mr. Ole Mogens Espersen §:/
Sir Vincent Evans £!

Mr. Manouchehr Ganj i £!
Mr. Bernhard Grae~rath §:/
Mr. Vladimir Hanga £!
Mr. Haissam Kelani £!
Mr. Luben G. Koulishev £!
Mr. Rajsoomer Lallah §:/
Mr. Andreas V. Mavrommatis £!
Mr. Fernando Mora Rojas §:/
Mr. Anatoly Petrovich Movchan £!
rJIr. Torkel Opsahl §:/
~tt. Julio Prado Vallejo §:/
Hr. Fulgence Seminega §:/
Mr. Walter Surma Tarnopolsky £!
r4r. Chris+~an Tomuschat §:/
Mr. Diego Uribe Vargas £!

§:/ Term expires on 31 December 1978.

~/ Term expires on 31 December 1980.

Country o~ nationality

Tunisia

Denmark

United Kingdom o~ Great Britain
and Northern Ireland

Iran

German Democratic Republic

Romania

Syrian Arab Republic

Bulgaria

Mauritius

Cyprus

Costa Rica

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics

Norway

Ecuador

Rwanda

Canada

Federal Republic o~ Germany

Colombia



ANNEX HI

Submission of reports and additional information by
- States parties under article 40 of the Covenant

A. Initial reports

....

States parties

Barbados

Date due

22 March 1977

Date of
sUbIiiISSIon

24 October 1978

Date of reminder ( s )
sent. if any

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

Bulgaria 22 March 1977 27 June 1978

Byelorussian 22 March i977 9 June 1978
Soviet Socialist
RepUblic

Canada 18 August 1977 NOT YET RECEIVED

Chile 22 Mar~h 1977 5 August 1977
26 April 1978 ~

Colombia 22 March 1977 NOT YET RECEIVED

(1) 30 September 1~,7

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978

(1) 30 Sciptember 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

Costa Rica

Cyprus

Czechoslovakia

Denmark

Ecuador

Finland

German Democratic
Republic

Germany, Federal
Republ Lc of

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

NOT YET RECEIVED

23 March 1977

17 June 1977

21 March 1977
22 December 1977

31 Harch 1977

6 April 1977

28 June 1977

25 November 1977

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

(1) 30 September 1977
!.
I

a/ At the request of the Government of Chile, the report submitted on this
date replaces the earlier one submitted on 5 August 1977.
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Date of
States parties Date due submission

Guyana 14 ~1ay 1978 NOT YET RECEIVED

Hungary 22 Marcl;l 1977 16 May 1977

Iran 22 March 1977 9 August 1977
29 May 1978

Iraq 22 March 1977 NOT YET RECEIVED

1977
978
8

1977
.978

Jamaica

Jordan

Kenya

Lebanon

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

NOT YET RECEIvED

10 April 1978

NOT YET RECEIVED

NOT YET RECEIVED

Date of reminder(s)
sent. if any

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

(1) 30 September 1977
( 2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

(':'.

1977
.978 Libyan Arab 22 March 1977
r8 Jamahiriya

1977 Madagascar 22 March 1977
L978

Mali 22 March 1977r8

4 March 1977
19 January 1978

16 July 1977

NOT YET RECEIVED (1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

1977

Mauritius

Moneclia

Nor_Tay

Panama

Polanii

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

22 March 1977

7 June 1978

17 June 1978

24 January 1977
12 January 1978 £!
NOT YET RECEIVED

22 March 1977

NOT YET RECEIVED

NOT YET RECEIVED

(1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

bl At the request of the Government of Mauritius, the report submitted on
this date replaces the earlier one submitted on 24 January 1977.

5Z -, 7XF
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Date of Date of reminder(s)
States parties Date due submission sent. if any

Romania 22 March 1977 29 July 1978 (1) 30 September 1977
( 2) 22 February 1978

Rwanda 22 March 1977 NOT YET RECEIVED (1) 30 September 1977
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

Spain 26 July 1978 1 September 1978

Suriname 27 March 1978 NOT YET RECEIVED

Sweden 22 March 1977 21 March 1977

Syrian Arab 22 March 1977 28 June 1977
Republic

Tunisia 22 March 1977 30 March 1977

Ukrainian Soviet 22 March 1977 31 August 1978 (1) 30 September 1977
Socialist ( 2) 22 February 197d
Republic (3) 29 August 1978

Union of Soviet 22 March 1977 30 January 1978 (1) 30 September 1977
Socialist
Republics

United Kingdom of 19 August 1977 18 August 1977
Great Britain
and Northern
I::-e1and

United Republic 10 September 1977 NOT YET RECEIVED (1) 22 February 1978
of Tanzania

Uruguay 22 March 1977 NOT YET RECEIVED (1) 30 September 1977 1
(2) 22 February 1978
(3) 29 August 1978

Yugoslavia 22 March 1977 28 February 1978 (1) 30 September 1977
( 2) 22 February 1978

Zaire 31 January 1978 NOT YET RECEIVED
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Date of
submission

27 May 1978

26 June 1978
11 July 1978

6 July 1978
13 September 1978
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Cyprus

Ecuador

Finland

Syrian Arab Republic

United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern
Ireland

States parties

B. Supplementary repor~s containt1'ill.a,Q.ditiunal infQ!'J!1!?-tioll
submitted subsequent to the examination of tne initial
reports by the Committee

:'
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ANNEX IV

CorresEondence between the Chairman of the Human Rights Committee

and the Pr-es i derrt of the Econornic ann. Soc i a.l, Council ccmcernin~

the transmission of the seco~r-~nnuai-re~tof the Co~~ittee to

the General Assembly coverinl! the A.ctivities of the Committee at

its three sessiq,ns~lf'l::.-~!!..1978~

A. Letter dated 1 August 1978 from the Chairman of the

H,unan Rights Committee to the President of

the Economic and Social Council

The Human Rights Committee established under the International Covenant on

Civil and PoliticaJ. Rights, of which I have the honour to be the Chairman, has

requested that I should, through you, bring the following to the attention of the

General Assembly of the United Nations and the Economic and Social Council for

their information.

As you are aware, the Human Rights Committee is required by article 45 of the

Covenant to submit to the General Assembly of the United Nations, through the

Economic and Social Coundl, an annual report on its activities. At its first

session, the Committee decided that its annual report would cover the activities of

the Committee during a calendar year. In 1977 the Committee held two sessions.

The Committee's first report covering its activities in 1977 was submitted to the

General Assembly at its thirty-second session. In the current year, it has been

found necessary, in order to keep abreast of the work, to hold an additional

session which will take place in October 1978. Since the Committee's annual report

for 1978 will be adopted at the end of the October session, it may not be ready

for submission, through the Economic and Social .:louncil, to the General Assembly at

its thirty-third session.

It will be recalled that, for the present, the Human Rights Committee has two

main functions:

I
I

I

\
r

I

six reports
should be d
re:porting S
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Protocol, a
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admissibili
Committee w
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1.

2.

To study reports submitted by States parties pursuant to article 40,

paragraph 1 (a),of the Covenant;

To receive and consider communications submitted to it by individuals

under the Optional Protocol.

I acknc
informed me
October 197
that sessio

The Committee has so far received initial reports from 23 States parties. It

has begun consideration of 18 of these reports and at its forthcoming session in

October of this year it plans to start work on a further 4 reports. Exper~~nce

shows that about three meetings are necessary to deal with each report at the first

stage, when the report is introduced by a representative of the reporting State and

members of the Committee put questions to him. The Committee has found therefore

that it is not practicable to complete thif' stage of the study of more than about

a/ See s~ct. 11 B above.
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six reports in the course of a session of three weeks and from now on some time
should be deyoted at each session to the continuation of the dialogue with
re~l?orting Sta;;es.

As regards the exercise of the Committee's functions under the Optional
Protocol, appropriate procedures have been developed and put into operation,
including the setting up of a working group to meet prior to each session of the
G':lmmittee in order to make a preliminary study of the communications received and
sllbmit recommendations on them to the Committee. Thirty-four communications have
so far been submitted to it. The Committee's first task on receiving a
communication is to determine whether it is admissible for consideration in
accordance with the conditions laid down in the Protocol. Decisions on
admissibility have already been made in respect of 13 communications and the
Committee will proceed in October to consider the merits of the complaints made
in some of those which have been declared admissible.

During the October session the Committee also intends to finalize its further
programme of work with a view to establishing, so far as possible, a re&ular
pattern of sessions for each year in the light of the experience already gained
and the anticipated workload. Another 21 reports are due to be received from
States parties before the end of this year and a further 3 before 1 July 1979.
It is also likely tha<; the number of communications received by the Committee
under the Optional Protocol will increase significantly when the procedure becomes
better known. It will be the constant endeavour of the Committee, w'ith the
necessary supporting services from the Secretariat, to keep abreast of its work.

(Signed) Andreas V. MAVROMMATIS
Chairman of the

Human Rip;hts Committe€

B. Letter dated 3 August 1978 from the President of the
Economic and Social Council to the Chairman of the
Human Ri~hts Committee

I aclmowledge the receipt of your letter of 1 August 1978 in which you
informed me that the Human Rights Committee would hold an additional session in
October 1978 and that its annual report for 1978 would be adopted at the end of
that session.

As you have noted in your letter, the Committee is required by article 45 of
the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights to submit to the General
Assembly, through the Economic and Social Council, an annual report on its
activities. You are no doubt aware that the Assembly and the Council have already
made provision in their agenda for this year for the consideration of the
Committee's report. The Council will therefore maintain the relevant item on its
agenda until such time as the General Assembly deals with the question raised in
your letter. Before taking the matter any further, however, you may wish to
consider whether the annual report, to be adopted in October, could be ready in
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tUlle for the consideration of the General Assembly at its thirty-third session.
Should this be possible, the situation of the Assembly receiving a report in 1979
on the activities of the COlmnittee for the previous year would be avoided.

(Sigrwd) Donald O. ~ILLS
President of the

Economic and Social Council

C.- Letter dated 18 AUgust 1978 fro~ the Chairman of the
Human Rights Committee to the President of the
Economic and Social Council

I acknowledge the receipt of your letter of 3 August 1978 concerning the annual
report of the Human Rights Coromittee on its activities during the calendar year
1978.

I have taken note of your observations which I intend to convey to the
Committee when it reconvenes for its fifth session in Geneva on 23 October 1978.
I should however point out that it is only at the end of that session, on
3 November 1978, that the Committee will adopt its annual report.

As you will realize it is not within the province of the Committee to determine
or forecast when its adopted report, having been edited, translated and reproduced
as appropriate, will be released and available for distribution to the Economic and
Social Council as well as to the General Assembly. Assuming, on reasonable grounds,
that the report could be issued for all purposes in the latter part of November, it
remains to be seen whether the Council woul.d then be in a position to take it up for
transmission to the General Assembly in time for it to be considered by the Third
Committee before it adjourns early in December. These are organizational matters
which are obviously beyond the reach of the Human Rights Committee and can only be
resolved by the Council itself and the General Assembly.

In the meantime, I should like to inform you that in order to avoid the
recurrence of similar difficulties in the future, it is my intention to request the
Human Rights Committee to reconsider its previous decision that its arL~ual report
would cover its activities during the calendar year, so that its report may be
adopted at its summer session even if the Committee continues to ho~~ another
session in the autumn.

(Signed) Andreas V. 14AVRO~~ffiTIS

Chairman of the
Human Rir,hts Committee
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D. Letter dated 1 Sentember 1978 from the President of
the Economic and Social Council to the Chairman of
the Human Rip,hts Committee

I acknowledr,e with appreciation your letter of 18 Au~st 1978, informin~ me
of the stens you intend to take with re~ard to the submission of the annual renort
of the Human Rights Committee.

In this connexion, I should like to inform you that the Economic and Social
Council, in decision 1978/61 of 3 Au~st 1978, decided to authorize the Secretary
General to transmit directly to the General Assembly at its thirty-third session
certain reports, amon~ them the annual renort of the Human Riehts Committee,
"unless the Council should be invited, at the request of either a member or the
Secretary-General to consider any of them at its resumed second regular session,
1978".

(Si~ned) Donald O. MILLS
President of the

Economic and Social Council
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ANNEX V

Revised rules 93 and 94 of the provisional rules of procedure ~/

Rule 93

1. As soon as possible after the Committee has taken a. decision tha.t a

coiammdcat Lon is admissible under the Protocol, that decision and the text of the

rdevant documents shall be subrai.trtied , through the Secretary-General, to the State

party concerned. The author of the communication shall also be infonned, through

th0 Secretary-General, of the decision of the Connnittee.

2. Within six months, the State party concerned shall submit to the

Cot:l!:J.ittee written explanations or statements clarifyiil8 the matter under

consideration and the remedy, if any, that may have been t aken by that State.

3. Any explanations or statements submitted by a State party pursuant to

this rule shall be communicated, through the Secretary-General, to the author of

the communication who Eay submit any additional written information or observations

within such tine-lmit as the COlTILlittee shall decide.

4. The Committee Bay review' its decision that a ccmrnmdcat.Lon is adnissible

in the light of any explanation or statements submitted by the State party pursuant

to this rule.

Rule 94

1. If the communication is admissible, the Committee shall consider the

conaundcatdon in the light of all written infomation made available to it by the

individual and by the State party concerned and shall fornulate its view' thereon.

For this purpose the Cor:unittee may refer the communication to a Horking Group of

not more than five of its memuers to ma.ll:e recommendations to the Comnittee.

2. The views of the Committee shall be cor.nnunicated, through the

Secretary-General, to the individual and to the State party concerned.

3. Any member of the COlJl:littee nay request that a SUllitlary of his individual

opinion shall be appended to the views of the Coranittee when they arc couuundcatied

to the individual and to the Sta.te part.y concerned.

Y As amended by the COnLlittee at its 72nd neeting (third session), on

2 February 1978.
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AHNEX VI

List of committee documents issued

Documents issued in the general series

CCPR/C/l

CCPR/C/l/Add.l/Rev.l

CCPR/C/l/Add.2

CCPR/C/l/Add.3 and Corr.l

CCPR/C/l/Add.4

CCPR/C/l/Add.5

CCPR/C/1/AddJi

CCPR/C/l/Add.7/Rev.l

CCPR/C/1/Add.8

CCPR/C/l/Add.9 and Corr.l

CCPR/C/l/Add.10

CCPR/C/l/Add.ll

CCPR/C/1/Add.12

CCPR/C/l/Add.13

CCPR/C/l/Add.14

CCPR/C/1/Add.15

CCPR/C/l/Add.16

CCPR/C/l/Add.17

CCPR/C/l/Add.18

CCPR/C/l/Add.19

CCPR/C/l/Add.20

CCPR/C/l/Add.21 ~

CCPR/C/l/Add.22

CCPR/C/l/Add.23

CCPR/C/l/Add.24

CCPR/C/l/Add.25 ~

Consideration of reports submitted by States parties
under article 40 of the Covenant - Initial reports
of States parties due in 1977: note by the
Secretary-General

Initial report of the Syrian Arab Republic

Initial report of Mauritius

Initial report of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Initial report of Denmark

Initial report of Norway

Initial report of Cyprus

Initial report of Tunisia

Initial report of Ecuador

Initial report of S1>1eden

Initial report of It'inland

Initial report of Hungary

Initial report of Czechoslovakia

Initial report of the German Democratic Republic

Initial report of Madagascar

Initial report of Chile

Initial report of Iran

Initial report of the United Kingdom

Initial report of the Federal Republic of Germany

Supplementary report of Denmark

Supplementary report of the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya

Initial report of Mauritius

Initial report of the USSR

Initial report of Yugoslavia

Initial report of Jordan

Initial report of Chile

a/ Initial report replacing the earlier one submitted by the State party.



CCPR/C/l/Add.26 and Corr.l

CCPR/C/l/Add.27

CCPR/C/l!Add.28

CCPR/C/l/Add.29

CCPR/C/l/Add.30

CC':'R/C/l/Add.31

CCPR/C/l/Add.32

CCPR/C/l/Add.33

CCPR/C/l/Add.34

CCPR/C/l/Add.35

CCPR/C/2 and Add.l

CCPR/C/3

CCPR/c/4

CCPR/c/4/Add.l

CCPR/C!5

CCPR/C/SR.1-18 and
corrigenda

CCPR/C/SR.19-44 and
corrigendum

CCPR/C/SR.h7-74 and
corrigendum

CCPR/C/SR.75-105 and
corrigendum

CCPR/C/SR.I06-122 and
cQrrigendum

Supplementary report of Iran

Initial report of the Byelorussian SSR

Supplementary report of Cyprus

Supplementary report of Ecuanor

Initial report of Bulgaria

Supplementary report of the Syrian Arab Republic

Supplementary report of Finland

Initial report of Romania

Initial report of the Ukrainian SSR

Supplementary report of the United Kingdom

Reservations, declarations, notifications and
communications relating to the International
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the
Optional Protocol thereto .

Provisional rules of procedure of the Committee

Consdderat.Lon of reports submitted by States parties
under article 40 of the Covenant - Initial reports
of States parties due in 1978: note by the
Secretary-General

Initial report of Spain

General guidelines regarding the form and contents
of reports from States parties under article 40
of the Covenant - Adopted by the Committee at its
44th meeting (second session), on 29 August 1977

Summary records of the first session

Summary records of the second session

Summary records of the third session

Summary records of the fourth session

Summary records of the fifth session

CCP

CCP

CCP

CCP

CCP

CCP

CCP

Documents issued in the limited series

CCPR/C/L.l

CCPRiciL.2 and Add.1-2

CCPR/C/L.3 and Add.1-3

Provisional agenda - First session

Preliminary draft provisional rules of procedure
submitted by the Secretary-General

Question of co-operation of the Committee with the
specialized agencies concerned
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CCPR/C/L.4

CCPR/C/L.5

CCPR/C/L.6

CCPR/C/L.7

CCPR/C/L.8

CCPR/C/L.9

Cr-PR/C/L.ID

Provisional rules of procedure as adopted at the
first session

Provisional agenda and annotations - Second session

Provisional rules of procedure adopted by the
Human Rights Committee at its second session

Provisional agenda and annotations - Third session

Consideration of the first annual report of the
Human Rights Committee by the Ecr- 'lie and Social
Council at its resumed sixty-thh.i session and by
the General Assembly at its thirty-second session:
note by the Secretary-General

Provisional agenda and annotations - Fourth session

Provisional agenda and annotations - Fifth session
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ROW TO OBTAiN UNITED NATIONS PUBLlCA'I'IONS

United NatiODll publicaiioos may be obtained from bookstores and distributolll
tbIouahout the world. Consult your bookstore or write to:. United Nations. SBlee
Secti4Jo. New;York or Geneva.

27178-December 1978-4,350Price: $ U .5. 8.00
(or equivalent in other currencies)

COMO CONSEGUIB PUBLICACIONES DE LAB NACIONES UNlDAS

Las publicaciODes de 1as NaciMe8 Unidaa estBn en venia en librerfss y casas diem
buidol'8ll en todu pertee del mundo. Corisulte. a 8U librero odirfjese a: Naciones
UnidalI, Secci6n de Ventaa, Nueva York o Ginebra. .

COMMENT SE I'BOCUBEB LES PUBLICATIONS DES NA'I'IONS UNIES

Lee publicatiou des Natiou UnillB sont en vente dans lee librairies et lee agences
dtSptlllitairee du monde entier. Infonnez-vOUBaup. devotre lil»..aire ou adressez-vous
• ; Natiou.BUniee.~ des ventee. New York ou Geneve.

&K DOJlY'lIlT:& B3~lIIIaOprAHH3~HHOB'I>E):UlHEHHJi,IX~Jm

HsllaBWI OpraBB3~BBO&J.e,QeaeBIUdX H~Wl: HOlKBO KYDB'fi> B IIaBl!IB!dX Hare.
seaax Ii &reB'rCTB&X BO Bcex paftOB&X IIBP&. HasoAB'1'e cupamca olS il3,Q&Il3BX B
B&lDeH IIBWKBOH Haraseae BlJB DBmB'1'e DO llllpeey:· OpraBB3~BlJOCS'1>e.QBBeBBl>1X
H&~. CllKItWl DO Dpo,QllJKe B3,QaBWl:. lhiO-HOPK BlJB meBesa. ..

Litho inUnited Nations, New.York




