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LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

10 September 1971

Sir,

I have the honour to refer to article 9, paragraph 2, of the International
Convention on the Elimination of' All Forms of Racial Discrimination, according
to which the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, established
under the Convention, is to "report annually, through the Secretary-General,. to
the General Assembly of the United Nations on its activities l1

•

The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination held two sessions
in 1971 and unanimously adopted, at its 82nd meeting held today, the accompanying
report in fulfilment of its obligations under the Convention, which I am
submitting to you for transmission to the General Assembly.

Accept, Sir, the assurances of my highest consideration.

(Signed) Rajeshwar DAYAL
Chairman

Committee on the Elimination
of Racial Discrimination

His Excellency
U Thant
Secretary-General of the United Nations
New York
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I. INTRODUCTION

A. States Parties to the Convention

1, As of 10 September 1971, there were 51 States Parties to the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, which was
adopted by the General Assembly in resolution 2106 A (XX) of 21 December 1965
and opened for signature in New York on 7 March 1966, and Tlhich entered into force
on ~. January 1969 (see annex I below).

B. Sessions

2. The COlmnittee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination held two regular
sessions in 1971 at the Headquarters of the United Nations. The third session was
held from 12 to 23 April 1971 and the fourth session from 23 August to
10 September 1971.

C. Attendance------
3. The membership of the Committee was the same as during 1970 (see annex 11
below). All the members, except Mr. Cornelius, attended the third session of the
Committee) Messrso Ingles~ Rossides and Subati attended only part of that session.
Messrs. Cornelius and Ingles, and Mrs. Owusu-Addo did not attend the fourth
session of the Committee. Mr. Peles attended only part of the fourth session.

D. Officers of the Committee

4. The following officers elected by the Committee at its first meeting on
19 January 1970 for a term of two years, in accordance with article 10,
paragraph 2, of the Convention, continued to serve at the third and fourth sessions
of the Committee:

Chairman: Mr. Rajeshwar Dayal

Vice~·Chairmen: M:r. A.A. Haastrup
Mr. Gonzalo Ortiz-Martin
Mr. Zbigniew Resich

Rapporteur: Mr. Fayez Sayegh

5. In a letter dated 29 March 1971, the Secretary-General circulated to members
of the Committee a note which he had received from Mr. Rajeshwar Dayal, in which
Mr. Dayal stated that he wished to resign from the chairmanship of the Committee
on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination. Mr. Dayal's letter was discussed at
the 40th meeting of the Committee, held on 12 April 1971. Taking iv.to
consideration the views expressed by the members of the Committee, Mr. Dayal
accepted not to insist on his decision to resign from the c.hairm~nship of the
Committee.

-1-
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E. Secretariat

6. At its third session, Mr. Marc Schreiber~ Director of the Division c)f Hum~n

Rights, represented the Secretary-General, and Mr. Kamleshwar Das, Assistant
Director of the Division of Human Rights, acted as Secretary of the Committee.
At its fourth session, Mr. Marc Schreiber and Mr. Kamleshwar Das represented the
SGcretary-General~ and Mr. Enayat Houshmand acted as Secretary of the Committee.

F. Agenda

7. The agendas of the third and fourth sessions of the Committee were as follows:

Third session

1 A Adoption of the agenda.

2. Question ~~ the Chairmanship of the Committ?e.

3. Consider~tion of reports submitted by States parties under article 9
of the Convention:

(a) Initial reports of States parties which were due in 1970;

(b) Initial reports of States parties which are due in 1971;

4. Consideration of copies of petitions, copies of reports and of other
information relating to Tr\lst and Non-Self-Governing Territories and
to all other territori'es to which General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)
applies, in conformity with article 15 of the Convention.

5. Consideration of such action as may be required by the Committee under
article 11 of the Convention.

6. Meetings of the Committee in 1972.

Fourth session

1. Adoption of the agenda.

2. Rules of procedure of the Committee: proposed amenmnent to rule 35 of
the provision,9.l rules of procedure of the Committee.

3. Consideration of reports submitted by States parties under article 9
of thE Convention:

(a) Initial reports of States parties which were due in 1970;

(b) Initial reports of States parties v:hich are due in 1971;

4. Consideration of copies on petitions, copies of reports and of other
information relating to Trust and Non-Self-Governing Territor~..es and
to all other Territories to which General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV)
applies, in conformity with article 15 of the Convention.

·-2··
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5. Consideration of such action as may be required by the Committee under
article 11 of the Convention.

6. Co-operation with the ILO ann UNESCO: report of the Secretary-General
on his consultations with the ILO and UNESCO.

7. Meetings of the Committee in 1972.

8. Report of the Cornmitt(~e to the General Assembly under article 9,
paragraph 2, of the Convention.

8. As regards item 2 of the agenda of the third session, see paragraph 5 above.

9. The Committee did not take up item 5 of the agenda of its third and fourth
sessions since no action was required.

-3-
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II • RULES OF PROCEDURE

10. At its 54th meeting, On 21 April 197J., the Committee discl.4ssed the provlsJ.on
of rule 35 of its provisional rules of procedure, adopted at the first session of
the Committee, 1/ which provided that "two thirds of the members of the Committee
shall constitute a quorum". Mr. Aboul Nasr proposed that the present text be
replaced by the following in order to avoid meetings of the Committee being unduly
delayed owing to the lack of a quorum:

\

"A majority of the'members of the Committee shall constitute a
quorum. The presence of two thirds of the members of the Committee is,
however, required fo:r a question to be put to a vote."

11. At its 58th meeting, on 23 April 1971, the Committee agreed to defer
consideration of the amendment proposed by Mr. Nasr unti.l the fourth session.

12. At its fourth sessiol:'. at the 60th meeting, on 23 August 19'71, the Committee
amended rule 35 of its provisional :rules of procedure by adopting the text
proposed by Mr. Aboul Nasr with the second sentence revised to read as follows:
"The presence of two thirds of the members of the Committee is, however, required
for a decision to be taken." 2/

1/ See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-fifth Sessi(~,

Suppl;ment No. 27 (A/8027), annex II.

2/ For full text of the new rule see chapter VII, section B, decision 1 (IV),
of the present report.

-4-



Ill. CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS SUBMITTED BY STATES PARTIES
UNDER ARTICLE 9 OF THE CONVENTION

13. Under article 9, paragraph 1, of the Convention, every State Party undertakes
to submit Vlwithin one year after the entry into force of the Convention" for that
State, a lireport on the legislative, judicial, administrative, or other measures
that they' have adopted and that give effect to the provisions of this Convention".
Furthermore, "the Committee may request further information from the States
Parties".

140 By the end of the fourth session of the Committee, initial reports were due,
in accordance with article 9, paragraph 1, of the Convention, from 41 of the 51
States Parties. Of the initial reports due, 39 were received; and another initial
report was submitted well ahead of the schedule prescribed in accordance with the
Convention. In addition, 21 supplementary reports were received from 18 States
Parties, in response to requests made by 'the Committee; 11 other States Parties,
requested at the third session of the Committee to submit further information,
had not yet sent in the required supplementary reports.

15. Consideration of the initial and supplementary reports received by the
Committee engaged its attention in 27 meetings of the 43 meetings it held
at its two sessions in 19710

160 This consideration~ and the decisions to which it gave rise, aimed principally
at achieving three objectives:

(a) Ensuring that the required reports are submitted by States Parties and)
as far as possible, that they are submitted on time;

(b) Determining whether or not the reports contain all the information
required by the Convention; and ensuring that those reports which are judged bj'"

the COITmittee to be incomplete, as far as the information they contain is
concerned, ar~ supplemented by further information furnished in addition&l reportB;

(c) Examining the contents of the initial and supplementary reports received
from the States Parties in order to determine their compliance with the
requirements of the Convention.

A. Action aimed at ensuring sub~ission of initial reports by States farties

17. In its first annual report to the General Assembly, submitted in 1970,
(A/8027), the Committee reported that, at its first session, it had received 10
of the 27 initial reports which were due before the end of that session and that~

by the end of the second session, 30 of the 37 initial reports which were then
due had been received (A/8027, paras. 36-39). Tb~ seven States Parties whose
initial reports were due at the second session but were not received were: Hungary,
Iceland, Mongolia, Sierra Leone, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia and Uruguay.

-5-
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1,, l8g In accordance with rule 66, paragraph 1, of its provisional rules of procedure,

which was adopted at the second session, the Committee, when informed by the'
Secretary-General that an initial report which was due had not been received,
"may transmit to the State Party concerned, thro~ ,gh the Secretary-General, a
reminder concerning the submission of the report". Accordingly, the Committee
decided at its second session to address a reminder to six of the seven States
Parties whose reports were overdue (A/8027, para. 52). The reminder was not to
be addressed to the seventh State Party concerned (Mongolia), inasmuch as its
initial report ~ell due duri~g the session. . .

19. At its third session, the Committee had before it 33 of the 38 initial reports
which were due when the session opened. These included two initial reports from
States Parties to whom the reminder mentioned in the preceding paragraph had been
addresi':',ed: Iceland and the Syrian Arab Republic. Accord,ingly'l the Committee
decided at its 57th meeting, held on 23 April 1971, to address a second reminder
(the text of which is reproduced in annex III below) to Hungary, Sierra Leone,
Tunisia and Uruguay, as well as a first reminder to Hongolia (based on the
text adopted at the seconi session for first reminders, and reproduced in A/8027,
annex III-C).

20. By the opening of the fourth session, the Committee had received 39 of the 40
initial reports which were due at that time. (It had received also a fortieth
initial report, from Bolivia., which was submitted well ahead of the schedule laicl
down in article 9, paragraph 1, of the Convention, according to which that
initial report would be due on 21 October 1971.) The initial reports received by the
Committee included three which were submitted by States Parties to whom two
reminders had been sent, in accordance with decisions adopted at the second and
third sessions (Hungary, Sierra Leone and Tunisia), and a fourth initial report
submitted by a State Party to whom one remlnder had been addressed ~~ter the
third session (Mongolia).

21. Only one State Party (Uruguay) whose initial report was due before the
opening of the fourth session (in fact, that report was due on 5 January 1970)
had not submitted its report, even though two reminders had been addressed to it
in accordance with rule 66, paragraph 1, of tbe provisional rules of procedure and
in pursuance of decisions adopted at the second and third sessions. Acccrdir.gly,
the Committee decided, at the 63rd meeting held on 25 August 1971, to act in
accordance with the provisions of rule 66, paragraph 2, of its provisional rules
of procedure, which stated that "if even after the reminder:.. the State Party does
not submit the report •.• required under article 9 of the Convention, the Committee
shall include a reference to this effect in its annual report to the General
AssemblyH.

22. A list of the States Parties whose initial reports were due before the end
of the fourth session of the Committee, together with other relevant information,
appears in annex IV below.

2?n The information contained in annex IV shows that, although all but one of the
States Parties concerned had submitted their initial reports before the end of the

-6-
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fourth session of the Committee,3/ only four of the initial reports were in fact
submitted on or ahead of schedule (by Argentina, Greece, Spain, and the
Ukrainian SSR) 4/ 'while 35 were submitted behind schedule - the delay in sucr.lission
ranging between a few days and 19 months.

B. Action aimed at ensuring that all the information required,
in accordance with paragraph 1 of article 9 of the Convention

is furnished by States Parties

1. General req~ests for additional information

24. In its first annual report to the General Assembly, the Committee observed
that the "preliminary examination" it undertook at its second session of 11 of
the initial reports it had received "revealed that few, if any, provided all
the information which the States Parties undertook to furnish in their initia.l
reports, under article 9, paragraph 1 (a), of the Convention; that not all these
reports were prepared on the lines suggested by the Committee in its communication
of 28 January 1970 (CERD/C/R.12 contained in A/8027, annex III A) and that even
those reports which were guided by that cocrmunication did not furnish all the
categories of information specified in that communication" (A/8027, para. 45).

25. The Committee further reported that it decided at its second session "to send
out a general communication requesting that each State Party which had already
submitted its report re-examine it, in comparison with the list of categories of
information requested in the communication of 28 January 1970, and furnish the
Committee with the missing information. The Committee requested each State Party
to submit to the Committee ••• such information as was requested by it but was not
yet furnished by the State Party. The new communication also refers the States
Parties to the summary records of the meetings of the Committee in which reports
submitted by States Parties were examined" (A/8027, para. 49).

26. At the third session, the Committee examined, one by one, all the reports
whether initial or supplementary, which were before it.

27. From the 41st to the 52nd meetings of the Committee:l the initial report of
each State Party (together with the supplementary report submitted by it, if
any) was examined separately. This examination was aimed primarily, though not
exclusively, at indicating the categories of information which, in the opinion
of members of the Committee, were either totally lacking or insufficiently provided
in the report (or reports) submitted by each State Party. Various members of the
Committee made specific suggestions for requesting additional information.

1/ This statement refers to Uruguay, as already mentioned in paragraph 21;
it does not take account of the case of Norway, whose initial report was due
during the fourth session, on 6 September 1971, but had not been received before
the end of the session on 10 September 1971.

4/ This statement does not take account of the case of Bolivia, whose
init~al report would be due on 21 October 1971 but was submitted on 30 July 1971.

-7-
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28. From its 56th to its 58th meetings, the Committee proceeded to determine
forme.lly its view as 0. Committee (as distinct from the view·s expressed at previous
meetings, which were those of the individual members) as to which reports were
"satisfactory", in the sense that they furnished all or most of the required
information, and which reports were "unsatisfactoryll or "incomplete" and therefore
needed to be supplemented by further information. The initial report (and
supplementnry report, if any) of each State Party was put before the COlmnittee
separately by the Chairman. Where there was no consensus, the question whether a
State Party's report (or reports) was "satisfactory" or whether, failing that, the
Committee vi shed to request additional information from that State Party, was
decided by vote.

29. The Committee expressed itself as satisfied with the completeness of the
reports submitted by the following 15 States Parties, from which no additional
information was requested: Byelorussian SSR, Egypt, Federal Republic of Germany,
Ghana, Holy See, India, Libyan Arab RepUblic, NiBeria, Philippines, Poland,
Swaziland, Ukrainian SSR, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Kingdom,
and Yugoslavia.

30. On the other hand, the reports submitted by the following 17 States Parties
were considered by the Committee "incomplete" or "unsatisfactory", in the sense
that significant categories of information were either totally lacking or
insufficiently provided in them: Argentina, Brazil, Buli:Saria, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Ecuador, Iceland, Iran, Kuwait, Madagascar, Niger
Pakistan, Panama, Spain, Syrian Arab Republic, and Venezuela. At its 58th meeting,
held on 23 April 1971, the Committee adopted the text of a communication which
it decided to request the Secretary-General to submit to the aforementioned
17 States Parties, in accordance with rule 65 of ;ts provisional rules of
procedure. (The text of this communication is. . vduced in an:1ex V.)

31. In this communication, each State Party was requested once again to compare
the information it had submitted with the comrnunication adopted at the first
session of the Committee (CERD/C/R.12 contained in A/8027, annex III A) alid to
furnish the Committee Ivith all the pertinent information by 15 July 197'1; and the
attention of the State Party concerned was drawn to the summary records of the
meetings of the Committee at which the Committee discussed the report (or reports)
of that State Party.

32. The communication of the Committee was transmitted to the 17 States Parties
concerned by the Secretary-General in a note verbale dated 3 May 1971.

33. At its fourth session, from the 6lst to the 71st meetings, the Committee
examined 15 reports, initial and supplementary, which were submitted by 14 States
Parties since the end of the third session. These included four initial reports
which, though due in 1970, were not received until after the end of the third
session, from Hungary, Mongolia, Sierra Leone, and Tunisia; three initial reports,
which were due and were received before tre opening of the fourth session, from
Iraq, Greece, and Finland; one initial report which, wtile due on 21 October 1971,
was nevertheless received before the opening of the fourth session, from Bolivia;
five supplementary reports submitted by Brazil, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,Pnnnnla, and
the Syrian Arab RepUblic, in response to the communication requestingadditional
information which the Committee decided at its third session to address to
17 States Parties; 21 and two other supplementary reports, submitted by

2/ The supplementary report of a sixth State Party (Iceland) was received
by the Committee at the last meeting of its fourth session, and, therefore, was
not considered by the Committee.

-8-



Cyprus and Madagascar after the end of the third session in response to the 6/
communication adopted by the Committee at its second session (A/8027~ annex III B).-

34. The Committee followed~ at the fourth session, the procedure it had followed at
its third session in the examination of the reports submitted in accordance with
article 9~ paragraph l~ of the Convention: it examined the report (or reports)
submitted. by each State Party separately; and it examined it primarily~

although not solely, with a view to determining the completeness or incompleteness
of the information it contained and deciding whether or not additional information
was needed. The Con~ittee took a decision concerning the completeness or
incon~leteness of each State Party's report (or reports) immediately after that
report was examined.

35. The reports submitted by the following SlX States Parties were considered
lIcomplete"~ and the Committee decided not to request them to supply additional
information: Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Finland, Mongolia~ Panama and the Syrian Ar~b

Republic. The Committee decided that further information was needed from the
following sjx States Parties, whose initial reports were considered "incomplete"
or "unsatisfactory": Bolivia~ Greece, Hungary, Iraq, Sierra Leone and Tunisia.
It adopted similar decisions with respect to the supplementary reports submitted
by two States Parties: Brazil and Madagascar.

36. The Committee decided to request the Secretary-General to follow, in the
implementation of those decisions, the same procedure followed pursuant to
similar decisions adopted at the third sessio~, with the understanding that
those States Parties from whom additional information was required, .and whose
second periodic reports were due on 5 January 1972, might embody such inf' rmation
in their second periodic reports (see also para. 57 below).

2. Specific requests for additional information

(a) Request addressed to the Syrian Arab Republic

37. The initial report submitted by the Syrian Arab Republic concluded with
the following statement:

" ••• some 110,000 Syrian citizens of the Golan Heights have since
June 1967 been deprived of those fundamental human rights enunciated by
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Covenants on Human Rights
and specifically by article 5 of International Convention on the Elimination
of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. It is therefore incumbent upon the
parties to the latter Convention to carry out their individual and
collective responsibilities towards the termination of the Israeli
discriminatory and racist policies and practices in occupied territories".

38. The Committee considered the initial report of the Syrian Arab Republic~

together with a supplementary report at the 49th, 50th~ 56th and 57th meetings.

6/ For details on the supplementary reports requested by the Committee and
submitted by the States Parties concerned~ see annex VI below.

-9-
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39. Mr. Aboul-Nasr suggested that the Committee might ask the Syrian Arab Republic
to supplement the information contained in its initial report, relating to
the situation in the Syrian territories occupied by Israel. In the discussion
that followed, some doubts in relation to this suggestion were voiced. Mr. Partsch
wondered whether the matter under discussion involved race or religion; and~ without
committing himself to an answer to the question he raised, he expressed the
opinion that, if the situation under consideration involved religion rather than
race, then it would fall outside the competence of the Committee. The Chairman
invited the Committee to decide whether the information it was entitled to request
from the States Parties under article 9, paragraph 1, of the Convention had to
relate to measures adopted by the State Party concerned, or whether the information
could also de~l with m£asures. taken by a third party. Mr. Haastrup pointed out
that the acts of discrimination referred to were being committed by a State which
was not a Party to the Convention; suggested that the Syrian Arab Republic might
find it difficult to provide further information, since the territory involved was,
for the moment, occupied by another State; and observed that the case was a very
difficult political issue which demanded the greatest caution.

40. The question was also raised, whether the matter under discussion should be
considered by the Committee under article 9 or article 15 of the Convention, or
under both articles. Mr. Partsch thought that the matter pertained to article 15;
Messrs. Rossides and Haastrup doubted that article 15 applied to the situation
under examination; while Messrs. Peles and Sayegh expressed th€ opinion that it
could be dealt with in connexion with both articles.

41. The proposal, however, was supported in statements made by Messrs. Getmanets,
Ma~chant, Peles, Resich, Sayegh, Tarassov, Tomko and Valencia Rodriguez and by
Mrs. Owusu-Addo.

42. Mr. Aboul-Nasr suggested that, inasmuch as doubt had been expressed about the
competence of the Committee to request further information from the Syrian
Arab Republic on this matter under article 9 of the Convention, this question of
competence should be put to the vote. The Chairman announced that "the
overwhelming majority of the members of the Committee agreed to request further
information from Syria on the situation in the occupied territories".

43. However, it later became apparent that the general agreement to request
additional information from that State Party was not accompanied by commensurate
agreement on the manner in which such additional information should be requested.
At issue was the question whether a specific request for additional information
on the situation in the Syrian territories occupied by Israel should be addressed
to the Syrian Arab Republic, or whether a general request asking that State Party
(along ,vith several other States Parties) to furnish additional information, in
the light of the discussions reflected in the summary records of the meetings in
which the reports of the States Parties concerned were examined, would suffice.

44. At the 57th meeting, Mr. Sayegh proposed that the following paragraph be
embodied in the communication to be transmitted to the Syrian Arab Republic
requesting additional information:

"With regard to the conditions described in the final paragraph of
the first report submitted by the Syrian Arab Republic, the Committee would
welcome receiving from the Government of the Syrian Arab Republic by
30 June 1971 any such additional information as may be available to it."
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The proposal was adopted by 6 votes· to 5, with 2 abstentions (see chapter VII,
section A, decisio~ 1 (Ill)).

45. The text quoted in the preceding paragraph was embodied in a note verbale
dated 3 May 1971, addressed by the Secretary-General to the Syrian Arab Republic.

(b) Request addressed to Greece

46. The initial report submittea by Greece contained the following statement:

" ... the provisions of articles 7, 8, 9,10,12,13,14,16,17,
18, 19, 21, 24, 26, 27, 48, 56, 61 and 121 of the Constitution, as
well as the provisions of the Institutional Laws of Greece for the
enforcement of the new Constitution and in particule,r Legislative
Decrees Nos. 792, 793,794,795,796,797,800,803 and 804 of
1971 guarantee the fundffinental ri@1ts of equality before the law
of every citizen in the enjoyment of his civil and political rights".

47. The Committee considered that report at its fourth session (68th meeting).
In the course of the examination of that report, some members expressed the desire
to receive the full texts of the articles of the Constitution as well as the
Legislative Decrees cited in the passage quoted above, in order that the
examination of the report of Greece by tLe Committee might be more meaningful.
In addition, Mr. Partsch stated that, according to information which was in the
public domain, some articles of the Constitution - including some of the
articles cited in the report of Greece - were at one time either suspended or
applied within prescribed limits.

48. Mr. Tarassov expressed the opinion that one "possibility" would be for the
Committee, following the precedent established in relation to the report of the
Syrian Arab Republic (paras. 37-44 above), to request Greece to provide additional
information on the "content and application" of the articles of the Constitution
and the Legislative Decrees cited in its initial report.

49. The Committee decided to address a request to the Government of Greece
for the submission of the required information. (see chap. VII, section B,
decision 2 (IV)).

3. Action aimed at ensuring greater completeness in future reports
from States Parties

50. As the foregoing paragraphs would indicate, the Committee had felt constrained
to devote much of its attention, during the four sessions it had held since it
was established, to the task of ensuring that the reports submitted by states
Parties contained as much as possible of the information which the States Parties
undertook, in article 9, paragraph 1, of the Convention, to submit. The experience
of those four sessions had shown that, the more complete the reports of the
States Parties were, the greater the Committeeis opportunity to devote its
attention to the task of considering their substance and discharging its p,rincipal
responsibilities under article 9, paragraph 2, of the Convention, and the
lesser the need for the Committee to formulate successive corrmunications requesting
States Parties to furnish significant and needed information which was either
entirely lacking or insufficiently supplied in their earlier reports.
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51. At its fo~th session, therefore, the Committee adopted two decisions
relating to the reports expected in 1972. Those decisions were taken in accordance
with rule 64 of the provisional rules of procedure, which stated that:

TiThe Committee may, through the Secretary-General, inform the
States Parties of its wishes regarding the form and contents of the
periodic reports required to be submitted under article 9 of the
Convention."

52. The periodic reports expected in 1972 fell into two categories: (a) initial
reports, to be submitted by States Parties for whom the Convention entered into
force in 1971, and (b) second periodic reports, expected from States Parties for
whom the Convention entered' into force in 1969 and whose initial reports were
therefore due in 1970.

(a) Initial reports which are due in 1972

53. The Convention entered into force for six States Parties (China, Morocco,
Nepal, the Central African Republic, ~1alta and Cameroon) in 1971. Their initial
reports were therefore due in 1972.

54. At its 68th meeting, the Committee agreed that the Secretary-General should
continue the practice he had followed so far: when reminding a State Party of the
date on which its initial report was due, in advance of that date, the
Secretary-General should continue to bring to the attention of that State Party
the communication adopted by the Committee on 28 January 1970 (CERD/C/R.12
contained in A/8027, annex III A) and containing some guidelines relating to
the desired structure and organization of the reports.

55. At the 7lst meeting on 31 August 1971, however, the Rapporteur proposed
that the two concluding, as well as the two opening, paragraphs of the communication
in question be deleted from the text to be transmitted by the Secretary-General
to the States Parties from then on, and that the Secretary-General be advised to
refer to the remaining portions, which were to be transmitted to the States Parties,
as extracts from the communication adopted by the Committee at its first session
which were directly relevant to the preparation of their initial reports by the
States Parties. The Committee approved the suggestion.

(b) Second periodic reports which are .~~e in 1972

56. Article 9, paragraph 1 (b), of the Convention, provided that a State Party
undertake to submit a report every two years after the initial report.
Accordingly, the 37 States Parties whose reports were due in 1970 were expected
to submit their second periodic reports in 1972.

57. At the 7lst meeting of its fourth session, held on 31 August 1971, the
ComrJittee decided to request the Secretary-General to apply to the second periodic
reports the p?actice, which he had followed in relation to the initial reports,
of sending advance reminders to the States Parties advising them of the date
on which their re~orts were due. It also decided to request the Secretary-General
to inform the States Parties of the Committee's wish that the second periodic
renorts should contain information on "the legislative, judicial, administrative,
or other measures ••. that give effect to the provisions of the Convention" and
that they might have a.dopted. in the interval between the initial report and the
second periodic report; and that that information be organized along the lines
suggested in the communication of 28 January 1970 (CERD/C/R.12 contained in
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A/8027~ annex III A) for guidance in the preparation of initial reports. Moreover,
the Con~ittee decided that the States Parties whose initial reports (and
supplementary reports, if any) were considered by the Committee to be incomplete,
should be invited, through the Secretary-General, to include in their second
periodic reports the required information which should have been - but was not 
furnished in the earlier reports, and to do so in the light of the discussions
held at the meetings in which the reports concerned were examined, as reflected
in the summary records of those meetings.

C. Examination of the contents of reports from States Parties
in order to determine their' compliance with the requiremen~s

of the Convention

1. Comments by members on the information contained in the reports

58. At its 6ist and 7lst meetings (fourth session), the Committee considered
whether its annual report to the General Assembly for 1971 should embody the
views ex.pressed by members in the course of the examination of the reports at the
third and fourth sessions.

59. Three views were expressed. One view favoured reporting the observations made
by members; the second view called for further substantive consideration or
action; and the third view opposed both the reporting of the observations made by
individual members and further consideration, at the fourth session, of the
substance of reports already considered.

60. It was eventually decided that the annual report to be submitted in 1971 to
the General Assembly should reflect only the formal actions that had been actnally
taken by the Committee at its third and fourth sessions. Accordingly, the report
of the Committtee would include the decisions which the Committee had adopted
with a view to ensuring submission of reports by all States Parties whose
reports were due, decisi~~s to request additional information from States Parties~

and such other views as were expressed by members on individual reports from
States Parties and were eventually adopted by the Committee; but the report would
include no Usuggestions and general recommendations based on the examination
of the reports and information received from the States Parties" since nfjne
were made by the Committee at the third and fourth sessions.

2. Action on info~mation supplied by Panama rtlating to the situation
in the Panama Canal Zone

61. In paragraph 3 of its supplementary report, Panama assured the Committee
inter alia that it was Vlcomplying with the principless and provisions embodied
in article 5 of the Convention ••• Vi. However, subparagrpah (1) of paragraph 3,
after citing article 66 of the Constitution, which was described as "vTholly
consonant with the Convention", proceeded to state the followin~:

H ••• However, this principle of social justice has been systematically
violated by the United States of America in the Panama Canal Zone. In
this Panamanian territory which, under the existing Agreements, has been
designated for the provision of an international public service, namely,
the construction, oyeration, maintenance and drainage of the Inter-Oceanic
Canal, salary discrimination is practised according to a workervs origin.
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There is one salary scale for Panamanians and another for United States
citizens. In innumerable instances, Panamanian workers receive lower
salaries although performing the same work under 'equal conditions'.
United States citizens, who constitute one quarter of the total labour
force, earn more than Panamanians, who constitute three quarters of it.
Panama has always protested against the fact that the universal principle
of 'equal pay for equal work' is not observed in the Canal Zone. This
has been one of the 'causes of conflict' between Panama and the United
States. It is clear that in the Panama Canal Zone salary discrimination
is practised against Panamanians."

Moreover~ subparagraph (p) of.paragraph 3 states:

ilThe right of access to any place or service. Segregation of any
kind is inconceivable in Panama. It would be absurd in a country which
calls itself the 'melting pot of the races' and 'bridge of the world'.
Indeed, one source of conflict which developed at the outset between
Panama and the United States was the introduction of racial discrimination,
a type of apartheid, in the part of Panama known as the Panama Canal Zone.
Until 1959, there existed in that territory what W3re known as the 'gold
roll' and the i silver roll'. The former covered w:lites and the latter,
all other groups. Schools, shops, cinemas, hotels, clubs, services and
so on, were segregated. There was even discrimination in cemeteries.
Although the discriminatory 'cards ware no longer iri use, the situation
persists under different names, particularly with regard to salaries,
as has already been noted. Vf

62. The Committee examined this report at the fourth session, from the 63rd to
the 66th meetings.

63. Opening che discussion, Mr. Sayegh noted the difficulties posed by the portion
of the report dealing with the situation in the Panama Canal Zone: the Committee
was informed by a State Party that racial discrimination was being systematically
practisE~d.on a na.rt of its territory, but by another State which was not a Party
to the Conventi"', He proposed, i1tentat ively 11 , that the Committee should take
note "with deep regret l1 of the information formally given to it by a State Party,
and draw the attention of the General Assembly to IIthat sad situation'!.
Mr. Tarassov~ at the same meeting, agreed that the report posed special legal
difficulties, but thought that Mr. Sayegh 1 s proposal was well within the
Committee's competence and avoided the legal pitfalls to which he had alluded;
however, he suggested an amendment, stating that the Committee did not have the
"poss ibility" to request information from the United States of America, since it
was not a Party to the Convention. Mr. Sayegh accepted the amendment, suggesting
meanwhile that the word llpossibility" be replaced by "competence" - to v7hich
Mr. Tarass0v agreed.

64. In the discussion which followed, some members questioned the competence of
the Committee to deal with the matter and opposed its taking action along the lines
proposed by Messrs. Sayegh and Tarassov. The salient arguments in the lengthy
debate may be summarized as follows: 7/

7/ In the following paragraphs of chapter Ill, direct quotations from
statements attributed to individual members are drawn from the provisional
summary records of the Committee.
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(i) Mr. Sukati asserted that the information contained in the portion of
the report which was under consid,eration did not relate to article 9 of
the Convention; that it was indeed a "complaint" against another State,
which nevertheless could not be dealt with under article 11 of the
Convention inasmuch as the other State concerned, the United states of
America, was not a Party to the Convention; and that the information
under examination was therefore "irrelevant" and should not be taken
note of. Sir Herbert Marchant associated himself with the conclusion
that the information under examination i?could not be considered under
the terms of article 9 of the Convention Vl

•

On the other hand, Messrs. Sayegh~ Valencia Rodriguez, and Tomko
argued that the information in question had been presented to the
Committee in response to its request for additional information in
accordance with article 9 of the Convention; and pointed out that the
situation was as follows: a State Party, in the course of informing the
Committee of the measures it had adopted to give effect to the
provisions of the Convention on its territory, singled out one area of
its national territory on which, it reported, racial discrimination was
being practised. Messrs ~ Aboul-Nasr and Tarassov d.enied that the
information was submitted to the Committee, or was dealt with by the
Committee, as a "complaint" within the meaning of article 11. And
Messrs. Dayal, Getmanets, Say-egh and Valencia Rodriguez expressed the
opinion that the Committee would be failing its obligations if it were to
refuse to take note of information formally submitted by a State PHrty
to the effect that racial d~scriminationwas being practised on its
territory.

(ii) Mr. Haastrup also questioned the competence of the Committee to deal
with the matter, but for different reasons. He believed that the matter
could be dealt with neither under article 15 nor under article ll~ but
only under article 9 of the Convention, if at all. However, in dealing
with the matter under article 9, the Committee would be dealing with
the situation in a territory over which the reporting State Party "had
acknowledged that it had no jurisdiction". The question of the
juridical status of the Panama Canal Zone was of concern to Mr. Rossides
also. Messrs. Haastrup, Partsch and Rossides thought that the precise
juridical status of the Panama Canal Zone, being relevant to the
question at hand, should be carefully determined; and that information
on the agreements between Panama and the United States concerning the
Zone in question should be requested. Messrs. Haastrup and Partsch
thought also that, until this information had been sought and received,
the Committee could not proceed to take any action on the report of
Panama.

On the other hand, Messrs. Sayegh, Tarassov and Valencia Rodri.guez
denied that the question of the status of the Panama Canal Zone had any
relevance to the work of the Committe~: the Zone was part of the
national territory of the State Party which submitted the report, and that
was sufficient to establish the competence of the Committee to take note
of information in the report regarding the practice of racial
discrimination on the portion of the territory in question.
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(iii) The competence of the Committee to deal with the r.:atter was challenged.
from a third angle. Messrs. Haastrup, Ortiz-Martin, and Partsch
questioned the right of the Committee to consider matters involving
States which were not Parties to the Convention. Mr. Ortiz-Martin added
that, if the Committee decided that it did have that right, it should
first give a hearing to the non-Party state.

On the other hand, Mr. Sayegh pointed out that the Convention
required such a procedure as Mr. Ortiz-Martin suggested only in
article 11, paragraph 5; but, he noted, that procedure applied only to
States Parties and only in the case of a complaint submitted and dealt
with under article 11, and neither condition obtained in the case at
hand. Article 9, he further argued, not only did not require, but in
fact forbade, the Committee to seek or to receive information from any
source other than the states Parties concerned. Finally, he recalled
that the Committee had, over four sessions, examined reports from States
Parties without inviting their representatives to participate in the
discussions; in fact, in one instance it had rejected th~ request made
by a State Party to participate in the deliberations of the Committee
(see para. 88 below). Accordingly, to suggest that the examination of
the report of Panama should be conditional upon granting a hearing to
the United States of America, which was not a Party, would be tantamount
to discriminating against States Parties in favour of non-Party States.

(iv) Mr. Haastrup cautioned the Committee against dealing with the information
on the situation in the Panama Canal Zone lest, by doing so, it involve
itself in "delicate international political questions", particularly
since such questions could more appropriately be debated in other
United Nations organs.

On th~ other hand, Mr. Valencia Rodriguez, while admitting that
flof course, any recommendation to the General Assembly would have
political significance f1

, warned that, likewise, "failure on the part of
.the Committee to bring such a case to the Assembly7 s attention would
have political significance too".

(v) Sir Herbert Marchant, noting that the report of Panama was Hnot always.
very precise'! and tha.t the Committee "COUld not ask the United States';
for additional Llformation, suggested that the COInmittee could ask
Panam8. to furnish further information - for "the Committee was duty
bound to assemble all the facts of a case before referring it to the
General Assemblyl1. Otherwise, the Committee would be "acting on
insufficient information Vl

• Mr. Haastrup also thought that "the
Committee did not have sufficient information to serve as a basis for
action" .

On the other hand, Mr. Sayegh thought that the information already
before the Comrnittee was sufficient to serve as a bas,is for the limited
action envisaged in the proposal before it; and since more far-reaching
action would be beyond the competence of the Comrr~lttee, inasmuch as
the United States was not a Party to the Convention and ~he matter
had come before the Committee under article 9 and not under article 11,
he saw no reason why the action now proposed should be deferred until
the receipt of further information on the basis of which the Committee
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could not in any case adopt additional measures. Mr. Nasr, however,
while opposing postponement of action by the COffirYlittee until. further
information had been sought and received from Panama, nevertheless thou:sht
the,+', once Mr. Sayegh' s proposal was adopted , it would be advisable to
request additional information from Panama so that the Committee could at
a later stage adopt a position that 'went beyond merely taking note of the
information at hand and drawing the attention of the Gener.al Assembly to it.

B: i2i. 11 d a illl.IU III I ;;

I
i

65 WLJ.le the debate was in progress, several amendments to the proposal before
t Cor ittee (Mr; Sayegh's proposal, embodying the text of Mr. Tarassov's
amendment; as amended bY' Mr. Sayegh) were slibmitted.

66. Mr. Rossides su:bmitted an amendment to paragraph 1. of the proposal. This
amendment was later revised by him in the light of suggestions from
Mr. Valencia Rodriguez. Mr. Dayal submitted another amendment to the same
paragraph, which he later withdrew in favour of the revised amendment of
Mr. Rossides. Mr. Haastrup submitted an amendment designed to replace the text
of Mr. Rossides' amendment to paragraph 1 of the original proposal; but this
amendment also was withdrawn before the vote. Mr. Rossides' revised amendment
stated:

"The Committee on the Elimination of Raclal Diserimination takes
note of the allegations contained in information forDffilly furnished 'by
the Government of Panama to the effect that in part of its national
territory known as the Panama Canal Zone, Which is under the control
of the Government of the United States of America, certain forms of
racial discrimination have been and are being systematically practised."

67. To this, Mr. Sayegh proposed two amendments: first, to add the words
"with deep regret" after the words "takes note"; and, secondly, to delete the
words "allegations contained in'l.

68. Three amendments to paragraph 3 of the original proposal were sUbmitted.
An amEudment by Mr. Haastrup, which would have deleted the whole paragraph, was
withdrawn along with his amendment to the first paragraph. Mr. Rossides'
amendment called for replacing the words' sad situation" by the word "information",
while Mr. Valencia Rodrigue z' amendment called for dele ting the wo:r;'d "sad".

69. In the vote on the amendments to paragraph 1, Mr. Sayegh's first amendment
was not adopted, since there were 6 votes in favour and 6 against, with
2 abstentions; Mr. Sayegh' s second amendment was adopted by ~r votes to 5, with
2 abstentions; and Mr. Rossides' amendment, as emended, was adopted 'by 7 votes
to 6, with 1 abstention.

70. Of the amendments to paragraph 3, Mr. Rossides' amendment was rejected by
7 votes to 6 , with l. abstention, and Mr. Valencia Rodriguez' amendment \vas adoptec1
by 7 votes to 6, with 1 abstention. Paragraph 3, as amended, was adopted by
13 votes to none, with 1. abstention.

71. When put to the vote as a Whole, Mr. Sayegh's proposal, as amended, was
adopted by 12 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.
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72. The text of the Committee's decision reads as follows (see also chapter VII,
section B, decision 3 (iv):

I
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1. The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination takes note
of the information formally furnished by the Government of Panama to the
effect that in part of its national territory known as the Panama Canal
Zone, which is under the control of the Government of the United States
of America, certain forms of racial discrimination have been and are
being systematically practised.

2. The Committee did not have the competence to request the relevant
information on this question from the Govern~ent of the United States
of America, since the United States of America is not a Party to t.he
Convention.

3. However, the Committee "ishes to draw the attention of the General
Assembly to this situation.

3. Action on information Gupplied by the Syrian Arab R~public
relating to the situation in the Gol~n H0i~hts

73~ It has already been reported (paras. 37-44 above) that, at its third session,
the Committee decided to adQress to the Syrian Arab Republic a request for further
information on the situation in the Golan Heights, to which an earlier report from
that State Party had alluded.

74. In response to this request, the Syrian Arab Republic submitted a sup:plementary
report, the second part of which contained the requested information.

(

j

E
c

E

75. Paragraph 1 of the second part of the supp-.ementary report from the Syrian
Arab Republic recalled th9.t article 5 of the Convention Ylenumerates the rights that
all Contracting P~u'ties undertake to protect", and quoted the texts of paragraph d,
sUbparagraphs i, ii, v, and vi, of that article.

76. Paragraph 2 of the second part of the supplementary report from the Syrian
Arab Republic drew attention to "a number of resolutions" which "were adopted by
the various organs of the United Nations requesting Israel to facilitate the
return of new refugees to their homeland, and ensure the safety, welfare and
security of the inhabitants of ttle occupied areas". The attention of the Committee
was drawn to 14 such resolutions, of which seven were adopted by the General
Assembly, two by the Security Council, one by the Economic and Social Council, and
four by the Cormn'; ':!sion on Human Rights. "un the other hand", the report then
stated, "the Israeli occupying authorities, contrary to their 6bligations under
International Law, have, since the beginning of the occupation, embarked upon
practices that have virtually deprived the pU.I!u.lation of the Golan Heights of their
basic human rights, inclUding those enumerated in a:t'ticle 5". In support of that
statement, the Syrian report asserted that "alp,ost the entire population" of the
Golan Heig1:1'GS "were forcibly evicted from theL~' land and have not since been
permitted tu return to their homes" and that the Israeli authorities "continue
to carry out their plans aiming at the colonization of the Golan Heights". With
reference to the latter statement, the report contended that the "intensive transfer
of colons to the occupied Syrian area is in itself a negation of the rights of the
original inhabitants".
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77. Paragraph 3 referred the Committee, "for additional information on Israeliracist policies", to "reports submitted by the investigating organs of the UnitedNations", two of which were described as "of particular importance as they amplycorroborate Israel's violations of human rights in... the Golan Heights". Thosewere the Report of the Special Working Group of Experts established underresolution 6 (xxv) of the Commission on Human Rights (E/CN.4/1016 and addenda) andthe Report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices Affecting theHuman Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories (A/8089).
78. Paragraph 4 suggested that the Committee examine 17 letters, which were listedin the annex to the report, and which had been addressed by the PermanentRepresentative of the Syrian Arab Republic to the Secretary-General and thePresident of the Security Council. Those letters were described as tlmostly basedon Israel sources openly advocating the deprivation of the Arab inhabitants ofth~ir basic human rights, ana unabashedly promoting a situation which grosslyviolates the rights enumerated in article 5 of the Cor:ventiod'.

79. The report concluded by asserting that, while the Syrian Arab Republic, aParty to the Convention, tlis faithfully carrying uut its obligations under theConvention", the "overriding concern" of the Syrian people was "to restore to thepopulation of the Golan Heights their inalienable rights so grossly violated by theIsraeli military occupationtl , and that it was the "legal and moral responsibility"of the Parties to the Convention "to thoroughly probe Zionism at work in occuniedArab territories, and take the appropriate steps to expose the racism inherent inZionist ideology and practices".

80. The supplementary report of the Syrian Arab Republic was considered by theCommittee at its fourth session, at the 66th, 67th, 70th and 7lst meetings.
81. As in the debate on the supplementary report of Panama (see paragraph 64 above),most of the arguments adduced in the debate on the supplementary report of theSyrian Arab Republic revolved around the competence of the Committee to deal withinformation supplied by a State Party about the situation in a part of its nationalterritory which was not under its effective control but under the control of 8 Statewhich was not a Party to the Convention. The following paragraphs summarize the mainarguments presented during the debate.

(i) Mr. Sukati expressed the opinion that what the Committee had before itwas a "complaint fi
, even though it was "disguised as" a report underarticle 9 of the convention, and that therefore it could not be dealtwith under articles 9, 11 or 15 of the Convention.

Messrs. Aboul NasI', Resich, Rossides and Sayegh thought that, inadopting its decision pursuant to the examination of the report of Panama(para. 72 above), the Committee had judged that it was competent to dealunder article 9 of the Convention, with information supplied by a StateParty in ~ccordance with that article regarding the situation of racialdiscrimination in a part of its national territory over which it had noeffective control.

Mr. Haastrup, while agreeing that a precedent had been established,thought nevertheless that it was lithe precedent of introducing extraneousissues under the pretext of following the system of reporting underarticle 9 of the Convention".
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(ii) Mr. Sukati thought that, inasmuch as lI a state of belligerencyll existed
between certain Arab States and Israel, "it was inappropriate for the
Committee to involve itself in such a situation" and that the Committee
should "point out" to the Syrian Government that "its supplementary
report was not in compliance with the Committee's request for further
information under article 9 of the Convention because it dealt with a
matter which was not appropriate for purposes of a report under that
article ll •

Messrs. Rossides, Sayegh and Tarassov, on the other hand, expressed
the view that the Committee, which was competent in any case to receive
the information contained in the supplementary report of the Syrian Arab
Republic, was under 'a special obligation to consider that information
because it had specifically requested that State Party to furnish it, 1n
the decision which the Committee formally adopted at its 57th meeting
(para. 44 above).

Messrs. Ortiz-Martin and Partsch, however, did not agree that the
decision to request further information necessarily implied a judgement
establishing the competence of the Committee to take action on that
information under article 9 of the Convention.

(iv)

Mr. Haastrup thought that "the problem was further complicated by the
fact that Israel was not a Party to the Convention". Mr. Sukati thought
that that fact preclUded action by the Committee, not only under
article 9 but also under articles 11 and 15. Mr. Ortiz-Martin asserted
that "St.ates not Parties to the Convention should be permitted to express
their views at some stage in the consideration" of such situations.

Mr. Haastrup expressed the vie'\'1 that the problem was "further
complicated" by the fact that "the Committee did not even know the
precise legal status of the Golan Heights territory".

On the other hand, Messrs. Rossides and Sayegh asserted that there
was no uncertainty about the legal status of that territory, inasmuch as
it was a part of the national territory of a Member of the United Nations
which had fallen under military occupation by another Member as a result
of war, and its uacquisition" by the occupier had been declared
uinadmissible" in several formal resolutions adopted by the Security
Council and the General Assembly. Mr. Rossides added that, as a result
of those fa '2ts, a distinction should be drawn llbetiveen the case of
Panama and that of Syria", which were "totally different" from one
another: for, "whereas United States control over a portion of
Panamanian territory was exercised under certain agreements" between the
two Governments concerned, "Israeli control over the Golan Heights had
been obtained by means of aggression".

(v) Another difference between the situations described in the reports of
Panama and the Syrian Arab Republic and which, ih the opinion of
Messrs. Resich, Gayegh, and Tomko, had a direct and significant bearing
upon the Committee's consideration of the Syrian report, was that the
information contained in that report was corroborated by formal decisions
adopted by several organs of the United N~tions as well as by the
findings of investigative bodies established by two of those organs .
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Therefore, neither was further information needed before the Committee
could make a decisi,on regarding the question under examination nor
could the veracity of the information supplied by the reporting State
Party be doubted.

However, Mr. Sukati thought that "the fact that the allegations
made in the Syrian report were supported by the findings of other
bodies was irrelevant because once the Committee had declared itsel.f to
be incompetent to deal with the complaint against Israel contained in
the Syrian report, it could not make any finding as to the truth of
those allegations".

(vi) The fact that various United Nations organs, including 'the General
Assembly, haeJ already adopted resolutions relatinr; to the situation under
consideration, and the fact that investigative bodies established by
two of those organs, including the General Assembly, had already
submitted reports on that situation led Messrs. Haastrup, Ortiz-Martin,
Partsch and Sukati to doubt either the competence of the Committee to
deal with that situation or the wisdom of the Committee I s drawing the
attention of the General Assembly to it. Moreover, Mr. Sukati argued
that the mere citation of those resolutions and reports in the report
of the Syrian Arab Republic" clearly showed that the Syrian Government
was aware of the remedies available to it through other United Nations
bodies". Accordingly, he cautioned the Committee against permitting
itself to be "led into doing violence to the Convention by taking action
on the Syrian complaint".

On the other hand, Messrs. Aboul Nasr, Rossides, Sayegh, and
Tarassov argued that, whereas other organs of the United Nations
examined the situation in Arab territories occupied by Israel in general,
and the human J:'j~ghts of inhabitants of those territories in particular,
only the Committee was, in accordance with its mandate, concerned
exclusively ,·dth that aspect of the [·d tuntion lThich constituted racial
discriminatione Furthermore, the fact that more than one United Nations
organ had already considered, and adopted decisions on, the sam8
situation clearly showed that consideration of a situation by one
United Nations organ did not preclUde other organs from cOnSi(~leri.ng it
also, unless the Charter of the United Nations prescribed ocherlV'1se.

(vii) Mr. Valencia Roc1riguez was of the opinion that the crucial question
which the Committee had to decide was whether the actions of Israel in
the occupied Syrian territory, and tithe failure by Israel to implement
those resolutions ll of the organs of the United Nations concerned,
llcol1stituted discrimination ba.sed on grounds of race or national oricintl,
or whether tithe situation was the result of political events 'which lay
outside the competence of the Committee".

Messrs. Haastrup and Sukati thought that tlw actions of Israel in
the Oolan Heights did not constitute racial discriminat.ion and therefore
did not fall within the competence of the Committee.

Mr. Haastrup as serted that, llfrom hi.s reading of the report of the
Special Committee t.o Investigat(~ Israeli P1"Qetices Affecting the Human
Rights of the Population of the Occupied Irerritories (A/8089), those

-21~u

f
11



practices were not carried out on a racial basis but on the basis of
the Arab~Israeli conflict". Inasmuch as the Special Committee had
examined the situation in the light of the provisions of the Geneva
Conventions of 1949, and also inasmuch as a state of war existed between
the Syrian Arab Republic and Israel, he thought that the treatment of
the population of the occupied Golan Heights should be defined not in
terms of racial discrimination but in terms of the laws of war.

Mr. Sukati felt that, before deciding on the action it might take
regarding the situation under consideration, the Committee should first
decide whether or not, in its view, racial discrimination was involved
and, accordingly, whether or not the question fell within its sphere of
competence.

In the opinion of Messrs. Tarassov and Sayegh, however, racial
discrimination, as defined in article 1 of the Convention, was involved.

Mr. Tarassov asserted that the situation which was created was the
result not of "a state of belligerency, but of direct aggression by
Israel against certain Arab States". He drew attention to paragraph 67
of the Report of the Special Committee to Investigate Israeli Practices
Affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied Territories
(A/8089), which affirmed the conclusion of the Special Committee that
"the occupying Power is pursuing a conscious and deliberate policy
calculated to depopUlate the occupied territories of their Arab
inhabitants tr , and states that the Special Committee had received
"evidence of the establishment of Israel settlements in the ..• Golan
Heights". He thought that that might be considered genocide, which was
the supreme form of racial discrimination. Moreover, tDe conclusions
of the Special Committee were corroborated, in his opinion, by the
official philosophy of the occupying Power, namely, Zionism, which was
essentially a doctrine founded on racial inequality and on belief in the
superiority of Jews over other peoples.

Mr. Sayegh contended that the mere fact that the native inhabitants
of the Golan Heights had been denied by the occupation authorities the
right to return to their homes, while aliens were being systematically
brought from other countries by those authorities and settled in that
occupied territory, was sufficient to show that a clear case of
"discrimination" existed. That that was also a case of "racial
discriminationtr was made clear by public pronouncements made by the
highest-ranking decision-makers of the occupying Power, stating that
their purpose was to ensure that the preponderant majority of the
population consisted of Jews, as well as by the doctrinal and programmatic
principles of Zionism which animated the policies of Israel. From the
very outset, he stated, Zionism had aimed at creating a trState of Jews"
in a territory preponderantly inhabited by non~Jews; and that aim, as
Zionist leaders were aware, could be accomplished only by a twofold
programme of displacing settled non-Jews and replacing them with imported
Jews. Finally, the racial criteri'1n was one of the principal criteria
whereby the differentiation between a Jew and a non-Jew was made, as
legislation recently promulgated by the Israeli legislature, to say
nothing of the literature of Zionism, showed.
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(viii) Mr. Ortiz-Martin expressed the view that lithe situation in the Golan
Heights was complicated by the fact that it was the result of a sta~e

of war ll
• He was "not sure ll

, therefore, whether the "usual critGria ll

relating to questions of human rights and racial discrimination in
normal times of peace could be applieo to the situation under
consideration. Sir Herbert Marchant also implied his concurrence with
the view that political inter-State conflict was involved in the case
at hand and not racial discrimination. He thought that the Committee
was "wasting much time on this issue'l, which was "charged with
political connotations", and "iIJas thereby "misus ing i tself ll

•

On the other hand, Mr. Aboul Nasr expressed the opinion that "the
Convention did not differentiate between war and peace and did not
allow racial discrimination during war any more than it did in
peacetime". In addition, he asserted that "war and occupation were also
governed by international law, as witness the Geneva Convention Relative
to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War". Mr. Sayegh drew
attention to the provisions of article 2 of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights, which declared that, in the enjoyment of the rights
enumerated in the Declaration - which included the right not to be
subjected to racial discrimination - no distinction should be made on
the basis of the "political" or "international" status of the territory
to which a person belonged.

82. In the course of the debate, Mr. Sayegh submitted a proposal which was adopted
by the Committee at its 70th meeting by 9 votes to 4, with 1 abstention in a
roll-call vote requested by Mr. TarRssov. The voting was as follows:

In favour: Messrs. Dayal, Getmanets, Aboul Nasr, Resich, Rossides, Sayegh,
Tarassov, Tomko, and Valencia Rodriguez;

Agains~: Messrs. Haastrup, Marchant, Ortiz-Martin, and Sukati;

Abstention: Mr. Partsch.

83. The text of the Committee's decision reads as follows (see also chap. VII,
sect. B, decision 4 (iv)):

1. The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination takes note of the
information, contained in the supplementary report submitted by the Government
of the Syrian Arab Republic at the Committee's request, to'- the effect that
racial discrimination is being practised in that part of Syrian national
territory which is known as the Golan Heights and which is under Israeli
occupation.

2. The Committee takes note also of the resolutions adopted by competent
organs of the United Nations, and of the reports of the Committees set up by
the General Assembly and by the Commission on Human Rights to investigate the
situation, to which the report submitted by the Syrian Government makes
reference.

3. The Committee wishes to draw the attention of the General Assembly to this
situation.
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Action on requ~sts for participation in the deliberations
of the Committee.

I
)1
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1. Action 0n a request ffiade by a State Party (Pakistan)

84. During the third session, the Chairman announced at the 58th meeting that he
had receiveo the following communication from the Permanent Representative of
Pakistan to the United Nations:

"The Permanent Representative of Pakistan has requested that the
Pakistan delegation be able to present its comments on the observations
made in the Committee covering the report presented by Pakistan under
article 9, paragraph 1."

85. As the provisional rules of procedure made no provlslon for a request of that
kind, the Chairman put the request before the Committee for a decision.

86. In their statements, Messrs. Haastrup, Aboul NasI', Partsch, Rossides, Sayegh,
and Turassov, and Mrs. Owusu-Add,') opposed the request.

87. Messrs. Haastrup and Partsch pointed out that the Committee had aJrendy closed
its discussion of the report from Pakistan, and should not reopen it. Regarding the
question in principle the statements made by all the members who spoke on the
subject showed general agreement on the followiD~: in accordance with article 9 of
the Convention, a S":;ate Pe.rty could furnish 11 information", on its own initiative or
at the request of the Com~ittee, in the form of reports submitted to the Secretary
General for consideration by the Committee; and it could also make Ilcomments" on
such "suggestions and general recommendations ll as the Committee might make. But
there was no provision in article 9 of the Convention enabling a State Party to
participate in the Committee's consideration of a report submitted by it, or to
comment on observations made by individual members in the course of the Committee's
deliberations. However, Mr. Partsch thought that the Committee "should be able to
invite Governments to explain their views ll

, although he admitted that "the
intention of the authors of the Convention in that regard was not clear".

88. In the light of the statements made at the meeting, the Chairman declared that
the consensus was against granting the request made by the Permanent Representative
of Pakistan and that "the request was therefore rejected".

2. Action on two requests :rJ.ade by a State not Ft Part:[ to the
Convention (Israel) .

8g. During the fourth session, the Chairman read out, at the 67th meeting, the
following communication he had received from the Deputy Permanent Representative of
Israel to the United Nations:

"In view of the fact that my country is the subject of the present
discussion in connexion with the report of the Syrian Government, I should
be grateful if I could be permitted to make a short statetlent on the nutter. 11

90. Messrs. Haastrup and Tarassov argued that, since the Committee had at its third
session rejected a similar request made by a State Party (paras. 8~·-88 above), it
should not grant the pres(:mt request, made by a State which was not a Party to the
Convention. Mr. Partsch felt that "the Committee should not ;x,3ke suggestions and
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95. The Chairman ruled that the request of the Permanent Mission of Israel was
inadmissible under article 9 of the Convention, and, as there was no objection,
the request was denied.

91. A formal motion by Mr. Haastrup, that "the Committee shoud not accede to the
Israeli request", was seconded by Mr. Sukati and adopted by 10 votes to none, with
"3 abstentions.

94. Mr. Tara~sov suggested that the request should be rejected, not by a vote of
the Committee but by a ruling from the Chair, inasmuch as it did not fall within
the purview of article 9 of thG Convention, which related only to States Parties.

i.i $tI

96. At the 72nd and 79th meetings of the Committee, Messrs. Haastrup, Aboul NasI',
Sayegh ano Valencia Rodriguez commented on a press release issued on 30 August 1971
by the Permanent Mission of Israel to the United Nations, in which tte Permanent
Mission of Israel stated that the Committee had denied it the "right" to present
the point of view of Israel, either orally or in writing, to the Committee during
the discussion of the supplementary report submitted by the Syrian Arab Republic.
All four members denied that a State which was not a Party to the Convention was
entitleCl to participate in the discussions of the Committee or otherwise to supply
information to the Committee under article 9 of the Convention and thought that
that article preventeo the Committee from acceding to the requests made by the
Permanent Mission of Israel.

93. Messrs. Haastrup, Getmanets, and Tarassov opposed the Committee's acceding to
the request. Mr. Partsch argued that, if article 9 of the Convention were to be
interpreted in such a way as to permit the Committee to consider the complaint of
one State against another under that article - an interpretation which he did not
endorse but which, he implied, the Committee bad endorsed - then the two States
should be treated equally, and Israel's views should be put before the Committee.

92. At the 70th meeting, the Chairman announced that he had received a second
communication from the Permanent Mission of Israel to the United Nations, requesting
the circulation of the text of the statement which the representative of Israel
would have made before the Committee if the Committee had permitted him to do so.

general recommendations on a particular situation unless it accorded States not
Parties to the Convention the same rights as those enjoyed by States Parties unCleI'
arti~le 9, pf3.ragraph 2 lt

• However, Mr. Haastrup said that, Tl since Israel 1vas a
Member of the Unitc:d Nations, it 1vould be able to make known its views on the
matter during the Cen(~ral Assembly'f.

elL] ; Id.l] US:I pgr.,11

!
I
I
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IV. conSIDERATION OF COPIES OF PETITIONS, C PIES OF REPORTS
AND OF OTHER INFORNJ\.TION RELATING TO TR.JST AND NON-SELF-·
GOVERNING TERRITORIES AND TO ALL OTHER TERRITORIES TO
vlliICH GENERAL ASSill1BLY RESOLUTION 1514 (XV) APPLIES, IN

CONFORMITY WITH ARTICLE 15 OF THE CONVENTION

97. The ~oDF.ittee considered this item at the 41st, 52nd to 55th and 58th
meetings of its third session and at the 71st to 78th Neetings of its fourth
seSSlon.

98. The actions taken by the Special Cocrmittee on the Situation with regard to
the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples at its 1969 session and by thu Trusteeship Council at its
1970 session, in conformity with article 15 of th8 Convention and General
Assembly resolution 2106 B (XX), were discussed in the first, annual report of tr:
CorJmittee to the General Assembly in 1970. 8/

99. At its third session, the CODwittee was informed by the Secretary-General
of the follm.rinf~ action taken in 1970 by the Special Committee on the Situation
with regard to the Implenentation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples under article 15 of the Convention
as well as in reference to the CormnitteeVs statement of responsibilities under
article 15 adopted at its first session on 29 January 1970 and transmitted to the
bodies of the United Nations concerned by the Secretary-General. 2/

i1(a) To authorize the Chairman to transmit to the Committee on the
EliI'1ination of Racial Discrimination (i) copies of the petitions relevent to
the Convention; (ii) such other Special Committee documents as might contain
information about the petitioners con~ernecl; (iii) an indication to the
effect that the information contained in those petitions was fully taken into
account by the Special Comnittee in its consideration of the relevent items;
and (iv) records of the meetings at which the relevant items were considered
or the petitioners were heard;

"(b) To request the Secretariat to transmit to that CO:rnrlittee copies
of the workinG papers prepared annually by it on the colonial territories,
it bein~ understood that it was for the Secretary-General to take action, as
appropriate, on the COTMaittee's request for copies of reports submitted by
the administering Powers under Article 73 e of the Charter of the United
Nations and for an indication of the portions of those reports which were
directly relevant to the principles and obj ectives of the Convention.;Y

8/ Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-fifth Session,
§uppl;ment No. 27 (A/8027), para~. 54-62.

9/ Full text of the Co:mmittel~'s statement of responsibilities under article 15
of the Convention is ~ontained in ibid., annex IV.
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100. As a consequence of the decisions of the Trusteeship Council and the Special
Co~mittee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the Committee
on the Elimination of Racial Discr:l.nination had before it at its fourth session
the documents listed in annex VII.

101. At the 54th meeting~ on 21 April 1971, Mr. Aboul Nasr proposed that the
COTIlinittee should consider preparing a ques~ionnaire modelled on the Communication
of the Committee adopted at its first session and addressed to the States Parties
to the Convention, 10/ to be transnitted to the Administering Authorities by the
Trusteeship Council and the Special Committee on the Situation with reGard to the
IMplementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples and to be used by the Council and the Special Comrlittee
the~selves in subTIitting rlaterial under article 15 of the Convention that would
enable the Committee on the EliMination of Racial Discrimination to receive as full
information as possible on the progress towards the achievement of the principles
and objectives of the Convention in all the Territories to which General Assembly
resolution 1514 (XV) applied. Mr. Aboul Nasr subsequently introduced a draft
communication which, as amended by proposals of Mr. Partsch and Mr. Tarassov, was
adopted by the Cowmittee. That communication which was forwarded to the
Trusteeship Council and the Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples~ as adopted by the Committee at its 58th meeting on
23 April 1971, is reproduced in chapter VII~ section A, decision 2 (Ill).

103. At th(, C('mmittee Ys third session the Chairman appointed four working groups
to examine [.,,:..e Material before the Committee as follows:

102. The Trusteeship Council decided at its 1383rd meeting to invite the
Administering Authorities to inclade in their ennual reports )nfOrDlation on the
matters noted in the communication of the Committee. At its 812th meeting the
Special Committee decided to request the administering Pow-srs to include in their
annual reports transmitted to the Secretary-General under Article 73 e of the
Charter the information called for in the communication of the Committee.

Atlantic Ocean and Caribbear.. Territories .. including Gibraltar
(~1r. Partsch, convenor, and Mr. Ortiz-Hartin and Mr. Peles)

~sich and

Pacific and Indian Ocean Territories
(Hr. GetI'1anets~ convenor, and Mr. Aboul Nasr and Hr. Valencia Rodriguez)

African Territories under Portugese administration
.( Sir Herbert Harchant, convenor, and :,'1rs. Owusu-Addo, Nr.
Mr. Tor1ko)

(c)

(a)

(d) Other African ~erritories

1Mr. Ingles, conlrenor, and Mr. Haastrup (convenor at the fourth session),
1\1r. Sukati and Mr. Tarassov).

10/ Ibid., annex IlIA.
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104. The ,vorking Groups reported to the Copwittee their findin~s as well as their
eXl,1ressions of opinion and recoITJIllenclations. Those reports 'TTere discussed by the
Corl1Plittee froT1 its 520<1 to its 55th mee-bings.

105. At +;he fourth session ~ the COl'lmittee a:!>reed ~ at its 72nd r1ee-:inr ':, to
reactivate the workint;.~ t!.l"'UpS established at the precedini; session, o.nel to request
ther.'l to !,leet separately for the dual purpose of revising their earlier reports in
the liGht of the discussions which took place at the pl(=nary lilGetings of the
Committee and examining the new documents which had becof,lc available to the
Co~mittee since the third session.

106. The workLlg groups submitteD, their reviseo reports to the COT1xl'littee, ivhich
consi0.c~~;d them at the 73rd to 75th :P1eetin~~s.

107. At the 75th meetin~, the Chairman requestecl the convenors of the four working
g~'oups to meet:> tOGether with the Rapporteur and the Secretary of the Cowmittee~

in order to make final revisions of the four reports in the light of the
discussions which took place at the recent meetings and to inte~ro.te them into one
text.

108. The convenor~ of the four workinG croups, the Rapporteur, and the Committee's
Secretary held two informal neetinc;s.

109. At its 76th neetin(s:> the Comnittee agreec1 to the sUF);Q;estion nade b:,/ the
Rapporteur, on behalf of the four convenors and himself, 'GO the effect that the
final text of the COmY1ittee's Expressions of Opinion anQ ReCOITInendations, prepared
in accordance with article 15, para[;~raphs 2 ancl 3~ of the Convention~ should be
prefaceo. by the f'ollovrin~\ observations: (1) that the COT:1l!J.i ttee vTaS SUbTllitting ~

in lieu of a nsummary of the petitions and. reports it had receivecl from Unitecl
nations bod.ies It!) as required by article 15 ~ paragraph 3, of the Convention, a list
of those documents;l 'Which may be found in annex VII; (2) that the I'expressions of
opinion anc1 recor 1r1enclations" which the COIJmittee was required to subrlit to
clifferent United Nations 'bodies _ relating to the petitions and reports it receivec1
from theln (in accordance with subpa:rar;raphs (a) an(} (b) respectively of article 15,
parac;raph 2, of the Conv(~ntion) \-rere preparec} not in separate texts but in one
inte";ratect text;l which is hereby subr'litted to the General Assembly in accordance
with article 15:> paraGraph 3, of the Convention, and also to the United Nations
bodies concerned; (3) that the Committee deferred the examination of the
documentation transmitted to it, relatincs to Ifni, Spanish Sahara and French
SOJYlaliland, anc1 the formulation of opinions o.ncl, recommendations regarding them,
until the fifth session.

110. The text of the COPll'littee I s Opinions and Hecommenos,tions 'vhich 'vas consi')ererl
and reviser1 by the COM'littee at its 77th and 78th meetings ') is set forth in
cha~ter VII, section B, decision 5 (IV).
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v. CO·~OPERATIOH ":TITH THE I:::rrERNJ\.TIONl'.L LJU30UH ORGAnISATIO~T

AND TBE UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIEnTIFIC, A~m

CUVI1URAL ORGANI ZNI':r:m

I
~

!

Ill. l\.t the 55th 111cetin t ,;, held c1urin I ; the tllird session ~ the ChairMan drew the
attention of the COTYlwittee to tvTO communications which he had. received froTn the
International Labour Organisation ann. from the Unite<1 I'Jations Educational,
ncientific and Cultural Organization. These speci::.lized agencies referred to
their interest in the work of the COLilaittee; particUlarly in the light of the
1958 ILO Convention Concernin{~ Discrimination in respect of Employment and
Occupation and the 1960 UNESCO Convention ae;ainst DiscriMination in Education.
The a~encies expressen also a desire to co-ordinate their vrork as closely as
possible with that of the Committee with regard to the implementation of the
Convention relatinc to their Plutual spheres of conpetence.

112. At the 58th meetino;, the COI"lmittee decided to request the Secretary-General
to consult both the ILO and UNESCO concerning possible arrangements for such
co-operation and to report on the matter to the Committee at its fourth session.

113. At the fourth session, the COrr'J1ittee had before it a report frorn. the
Secretary-General, containinrr, the results of' his consultations gnd some
sUGgestions for consideration by the COlmr.ittee.

Ill+. The report of the Secretary-,General was discusseo. at the 60th and
76th meetin?;s.

1_ .l\t the 60th lneeting lThen the su:;~·~est.ions made by the Secretary·-General were
discussec1~ Messrs. IIaastrup~ Aboul 1'10.s1", Partsch., Gaver.;h, Tarassov~ Tomko amI
Valencia Rodri0uez questioned SOIne aspects of the arrangements suggested in the
report under consicleration ~ sone changes "rere proposed, and some clarifications
requeste(1. Follo\Tinr: the meetinr~, Hr. Sayec~h circulated the text of a proposal
made in the light of the opinions expressetl (lurinG the (l.iscussion.

116. At the 76th lileeting, the Chairnan informed the COr1!'1ittel'; that he understooc.l
that the Secretary-General 'woulrl. have further consultations ldth the ILO aue1
UHEGCO, in the li:~ht of the discussions \'Thich took place at the 60th r:leetin{;.

117. J\.t the saHe neetinG, the Committee clecicled to postpone further consideration
of the quest:i on until the fifth session \1 and to :r.espc:ct the Secretary-General to
report Lo i.t l'y thi:.~lJ 'I":~ tho result of 1d.:~ f'.r)(J.suJ.:,:ltl .. :w.
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VI. MEETINGS OF THE COl·1NITTEE II'T 1972

118. At its second session, in Septerrlber 1970, the Committee had expressed the
desire to hold one of its 1972 sessions in Geneva and had requested the Secretary~·

General to look into that possibi.lity.

119. The Committee had before it a note by the SecretarYmoGeneral informinr.; it that
its sixth session could be accoBodated in Geneva in Au~ust 1972, immediately after
the fifty-third session of the Economic and Social Council, subject to the
approval of the General Assembly~ and settinG out the administrative and financial
ir.~lications in accordance with rule 25 of the provisional rules of procedure of
the COJYlI!1ittee.

fi
re
su

120. At the 79th meeting of its fourth session~ held on 8 September 1971,
Committee decided to hold its two 1972 sessions in New York, as follows:
session, 14 t.o 25 Februar;}T 1972; sixth session, 7 to 25 Au,';ust 1972.
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11/ Adopted at the 57th meetin~ on 23 April 1971. See chap. Ill, para. 44.

12/ Adopted at the 58th meeting on 23 April 1971. See chap. IV, para. 101.

13/ The Committee wishes to recall that, accordin~ to article 1,
paragraph 1, of the above-mentioned Convention, the term ilracial discrimination11

means any distincticn, exclusion, restriction or preference based on race,
colour, descent, or national or ethnic origin which has the purpose or effect
of nullifying or impairing the recognition, enjoyment or exercise, on an
equal footing, of human ri~hts and fundamental freedoms in the political, economic,
social, cultural or any other field of pUblic life.
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2. Information on the legislative, judicial, administrative or other
measures in the light of the following provisions of the Convention:

1 (Ill). Request for specific information from a
State Party (Syrian Arab Republic) 11/

VII. DECISIONS ADOPTED BY THE COMMITTEE
AT ITS THIRD AND FOURTH SESSIONS

A. THIRD SESSION

2 (Ill). Communication to be forwarde,d to the Trusteeship
Council and the Snecial Committee on the S~tuat~on

with rega.rd to the Imnlementation of the Declaration
on thA GrRntin~ of Tndenpndence to Colonial CountriAR

and Peoples 12/

1. Information on the implementation of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV).

Desiring to have as full information as possible on the progress towards
the achievement of the principles and objectives of the Con1rention, 13/ in all
the Territories to which General Assembly resolution 1514 (Xv) applies, requests
the Trusteeship Council and the Special Committee on the Situation with reg~rd

to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples to obtain from a~Uninistering Powers the following
information:

With regard to the conditions described in the final paragra~h of the
first report submitted by the Syrian Arab T\epublic, the Committee would welcome
receiving from the Government of the Syrian Arab Republic by 30 June 1971 any
such additional information as may be available to it.

The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination, established under
the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination, having regard to the functions entrusted to it under article 15
of the Convention, wishes to draw the attention of the Trusteeship Council and
the Special Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples
to paragraphs 2 and 3 of article 15, and the statement of the responsibilities
of the Committee under article 15 (A/8027, anneX IV).



(a) Condemnation of racial se~regation and apartheid (article 3);

(b) Prohibition and elimination of racial discrimination in all its forms~

especially in the field of political, civil, economic, social and. cultural
rights and the rir;ht of access to any place or service intended for use by the
general pUblic (article 5);

11) 1 litl] I tL I 11 I :.... '"1 I _la: III ; I ill Id 1I IUIU) £ : UIJ \11111.11111 1••hL HI d It --....tll t .i diU In! g_.

(c) Assurin.o; "everyone "\vithin their jurisdiction effective protection rmd.
remedies, through the competent national tribunals and other State institutions,
against any acts of racial discrirnination which violate his hwnan rights and
fundamental freedoms contrary to this Convention, as well as the ri~ht to seek
from such 'tribunals tiust and adequate reparation or satisfaction for any damage
suffered as a result of such discrimination;i (article 6).

3. Information on the le~islative, judicial, administrative or other
measures in the lir.ht of the following provisions of the Convention:

(a) llto engage in no act or practice of racial discrimination ap.:ainst
persons, groups of persons or institutions and to ensure that all vUblic
authorities and public institutions, national and local? shall act in conformity
with this obligation': (article 2, paragraph 1 (a))~,

(b) llnot to sponsor, defend or support racial discrimination by any
persons or organi zations ,; (article 2, paraRraph 1 (b));

•(c) "no.t permit ))ublic authorities or public institutions, national or
local? to promote or incite racial discrimination!! (article 4 (c)).

4. Information on the legislative, judici9,1 ~ administrative or other
measures in the light of the following provisions of the Convention:

(a) Ilto review governmental, national and local nolicies, and to amend,
rescind or nUllify any laws and reeulations "\nlich have the effect of creating or
perpetuating racial discrimination wherever it exists 1Y (article 2, para~raph 1 (c))~

(b) to lIprohibit and brin;,,; to an end, by all apDropriate 1\'1.eans, includinr;
legislation as reqUired by circumstances, racial discrimination by any persons,
group or organization i

! (article 2, parar:raph 1 (d));

(c) to liprevent, prohibit and eradic8:Le, in territories under their
jurisdiction~ all practices of racial segre~~tion and 3Eartheid (article 3);

(d) to ;'declare un offence 'Dunishable by lav all C1.issemination of ideas
based on racial superiority or hatred, inciternent to racial discrimination,
as well as all acts of violence or incitement to such acts ar,ainst any race or
~roup of persons of another colour or ethnic ori~in, and also the provision of
any assistance to racist activities~ includinn: the financinr: thereof"
(arti cle 4 (a));

(e) to ,;declare iller;al and prohibit or(l;a:-'i zations!l and also orr;ani zecl
and all other propa~anda activities, vrhich promote and incite racial
discrimination, and shall reco~nize partici~ation in such organizations or
activities as an offence punishable by law l1 (article 4 (b)).

"\

(

(
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B. FOURTH SESSION

Request for specific information fro~

8tate Party (Greece)' 15/
2 (IV).

14/ Adopted at the 60th meetinr:. on 23 Aur;us'c 1971. See chap. 11, para. 12.

15/ Aclopted at the 68th meeting on 27 August 1971. See chap. 111, para. 49.
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A majority of the members of the Committee shall constitute a quorum. Tr=
presence of two thirds of the members of the Committee is, however, required
for a decision to be taken.

1 (IV). RUl~5 of the provisional rules of procedure
of the 'Co~ittee 14/

6. Information on the practice of the courts relatin~ to cases of racial
discrimination.

With re~ard to the initial report submitted by Greece, the Committee would
w'elcome receivinr; from the Government of Greece ao.ditional information on the
content an<1 application of the articles of the Constitution and the le!~islative

decrees cited in paragraph 3 of its initial report.

5. Information on the leBislative~ judicial, adlainistrative or other
measures in the light of the following provisions of the Convention:

(b) to take 7 "'when the circumstances so warrant VI, 'iin the social, economic,
C't"ltural and other fields 7 special and concrete measures to ensure the adequate
d.evelopment and protection of certain racial r.;roups or individuals belonf"in~

to them, for the purpose of ~uaranteein~ them the full and equal enjoyment of
human rights and fundamental freed0ms" (article 2 7 paraf;raph 2);

The Committee would ap~reciate recelVlnp, the information on all the above
matters from the Trusteeship Council and the Special Committee on the Situation
with re~ard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Grantin~ of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples.

(C)dto adopt immediate and effective measures, particularly in the fields
of teachin~, education? culture and information, with a view to combating
prejudices vThich lead to racial discrimination and to promotinr; understandinr:,
tolerance and friendship amon~ nations and racial or ethnical groups, as well
as to proparatinR the purposes and principles of the Charter of the United
Nations, the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the United Nations
DecJaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, and
this COl1vention ll (article 7).

(a) 1Yto encoura~e, where appropriate, intep;rationist multir'3,cial
orr.;anizations and movements and, other means of elirninatintT barrie,'s between races,
and to discourae;e anythine; which tends to strengthen racial divislon'i
(article 2 7 paraeranh 1 (e)):



Information supplied by Panama relatin~ to the situation

in the Panama Canal Zone 16/

.~J . •• 11111 Lt"" !CUlt.

3 (IV).

idb' tt [I LiMlilli J '" Lit hi 1 &:i 2121 k! ii5 lid: ( if &£ti I: 11 I I UIUt £ i!Jii4lBILla__. 11•.IIIIl1U:

1. The Cormnittee on the Eli~~nation of Racial Discrimination takes note of the

information formally furnished by the Government of Panama to the effect

that in part of its national territory known as the Panama Canal Zone, vThich

is under the control of the Government of the Uni~ed States of America, certain

forms of racial discrimination have been and are being systematically practised.

2. The Crnmnittee did not have the competence to request the relevant

information on this question from the Government of the United States of

America, since the United States of America is not a Party to the Convention.

3. However, the COlmnittee wishes to draw the attention of the General Assembly

to this situation.

4 (IV). Information sUPPlied by the Syrian Arab Republic relating

to the situation in the Golan Hei~hts 17/

1. The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination takes note of the

information, contained in the supplementary repor.t submitted by the Government

of the Syrian Arab Republic at the Committee's request, to the effect that racial

discri'l1ination is being practised in that part of Syrian national territory

which is known as the Golan Heights and which is under Israeli occupation.

2. The Comnlittee takes note also of the resolutions adopted by competent or8ans

of the United Nations, and of the reports of the Committees set up by the General

Assembly and by the Commission on Human Rights to investigate the situation, to

which the report submitted by the Syrian Government makes reference.

3. The Committee wishes to draw the attention of the General Aseembly to

this situation.

5 (IV). Opinions and recommendations of the Committee based on its

consideration of coni.es of netitions and renorts submittp.d
to it under article 15 of the Conveption 18/

The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination,

HaviEK examined the material submitted to the Committee, in accordance with

the provisions of paragraph 2 of article 15 of the International Convention on

the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination relating to Trust and

Non-Self-Governing Territories and all other Territories to which General Assembly

resolution 1514 (XV) applies,

AgreJs on the following opinions and recommendations:

16/ Adopted at the 66th meeting on 26 August 1971. See chap. Ill, paras. 71

and 72.

17/ Adopted at the 70th meeting on 30 August 1971. See chap. Ill, para. 83.

18/ Adopted at the 78th meeting on 7 September 1971. S~~e chap. IV,

para. 110.
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I. Southern Rhodesia and Namibia.19/

The COTIwittee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination~

Having noted resolution 2678 (XXV) of the General Assembly, in which the_. .
Assembly, inter alia, condemned the support given to South Africa in the pursuit
of its repressive policies in Namibia by the allies of South Africa and, in
particulQr~ by its major tradin~ partners and financial, economic and other
interests opera.ting in the Territory, and associates itself with the condemnation
of the allies of South Africa, as expressed in that resolution,

Having noted resolution 276 (1970) of the Security Council in which the
Council, inter alia, declared that the continued presenc~ of the South African
authorities in Namibia was iller;al and that the continned occupation of Damibia
by the Government of South Africa had grave consequences for the rirhts and
interests of the people of Namibia,

Having noted resolution 283 (1970) of the Security Council in 'k..ich the
Council, inter alia, called upon all States to discourage their nationals or
companies of their nationality not under direct govern~ental control from
investing or obtaining concessions in Namibia~ and to this end withhold
protection of such investment ar,ainst claims of a future lawful government of
Namibia,

Having noted resolutions CM/nES.23l (XV) and 234 (XV) adopted by the Council
of :Ministers of the Organization of African Unity in "t·rhich the Council, inter alia,
invited the Security Council to assmne its responsibilities for implementing the
United Nations decision concernin~ Namibia without delay and to this end .to have
recourse to Article 6 and Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations,
and requested the United Nations orr,ans and specialized agencies to ~ive the
utmost attention to all effective measures to secure compliance by the South
African regime with the decisions on Nami~ia.

19/ As regards these territories the following documents have been
examined by the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination:

A/7623/Add.l (Southern Rhodesia).
A/7623/Add.2 and Corr.l (Namibia).
A/8023/Add.l, chap. V (Southern Rhodesia).
A/8023/Add.2, chap. VI (Namibia).
Report of the Special Committee on the Policies of Apartheid of the Government

of the Republic of South l,fl'ica (Official Recc:;.~cl8 of the General Assembly
Twenty-fourth Session" Supplel.lcnt Ho. 25 (A/7625/Rev.l)).

A/AC.109/L.685 (Southern Rhodesia).
A/AC.l09/L.686 (Nmaibia).
A/AC.l09/PET.l056, 1057, 1058, 1094 and 1111 (NaBibia).
A/AC.l09/PET.l073, 1075, 1076, 1076/Add.l, 1092, 1098 (Southern Rhodesia).
A/AC.l09/PET.ll07 (Territories in southern Africa).
A/AC.l09/PET.1134, l135~ 1147 (Namibia).
A/AC.l09/PET.1129, 1138, 1139, 1140 and 1141 (Southern Rhodesia).
A/AC.l09!PET.113l (Territories in southern Africa).
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Havin~ noted the advisory op1nlon of the International Court of Justice
of 21 ,June 1971 in which the Court held that the continued presence of South
Africans in Namibia 'Has iller:al and that South Africa ,,,as under obligation to
withdra,,, its administration from Namibia irmnediately,

IJ:avinr:; noteC!. the statement made by the Special Cormnittee on the Situation
~rith regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Indenendence to Colonial Countries ancl. Peoples on 11 Aurrust 1970 in ,'rhich the
Committee drew attention to the increasing use of armed forces by South Africa
to perpetuate its illegal occurntion of lJamibia 7 the persistent application of
the Territory of measures under the so-called ;iDevelopment of Self-Government
for Native nations in South' Hest Africa Act ~ 1968'1 and the I1South Hest Africa
Affairs Act, 1969;': the further intensification of racial sep;regation by
forcibly relocating Africans; and the continuing series of trials of
freedom-fighters,

Havin~ noted resolution 2652 (XXV) of the General Assembly, in ~nlich the
Assembly 7 inter alia, condemned the failure and refusal of the Government of
the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland to take effective
measures to brine dO~Tn the illeeal racist minority re~ime in Southern Rhodesia
and to transfer power to the people of Zimbabwe on the basis of majority rule
as well as the policies of those Gave:::nments that continue to maintain
political 7 economic 9 military and other relations with the ille~al racist minority
regime in Southern Rhodesia, and associates itself with those condemnations,
as expressed in the resolution,

Havin~ noted resolution 277 (1970) of the Security Council in which the
Council 9 inter alia, reaffirmed the primary responsibility of the Government of the
United Kingdom for enabling the people of Ziplbabwe to exercise the ric:ht of
self--determination and independence,

Ha-ving E"" Led that the Government of South Afri ca .').no. the illegal authorities
in Southern Rhodesia continue nevertheless to practise these policies 1n
defiance of the United iTations~

b-r:reed on the following opinions and recommendations:

(a) As regards Namibia the reports of the Special Comnlittee on the
Situation with re,rrard to the Implementation of the Declaration on the Grantinp;
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples clearly indicate that the
Government of South Africa is actively extending to Namibia the policies of
apartheid~---- .

(b) As regards Southern Rhodesia the reports also clearly indicate that
the authorities of the iller"al rep';ime in Southern Rhodesia are deliberately
pursuing an oppressive policy based on a form of apartheid and on racial
discrimination ar:ainst the non-white majority of the population~
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(c) These policies constitute a serious violation of the principles and
objectives of the Convention, and in particular of the rights enunciated in
article 5~ such as, among others~ the right to equal treatment befors ~~r

tribunals~ the right to security of person~ the right to t~ke part in the
Government, the freedom of movement and residence within t~le border of the
State, the right to work, to free choice of employment, the ri3ht to education
and training, the right to equal participation in cultural activities and th~

right of access to any place or service intended for use hy the general public;

(d) Having noted that various United I'Tations orgaL;j:t including the
General Assembly, the Security Council, the Economic an'.l, fJocial Council and tho
Commission on Human Rights 9 have agreed on measures witl1 a'rie"tJ' to eradicating
the policies of apartheid and racial discrimination in "1:=tmi.'r, ia and
Southern Rhodesia; expresses the opinion that:

(i) The implementation of the measures recommended by tL.. j" ~'-l' \"!~~. ~;~j ted
Nations organs would be an essential step to ensure . ',,' ;.t:'ct of the
principles and objectives of the Convention,

(ii) While certain Powers appear to approve the resolutiol!':~ COIH.tt~l!Jlli.n€, the
policies practised in Namibia and Southern Rhodesia tJ'l-y :-:lvc
clandestine support to Suuth Africa~

(iii) The realization by the illegal regime in Southern Rhodesia that the
United Kingdom would not use force was a source of encoura~ement to
the pursuance of the present obnoxious policies~

(iv) Because of the inhuman policy of ran Smith's rebel government, one of
the United Nations mandatory sanctions is cessation of trade by all
United Nations Member States with Southern Rhodesia. This and other
sanctions are being surreptitiously circumvented by certain United
Nations Members. It is known that these Members maintain clandestinely
trade relations with Southern Rhodesia by correspondingly increasing
their volume of trade with 80uth Africa and Portugal for diversion to
Southern Rhodesia,

(v) Although in certain \vestern countries which maintain ties with South
Africa and Southern Rhodesia, racial discrimination is not the
professed official policy, some practices in these countries lead to
racial discrimination which encourages the racist regime c; in
South Africa and Southern Rhodesia to further intensify Lheir inhumane
policies,

(vi) South Africa v s continued defiance of the United nations hac. given
encouragement to the illegal regime in Southern TGlOdesia,

(vii) South Africa and Southern Rhodesia would not be able to continue to
practise racial discrimination, if all Ne:rJ.ber States implemented
resolutions of the United Nations, 1'lhich are intE:nded to deprive
those countries of military~ economic and political assistance;
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(e) Recommends to the General Assembly to appeal to the major trading
partners of South Africa (i) to abstain from any action that might constitute
an encouragement to the continued violation of the principles and objectives
of the Convention by South Africa and the illegal regime in Southern Rhodesia,
and (ii) to use their influence with a view to ensuring the eradication of the
policies of apartheid and racial discrimination in Namibia and Southern Rhodesia;

(~) As regards Southern Rhodesia, in particular, recommends to the
General Assembly to address an appeal to the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, as the administering Power, to adopt all measures within its
power with a view to eliminatinc the policies of racial discrimination in
Southern Rhodesia.

II. 20/African Territories under Portu~uese administration ~

I

!he Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination,

A. With re~ard to the question of colonial war in the Territories
£Qncerned

:t

Having noted General Assembly resolution 2707 (XXV) of ll~ December 1970 and
the resolution adopted by the Special Committee on the Situation with re~ard to
the Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial COQ~tries and Peoples on 23 September 1968 (A!AC.109/299), in which,
inter alia, the Government of Portugal was condemned for its use of napalm and
white phosphorous against the peoples of Angola, Mozambique and Guinea (Bissau)
(see A/7623/Add.3, annex I, para. 5; and General Assembly resolution 2707 (XXV)
of 14 December 1970),

Endorses the condemnation of the Government of Portugal, as expressed in that
resolution,

20/ The report for the year 1969 is set out in document A/7623/Add.3 and
for the year 1970 in A/8023/Add.3. In addition, the Committee had before it
the following working papers transmitted in "971:

A/AC.I09/L.690 and Corr.l and Add.l (Territories under Portueuese
administration) .

A/AC.I09/L.694 and Add.2 (Mozambique).
A/AC .109 /L. 699 and Add. 2 (Angola)~'
A/AC.l09/L.70l (Guinea (Bissau».
A/AC.I09/L.726 (Cape Verde Archipelago).

as well as a copy of a petition dated 17 March 1969 from the Council for
Christian Social Act~on contained in document A/AC.I09/PET.I083.

-38-
\

I

1.m.-r.;.·lr.n.qlll.l!rI_.·I'~.IIJ.J.·.'1111111"11.··.llrl~I~~~,lti\~~.•~}~~*~"~"""~"",;,,,,,,,,,",~"""',~~:>"_'_'~"~""='""''''''''''"~''=-'2.',;' -~-":':'==>'=''''~''2



-39-

II

Having notec1 General Assembly re.301utions 2395 (XXIII) of 29 November 1968
and 2707 (XXV) of 14 December 1970, in which the Assembly reiterated its appeal
to all States, and in particular to m.embers of the No:rth Atlantic Treaty
Organization, to withhold from Portugal any assiJtance which enables it to
prosecute the colonial war in the Territories under its domination~

Having also noted General Assembly resolution 2507 (XXIV) of 21 November 1969,
iL :vhich the Assembly urged all States, and particularly the States members of
~!le North Atlantic Treaty Organization, to withhold or desist from giving
further military anti other assistance to Portue;al which enables it to pursue the
colonial war in the Territories under its domination,

Emphasizes the impo:rtance which the COIffiIl.ittee attaches to the implementation
of these reconmendat.ions of the General Assembly;

III

Having noted the reports that Africans in Aneola were arrested and held
without trial for having given support to the liberation movement
(A/8023/Add.3, annex I B, para. 83),

Having noted also the Portuguese policy of concentrating African population
in Mozambique into Tiprotee:ted villages fl surrounded by barbed wire, and guarded
and administered by para-military and military forces (A/7623/Add.3,
annex Ill, para. 14),

Requests the Sp~cial Committee ~~o make further investigations regarding
this situation and to make its findings available to the Committee on the
Elimination of Racial Discrimination~

B. \Jith regard to the question of pol~tical rights

I

Havinr; noted that the General Assembly in resolution 2707 (XXV) of
14 December 1970 has rea: ;" 'med the inalienable right of the peoples of Angola,
Mozambique:> Guinea (Bissau) and other Territories under Portuguese domination
to self-determination and independence,

~

. Concludes that continuation of war by the Portuguese Government against
the peoples of these Territories constitutes a flagrant example of racial
discrimination;

l

1
I

1
\
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Having noted the legislation and practices which give rise to a systematic
under~representationof AfriOt ' in elected policy-making or~ans and to the
serious denial of the franchise to Africans (A/7623!Add.3, annex tI, paras. 10 and
11; A/8023!Add.3, annex I B, paras. 42 and 44~ A/8023/Add.3, annex I C, para. 33),

~vinp: also no_te...,! the system whereby Portuguese public law fails to take
aooount of African customary law, thereby, denying African participation in the
political and administrative organs of the Territory (A/8023, annex I A,
paras~ 41:) 66-69:1 rl-77~ ano. A/AC.109!L.690, para. 45),

Having further noted that whereas residents of Anr>ola who wanted to
..", " .' -., '" ' -' , ;

travel to Portugal were harassed by clearance requirements, no similar
requirements were imposeo. on residents of Portugal who visitea. the Territory
(A/AC.109!L.699, para. 18),

Recommends to the General Assembly to invite the Portupuese Government to
review these laws and practices and lnodify them so as to conform to the
principles and objectives of the United Nations Declaration and the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination;

C, With regard to the question of_economic problems

Havinp, noted the reports that (i) large European plantations employ
African labour at Imf wages; (ii) in the wage sector of the economy Africans have
sUbstantially lower wages and that this is partially attributable to the absence
of trade unions~ and (iii) in most instances the export sector of the economy is
controlled by Europeans (A!8023/Add.3, annex I B, paras. 92, 115-117, 101 and
ll2~ A/8023!Add.3, annex I C:I paras. 78, 81, 88)5

Recommends to the General Assembly to invite the Portuguese Government to
revie"! the situation and adopt a policy aimed at improvine:: the welfare of the
African majority in accordance with the principles and objectives of the
International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial
Discrimination;

D. ~',rith refiard to the Question of education and culture

Having noted the report that over 90 per cent of the Africans are still
illiterate (A/AC.I09/PET.I083),

]

t

Recommends to the General Asse~bly to invite the Portuguese
increase the 'fuciliti~3 at both the primary and secondary school
order to ensure complete and immediate eradication of illiteracy
Africans.
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Pacific and Indian Ocean Territories2l/Ill.

~e Committe~_on th~,].limination o.f Racial D~scrimination recommends:

1. That the Special Committee on the Situation with ~egard to the
Implementation of the Declaration on the Grantin~ of Independence to Colonial

21/ With reeard to these Territories, the following documents were before
the Connnittee :

A/7623/Add.4 and Corr.l and 2 (Seychelles).
A/7623/Add.5 (part II) (Oman)
A/7623/Add.6 (part I) (Gilbert and Ellice Islands, Pitcairn and the

Solomon Islands, Niue and the Tokelau Islands, New hebrides, Guam al'ld
funerican Samoa).

A/7623/Add.6 (part II) (Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, Papua and the
Trust Territory of Ne~ Guinea and the Cocos (Keeling) Islands, Brunei and
Hong Kong).

A/8023/Add.4 (part I, annex I) (Seychelles).
A/8023/Add.5 (part II) (Oman).
A/8023/Add.6 (Niue and the ~okelau Islands, Gilbert and Ellice Islands,

Pitcairn, Solomon Islands, New Hebrides, Guam and American Samoa, Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands, Hong Kong, Papua and the Trust Territory
of New Guinea and the Cocos (Keelin~) Islands).

Reports of the Administering Authority for the Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands for 1969 and 1970.

Reports of the Administering Authority for the Trust Territory of New Guinea
for 1969 and 1970.

Reports of the administering Powers for the following Territories: Gilbert
and Ellice Islands (1969), Brunei (196~), New Hebrides (1969), Cocos
(Keeling) Islands (1968-1969), Araerican Samoa (1969), Guam (1969), British
Solon~n Islands (1968), Papua (1968-1969), Pitcairn Island (1969),
Seychelles (1969), Niue and Toke1au Islands (1969, 1970).

Re~ort of the ~rusteeship Council to the General Assembly (relatine to the
Trust Territory of New Gu~nea) (Official Records of the Gene:r:a1 Assembly
Twenty-fifth Session, Supplement No. 4 (A/8004)).

~eport of the Trusteeship Council to the Security Council on the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands (20 June 1969-19 June 1970) (Official
Records of the Security Council, TwentY'-f1fth Year, Special Supplement No. 1
(S/9893)).

A/AC.109/L.695 (Seychelles).
A/AC.109/L.696 (New Hebrides).
A/AC.109/L.708 (Niue and the Tokelau Islfnds).
A/AC.109/L.714 and Add.l (Gilbert and Ellice Islands, Pitcairn and the

Solomon Islands).
A/AC.109/L.7l7 (American Samoa and Guam).
Report of the Dnited Nations Visiting 1\1ission to the Trust Territory of

New Guinea, 1971 (T/1717).
T/PV.1379, 1381 and 1382.
T/PET.8/33, T/OBS.8/2l (Petition and observations concerning the Trust

Territory of New Guinea).
T/PETr8/34, T/OBS.8/22 (Petition and observ-ations con~erning the Trust

Territory of New Guinea).
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Countries and Peoples and the Trusteeship Council in their respective spheres of
competence should invite the administering Power concerned to supply further and
more complete particulars~ which the Special COll~ittee and the Trusteeship Council
would forward to the COlnmittee~ re~ardin~:

A. In all Pacific and Indian Ocean territories considered by the Committee
on the Elimination of Racial Discrirlination:

(a) Land tenure by foreigners and by various racial groupings and. land
distribution;

(b) Salaries by racial 0roups~ particularly where expatriate labour is
employed;

(c) Economic dependence on the administering Pawer and foreign businesses
and the share of the indigenous population in the economic life of the
territories;

(d) Participation of the indigenous population in the pUblic administration
of the territories;

(e) ~1easures taken to implenent the various reconnnendations of United
Nations organs in the field of prevention of racial discrimination;

(f) Status of nationality and freedom of Iilovement within each territory,
including, in all cases, texts of relevant law'S and enactments.

B. In relation to specific territories:

(a) Seychelles

Action taken to implement th~ Governing Council's resolution concerning
the ~nactnent of legislation on the lines of the Race Relations Act passed by the
British Parliament (see A/7623/Add.4, p. 15~ para. 34 (3)~\.

(b) Niue and Tokelau Islands

Legislation concerning the nationality and citizenship of the indigenous
population (A/8023/Add.6, p. 56, para. 5).

(c) American Samoa

(i) Text of the laws relating to entry of Samoans into the Dnited States
of AIilerica (see 1969 Annual Report for Sap~a, p. 3).

(ii) Action taken on the recom.TJ1enc1ation of the Special COmITlittee relating
to the participation by the indigenous population in the economic life
of the territory (see A/7623/Add.6, part I, p. 45; para. 11 (4)).
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(iii) Heasures taken to abolish the dual'~ivage system as promised by the
Governor (A/.AC .109 /L. 717, para. 15,) American Samoa and Guam).

(d) Pitcairn

Source of conclusion that inhabitants were of comnlon stock and that racial
probleIo1s did not exist (see A/8023/Add.6, p. 36~ para. 69).

(e) Papua and Trust Territory of New Guinea
"'-- -

(i) Measures taken to overcome the difficulties referred to by the
administering Power regarding the existence:! in practice, of' racial
discrimination (T/PV.1379, p. 62).

(ii) Action taken in relation to the suc;gested abolition of the Gazelle
Peninsula j\1.ultiracial Local Governrllent Council (see A/8023/Add.. 6,
p. 132:l para. 40 et ~.).

(iii) The slow increase of indigenous participation in the civil service
(see A/5023/Add.6, p. 137:l para. 60).

(iv) Action taken in relation to the abolition of all laws of racial
discrimination in education as recommended by the Special Committee
at its 721st meetin~ on 29 October 1969 (see A/7623/Add.6, part II,
~. 31, para. 4).

2. That the Secretary-General) when supplying the COlmnittee with all
information relevant to the obj ectives of the Convention in conformity idth
article 15, paragraph 4 ~ should bear in lilind the abovGo':r:J.entioned requests ~

3. That the Trusteeship Council req'L~3st the next visiting mission t the
Trust Territories of American Smuoa and Pap la and the Trust Territory of New
Guinea to gather information on the 1egis1a'cive ',i judicia1:l administrative and other
measures taken by the Administering Authority relating to the implementation of
the principles and objectives of the Convention and forward this information
to the Con~ittee~

4. That the Special Carnnittee make every effort to secure that visiting
missions of the United Nations will be permitted to enter 8'\d inquire into
conditions in territories referred to in article 15 of the Convention in
order that the Conunittee may benefit from this additional source of information
in considering the implementation of the principles and objectives of the
Convention as regards the territories concerned.
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1. The COlmnittee on the Elimination of Hacial Discrimination would "relcome
receivin~ further information on f~ach of' the six territories listed belovr for
the follow'ing ren~ons:

t
','

(a) Bnha.t1as

The cases of racial discrimination ~·rith ref':ard to housin:~ mentioned in
parac:raph 115 of document A/8023/Add. 7 (part Ill) ~ par~e 29, show that the
cOl1stitut:i onal provisions referre<.1 to ill p:J.rar;raphs 38 and 115 of the same
(tOcument d.o not GCel}l to be sufficient to prevent discri.minatory practices by
J?rivatc individuals 8,r:ainst other ci tizens. .I\.ccordinr; to article 2,
paracraph 1 (d) of the Convention.) each Gtate Party is obli{3ed to put an end to

22/ As x'egards these t.C'rritories the follm,rinr; documents have been transnitted--, .
to the Ccmmi.ttee on thG Blinination of Racial Discrimination:

A/7623/Add.4 and Corr.l and 2 (Gibraltar~ St. Helena).
A/7623/Add.7 (1\nticua~ Dominica',) Grenada, St. Kitts-Nevis-Anguilla,

St. Lucia',) St. Vil1cent~ United. States Virr;in Islands, Bermuda, Bahamas~

Turks anc'l Caicos Islands',) Cayman Islands, I[ontserrat, British Virl;3in
Islands) Falkland Islands (r.1alvi"1.s):I British Honduras).

A/8023/Add. 7 (nart Ill) (Cayr.tan Islands, Hontserrat ~ Bermuda:l Bahamas,
British Virr;in :fslc.mds) Uni tecl States Virc;in Islands ~ Turlts and Caicos
Islands) .

A/8023/Add.4 (part I, annex I) (St. Helena) (part 11) (Gibraltar).
A/8023/~d&.7 (part I) (Antir.uu, DOYlinica, Grenada~ St. Kitts-Nevis-Anguilla,

St. Lucia and St. Vincent).
A/D023/Add.7 (part 11) (Doninica, St. Lucia) .
.l\./8023/J.dd.7 (part IV) (Falkland. Islands (r"Tnlvinas) ~ BritiSh Honduras).
HeportE. of the aduinisterin.': Pouers for Bermuda (1969), British Honduras (1969),

British VirGin Islands (1969), Cay!tlun Ifslands (19651), Falklnnc1. Islands
(Halvinas) (1969) ~ Gibraltar (1969), f'Iontserrat (1970), St. H~lel1a (1969) ',)
St. Vincent (1968)~ Turks and Caicos Islands (1969), United States
Vir[;in I81an('(s (1969).

~/AC.I09/L.695 ~St. Helena).
A/AC .109 /L. 700 (Bahamas).
A/AC.I09/L.702 (Turks and Caicos Islands).
A/AC.I09/L.711 (Co.ynan Islands).
~~/.'\.C .109 /L. 712 (Bermudn.).
A/Ae.109/L.7l3 (Irontserrat).
A/AC.I09/L,7l5 (United States Virl3in Islands).
A/AC.I09/L.71h (Britioh Virgin Islands).
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racial dincrinination by any person nnd not only b;y public authorities. It \'rould,
therefore ~ seen necessary to implenent local le~::islation in the Bahamas iil order
to outlai" such practices. Althou[';h docunent A/.Ac.I09/L.700 of 23 April 1971
does not refer to si~.1ilar cases of racial discrimina.tion on the Islands!l further
inforl~lation would be ivelcome.

'JIbe re':ort subrlitted by the Spt:cial C01~lJdittee ill J970 C'\/8023It\dd.7
(part Ill), DU.ras. 83·-06:1 p. 51) ') sllm·f that some 'nro'·:ress has been wade in the
Islands in imnrovinr\ the conditions prevailin"; in forllcr years (A/7G?31Add. 7 ,
p. 100). The Hace Relations Act, prohibitin.: dis cri~'linatioll on racial :l~rounds and
T)Cnalizinr,; incitel'lent to racial he.tred:) i'laS p~l.SSelJ, by the Lo,'islature in 1969 and
Iilay be called an initial success. The f)1)t;cial COl:lmittGG 9 R expressed concern about
the racial ineClualities and discrinination :prevailin:~ in the territ.ory and its
request for effective r'leasures to ensure tha.t ch;; people of the territory n.re
~iven eoual opT'lortunities ivithout an~1 distinction ~ ivould seen to indicate that such
l.leasures should be taken first and forcDost in the economic and ed.uc2tional fields
in order to reach the goals envisar,ed. r.rIle last reDort (A/AC.I09/1.712 of
20 Ilay 1971 ~ para. 12) indicates, however ~ that the Opposition Party PLP is
accusinc; the present Government of racialisl,l, particularly in re~~:?"rd to el,lployment
rlracti.ces in the school system and the police force i'There a Itu'ee l1tll1lber of wIlites ~

particularly frotl the United Kingdon, hold. upper·-level posts. UnfortunatelY:l
the report does not indicnte ivhether these accusations have been "proved to be
true and~ therefore:> further information is needed.

(c) British Vir~in Islands

The Special Co~:n'1ittee express cs its concern over tIle larl:~e flm'l of
irmigrants into the territory and requests that the adninisterin:": Power trtke
effective :Jeasures to control such im1lli~ration in accordance 'vith the e~~pressed
wishes of the people of the territory (:\/7623IAdd.7~ 1}ara. lO~ p. 10'1 p. 18G
and para. 12, p. 193).

The latest \o!orkin['; panel" (t;,/AC.I09/L.716 of 1(3 tTtme 1971') para. 7) indicates
that the estimated population of the torritory llainly of African descent J ha.s
increased to about 13,000 as ao;ainst only 7 :>340 accordin l ': to the 1~;60 census.
An amendment to the Constitution issued in 1970 raised residt::ntial qualificatiol~:3

for membership in the Council from one yer,r to a period. of d fi ve out of seven
years~: and for voters from one to three ye3.:ru "iHunediately preceding the
qualifyinc: date li (l.c. para. 11). !~lthough it l:1aY appear questionable whet1.H.:r
this al~lendr:1ent, iEl'posinr: a certain political di.~ ~rimination on immiGrants, is
cOl'lpatible ivith democratic "Orinci:)les , it is not indicated in the reports
presented that questions of racial discrillination are involved.

It therefore anpears advis able to ask for further information on vrhether
the measures taken in conne:don ilith tllO control of the large floil{ of
i:lll11i n;rants into the territory contain any element of rRcial dis crimination.
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(d) Gibraltar

It appears from. the exchange of notes during the recent years between the
Governments of Suain and the United Kingdom~ as reported in A/7623/Add.4 of
30 October 1969,-pages 48 et seq. and in A/8023/Add.4 (part II) of
5 November 1970~ pages 19 et Boq., that, besides other questions~ issues of
human ric:;hts are involved.

._all. XIil'l'ld.U.I£JI!ik;ilI!I';•••:_..IIi.lIl.IIII1UIl;IIIIE.'_ii1__L ]!I.'1I:S.kll:.11'11'111'11: :11'11111'••JlIlIIIUII.11:__'11,IIUIIII...__a__.III:.15Ill,llllillflilllbLLI!i!iJEIli.£••'_"'-,

, .y-

I

The Spanish Government~ in a letter dated 16 June 1969 (A/7623/Add.4~
p. 53) para. 25 (f)) claimed that the new Constitution 71 allm·red de facto
discrim~nation a~ainst anyone not havin~ the status of a person who belongs
to Gibraltar,l.

Th
ec,
as:

It appears from the reports presented that the question of racial differences
in the sense ofax'ticle 1 of the Convention has not been -raised, but only the
q~estion of differences in legal status re8arding citizenship. Accordingly~

additional information is requested.

Go'
III

ca,
eCI

(e) Hontserrat
3.

The report on the disturbances which occurred in April 1969
(A/8023!Add.7 (part III), p. 88~ paras. 19-21) and led to the declaration of a
state of emergency does not disclose that the disturbances were due to racial
tensions or the inSUfficiency of legal provisions regarding racial
discrimination.

The new report (A/AC.I09/L.713 of 20 F1ay 1971) does not indicate any racial
discrinination. However, additional information is requested.

COl
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(f) St. Helena

The economic conditions in St. Helena reflect the impact of foreign economic
interests on the general conditions of social life. A majority of sha__ .~olding

in Solomon and Co. was assumed by the St. Helena Govermaent under the pressure
of local pUblic opinion as there 'Vras fear that the domination of the principal
trading concern in St. Helena by a firm registered in the United Kin[Sdom but
with South African directors could also have considerable consequences in
the social field.

FrOY,l the material presented by the Special Committee (A/7623/Add. 4 c;

para. 38 et seq., paras. 94-,103: J "8023/Add.4 (part I) ~ annex I, p. 99, para. 103;
A/AC.I09/L.695, para. 59), the COlTIl:littee has no means of knowing whether similar
fears have been expressed with respect to Frank Robband Company, which is one of
the two foreien companies holdins fishing licences and which is South African-based.
Further information is therefore necessary.
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2~ Turks and Caicos Islands

The economic situation in the Islands with only 6,000 inhabitants is shown
by the fact that estimated pUblic expenditure in 1970 amounted to Jronaican
~)l ,152 <;846 and that not less than Jamaican $596 ~OOO came from e;rants-in-aid from
the United Kin~dom. In order to improve econonic conditions, anfuitious development
plans have been studied and elaborated durine the last five years which provide for
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a mixture of tourism and residential development (A/AC.109/L.702 of 28 April 1971,
paras. 17-31). A report prepared by the tear1 headed by Sir Derrick Jakeway,
states:

\1 ••• while it is true that there are no signs of racial tensions in the
Territory at the Homent:l we c10ubt very much whether this happy situation
would continue if there were a rapid, uncontrolled influx of foreigners~

particularly if they took all better paid jobs. 11

The solutions proposed, in order to avoid this riSk, provide for considerable
economic and political ~rivi1eges for the Turks and Caicos islanders in order to
assure that they become the principal beneficiaries from development (para. 31).

The ComrJ1i ttee expresses the hope that, in introducing these measures ~ the
Govern~ent of the Turks and Caicos Islands ,vi11 ensure that no racial discrimination
in the sense of article 1 of the Convention is practised against those who are
called to the Islands in order to participate and to collaborate in their
economic development.

3. United States Virgin Islands

The facts that about 49 per cent of the total labour force in the Islands is
composed of non~·citizens, and that the majority of non-resident employees are in
the Imv income and unskilled classification (A/8023/Add.7 (part Ill) paras. 75-76,
pp. 127-128 and A/AC.I09/L.715, of 17 June 1971) appear to create certain problems
with regard to human ri~hts by jeopardizing rights to hea1th~ social security and
just and favourable conditions of "Tork (A/7623/Add. 7, p. 86).

The provision that an alien, in order to continue to work must make a trip
every six months to an island under the flag of his own citizenship, register,
return and accept reprocessing under a United States re-·entry rule, may be
burdensome for the individual but is not inconsistent with the Convention
(article 1~ para. 2). There were, however, complaints examined with divergent
conclusions by officials of neighbouring islands, about lIinhumane, rude and brutal
handling;; in the cleportation of alien workers residing i11e~a11y in the territory
Racial discrimination in this connexion was, however, not reported.

It may be argued that the former exclusion of the children of non-residents
from public schools (A/7623/Add. 7, p. 88) Ivas incompatible \'Tith th-= spirit of·
the Convention, as any State which aili'lits an alien to its territory should also
be obliged to grant him certain ninimum rights, inc1udin~ the right to obtain an
education for his children. It appears from the report submitted by the
a&TIinisterinG Power for 1969, that ~11 alien children were to be for the first
time enrolled in the public school system in 1970. This is confirmed by the report
of the Special CorQffiittee of 17 June 1971 (A/AC.I09/L.715, para. 74). For the
first time in history, eQual educational opportunities for all cl.1i1dren in the
Islands are expected.

The Cormnittee recol~lends to the Special COlnmittee that it draw the
attention of UlJESCO to the situation ef alien children in the schools of the
United States Virgin Islands.
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2 Octobe:t' 1968
22 September 1970
27 March 1968
8 August 1966
8 April 1969

24 June 1971
14 October 1970
16 March 1971
10 December 1970
16 January :~y67

21 Ap:ci1 1967
29 December 1966
22 September 1966 (a)
1 May 1967

16 May 1969

14 JUly 1970
28 July 1971 (a)
. 8 September 1966
18 June 1970
1 May 1969

15 October 1968 (a)
3 July 1968 (a)
7 February 1969

27 May 1971
6 August 1969

4 May 1967
13 March 1967

3 December 1968
29 Aue;ust 1968
11.t. January 1970

Date of receipt of the
instrument of ratification

or accession (a)
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STATES PARTIES TO THE INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON THE
ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION AS

OF 10 SEPTEMBER 1971

State

ANNEX I

Argentina
Bolivia
Brazil
Bulgaria
Bye10russian Soviet Socialist Republic

CB.meroon
Canada
Central African Republic
China
Costa Rica

Cyprus
Czechoslovakia
Ecuador
Egypt
Federal Republic of Germany

Finlan.d
France
Ghana
Greece
Holy See

Kuwait
Libyan Arab Republic
Vladagas ce-r
Malta
Mongolia

Hungary
Iceland
India
Iran
Iraq
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State

Morocco
Nepal
Niger
Nigeria
Norway

Pakistan
Panama
Philippines
Poland
Romania

Sierra Leone
Spain
Sw~ziland

Syrian Arab Republic
Tunisia

Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics
United Kingdom of Great Britain and

N'orthern Ireland
Uruguay
Venezuela
YUGoslavia
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Date of r~ceipt of the
instrument of ratification

or accession (a)

18 December 1970
30 January 1971 (a)
27 April 1967
16 October 1967 (a)

6 August 1970

21 September 1966
16 August 1967
15 September 1967

5 December 1968
15 September 1970 {a}

2 August 1967
13 September 1968 (a)

7 April 1969 (a)
21 April 1969 (a)
13 January 1967

7 March 1969
4 February 1969

7 l'JIarch 1969
30 August 1968
10 October 1967

2 October 1967
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ANNEX 11

MEMBERSHIP OF THE CO~~IITTEE

r1r. Alvin Robert Cornelius (Pakistan)
Mr. Rajeshwar Dayal (India)
Mr. Mikhail Zakharovich Getmanets (Ukrainian SSR)
Mr. A.A. Haastrup (Nigeria)
Mr. Jose D. Ingles (Philippines)
Sir Herbert Marchant (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland)
Mr. Aboul Nasr (Egypt)
Mr. Gonzalo Ortiz-Martin (Costa Rica)
Mrs. Doris Owusu-Addo (Ghana)
Mr. Karl Josef Partsch (Federal Republic of Germany)
Mr. Aleksander Peles (Yugoslavia)
Mr. Zbigniew Resich (Poland)
Mr. Zenon Rossides (Cyprus)
Mr. Fayez A. Sayegh (Kuwait)
Mr. S.T.M. Sukati (Swaziland)
Mr. N.K. Tarassov (USSR)
Mr. Jan Tomko (Czechoslovakia)
Mr. Luis Valencia Rodriguez (Ecuador)
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ANNEX III

f
\

TEXT OF COMMUNICATION SENT TO HUNGARY, SIERRA LEONE, TUNISIA
AND URUGUAY, ADOPTED BY THE COMMITTEE AT ITS THIRD SESSION,

ON 23 APRIL 1971

The Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination invites the attention
of the Government of " to article 9, paragraph 1 (a), of the
International Convention on the-Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination.
Under that article, States Parties undertake, inter alia, to submit a report on the
legislative, judicial, administrative or other measures which they have adopted and
which give effect to the provisions of the Convention 11within one year after the
entry into force of the Convention for the State concerned iV

•

The Committee notes with regret that, despite its communication of
18 September 1970, transmitted to the Government of by the
Secretary-General in his note SO 237/2 (2) of 5 October 1970, the report of
________________ under article 9, paragraph 1, of the Convention, which was due on
5 January lY70, has not yet been received.

In its earlier communication of 28 January 1970 (CERD/C!R.12, contained in
document A/8027, annex III A)~ and transmitted to all states Parties by the
Secretary-General in a note verbale dated 27 February 1970, the Committee stated:

"The Committee attaches great importance to these reportv. It is
unanimously of the view that, being a principal source of information,
these reports provide the Committee with an essential element for discharging
one of its most important responsibilities, namely, reporting to the
General Assembly of the United Nations under article 9, paragraph 2, of
the Convention."

The Committee therefore decided at its third session to address this
communication to the Government of ~ , through the Secretary-General,
and to re~uest it to submit its report by 30 June 1971. The Committee wishes to .
refer once again to the provisions of rule 66 of its provisional rules of procedure
adopted at its second session, which states:

"1. At each session, the Secretary-General shall notify the Committee of all
cases of non-receipt of reports or additional information, as the case may
be, provided for under article 9 of the Convention. The Committee, in such
cases, may transmit to the State Party concerned, through the Secretary-General,
a reminder concerning the submission of the report or additional information.

112. If even after the reminder, referred to in paragraph 1 of this Rule, the
state Party does not submit the report or additional information required
under article 9 of the Convention~ the Committee shall include a reference
to this effect in its annual report to the General Assembly.H

The Committee expresses the hope that the report will be prepared on the lines
suggested by the Committee in its earlier communication of 28 January 1970
(A/8027, annex III A), a copy of which is enclosed herewith.
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ANNEX V

TEXT OF COMMUNICATION SENT TO 17 STATES PARTIES UNDPR ARTICLE 9
OF THE CO~~ENTICN ADOFTED AT THE THIRD SESSION OF THE CCMMI~TEE

ON 23 APRIL 1971

!I

\/
i

"

At its third session~ the Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination,
in discharge of its responsibilities under article 9, paragraph 2, of the
International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination,
continued its consideration of the reports submitted by States Parties in accordance
with paragraph 1 of that article.

It nay be recalled that the C~mnittee on the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination is called upon, under article 9, paragraph 2, of the Convention, to
SUbltlit annual reports to the General Assembly on its activities and to make
suggestions and general recommendations based on the examination of reports and
information received from the States Parties to the Convention.

In its communication adopted at its first session on 28 January 1970
(CERD/C/R.12 contained in A/8027, annex III A) and transmitted to the States
Parties in a note verbale by the Secretary-General on 27 February 1970, a copy of
which is forwarded herewith, the Cornnittee has laid down the type of information
which it would expect to receive in pursuance of the provisions of article 9 of
the Convention.

At its second session, on 16 September 1970:1 'the Committee adopted a
communication (A/8027, annex III B) addressed to States Parties whose reports
under article 9 had been received, requesting thew to compare the reports they had
submitted with the communication adopted at the first session (CERD/C/R.12) and
to furnish the Committee with information on those points which their reports did
not cover. This communication was transmitted to the States Parties concerned by
the Secretary-General in a note verbale dated 13 October 1970.

The Cormnittee would appreciate it if the Government of would
once again cOlnpare the information it has submitted with the communication adopted
at the first session of the Committee and to furnish the Cormnittee with all
pertinent information by 15 July 1971. In this connexion, attention is drawn
to the sUliMary records of the meetings of the third session of the
Committee (CERD/C/SR. ), at which it discussed the report already submitted
by _

The summary records referred to above will be forwarded by the Secretary
General as soon as they are available in final form.
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ANNEX V!

SUBMISSION OF ADDITiONAL INFORMATION BY STATES PARTIES

A. Addi,ti()nal information ~equested at the second session

The Committee decided at its second session, on 16 September 1970, to request

all States Parties which had submitted reports to compare them with its

communication of 28 January 1970 (A/8027, anneX III A) and, if necessary, to

supply a~ditiona1 information by 1 Februa~y 1971.

States Parties to which the
request was sent

Argentina

Brazil

BUlgaria

Byelorussian SSR

Costa Rica

Cyprus

Czechoslovakia

Ecuador

Egypt

Fede~al Republic of Germany

Ghana

Holy See

India

Iran

Kuwait

Libyan Arab Republic

Madagascar

Niger

Nigeria

Pakistan

Panama

Philippines

Poland

Spain

Date on which additional
WrlH eo

information was SUbmitted

..

...

..

..
8 June 1971

..

...

12 March 1971
...
...

2 February 1971

21 Decembe~ 1970
...

21 April 1971

16 March 1971

8 April 1971

..
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States Parties to which
the request was sent

Date on which additional
information was submitted

Swaziland

Ukrainian SSR

USSR

United Kingdom

Venezuela

Yugoslavia

15 January 1971

B. Additional info't'mation requested at the third session,

At its third session, the Committee decided, on 23 April 1971, to request

the following 17 States Parties to submit additional information by 15 July 1971.

Not received

9 July 1971

Not received

Date on whit11 requested
additiona,l information waf?..
submitted

8 Jv.ly 1971

Not received

Not received

19 August 1971

23 July 1971
Not received

4 September 1971

Not received

Not received

Not received

Not received

Not received

8 July 1971

Not received

-57-

Argentina

Brazil

Bulgaria

Costa Rica

Cyprus

Czechoslovakia

Ecuador

Iceland

Iran

Kuwait

Madagascar

Niger

Pakistan

Panama

Spain

Syrian Arab Republic

Venezuela

States Parties to which
the request was addressed

11
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ANNEX VII

DOCUMENTS RECEIVED BY THE COMMITTEE ON THE J:nLIMINATION 01f

RACIAL DISCRIMINATION UP TO ITS FOURTH SESSION PURSUilllT
TO DECISxONS OF THE TRUSTEESHIP COUNCIL AND THE SPECIAL
COMMITTEE ON THE SITUATION WITH REGARD TO THE IMPLEHENTATION
OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO

COLONIAL COUi~TRIES AND PEOPLES

A. Trusteeship Council documents submitted pursuant to decisions of its
thirty-seventh session (1970) and thirty-eighth session (1971)

1. Reports of the Administering Authority rpI:lting to the Pacific Islands and
New Guinea a~ shown hereunder:

2. Report of the United Hations Visiting 1'1ission to the Trust Territory of
New Guinea, 1971 (T/1717)

1
~
;1

!
[

.t
I
I

NeW" Guinea (Australia)

Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands (United States of America)

For the years ending 30 June 1969
and 30 June 1970

For the years ending 30 June 1969
and 30 June 1970

3. Petitions concerning New Guinea and documents relating thereto

T/PET.8/33, T/PET.8/34

T/OBS.8/21, T/OBS.8/22

T/PV.1379, 1381 and 1382

4. Reports of the Trusteeship Council to the General Assembly and to the Security
Council incorporating the working papers prepared by the Secretariat, nrouely:

(a) Offic~:.al Records of the General Assembly., Twenty-fifth session,
Supplement No. 4,:1 and ibid., 'Twenty-sixth Session., Supplement No. 4.

(b) Official Records of the Security Council, Twenty-fifth Year, Special
Supplement No. 1 and ibid., Twenty-sixth Year, Special Supplement No. 1.
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B. Documents submitted pursuant to decisions of the Special Co~~ittee on the
Situ~tion with regard t~ the Implementation of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Culonial Countries and Peoples in 1969~ 1970
and 1971

1. Petitions submitted by the Special Committee

(a) Pursuant to decision at its 724th meeting (2 December 1969)

Title Do CUll1ent

-59-

(b) Pursuant to decision at its 776th meeting (2 November 1970)

NaLlibia A/AC.109/PET .1134

A/AC. 109/PET. 1135

A/AC.109/PET.1147

Southern Rhodesia A/AC.109/PET.1129

A/AC.109/PET.1138

A/AC.109/PET.1139

A/AC.109/PET.1:~0

A/AC. 109/PET. 1141
Ter:ritories in southern Africa A/AC. l09/PET. 1131

A/AC.109/PV.743~747 750-759~ 764, 766

A/8023/Add.l~ 2 and 3.

A/AC.109/PET.1056

A/AC.109/PET.1057

A/AC.109/PET.1058

A/ACo 109/PET. 1094

A/AC.109/PET.l1l1

A/AC. 109ipET.1083

A/AC.109/PET.1083/Add.1

A/AC.109/PET.1073

A/AC. 109/PET. 1075

A/AC. 109/PET. 1076

A/AC.109/PET.1076/Add.1

A/AC. 109/PET. 1092

A/AC.109/PE~.1098

A/AC.109/PET.l107

Document

Namibia

Territories under Portuguese
administration

Southern Rhodesia

Territories in southern
Africa

Title
y
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2. Working papers submitted by the Special Committee

Title 1969 1970 1971

Southern Rhodesia A/7623/Add.l A/8023/Add.l A/AC.109/L.685

Namibia A/7623/Add.2 and A/8023/Add.2 A/AC.109/L.686
Corr.l

Territories under A/7623/Add.3 and A/8023/Add.3 A/AC.I09/L.690 and Corr.l
Portuguese Corr.l' and Add.l; A/AC.109/L.694
administration and Add.2; A/AC.109/L.726;

A/AC.109/L.699 and Add.2;
A/AC.109/L.70l

Seychelles and.
st.' Helena A/7623/Add.4 and A/8023/Add.4 A/AC.I09/L.695

Corr.l and 2

Ifni and Spanish A/7623/Add.4 and A/8023/Add.4 A/AC.109/L.728
Sahara Corr.l and 2

Gibraltar A/7623/Add.4 and A/8023/Add.4
Corr.l and 2

French Somaliland A/7623/Add.4 and A/8023/Add.4 A/AC.I09/L.73l
Corr.l and 2

Fiji A/7623/Add.5 A/8023/Add.5
(Part I)

Oman A/7623/Add.5 A/8023/Add.5
(Part II)

Gilbert and Ellice A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6 A/AC.109/L.7l4 and Add.l
Islands, Pit~airn and (Part I)
the Solomon Islands

Niue and the Tokelau A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6 A/AC.I09/L.708
Islands (Part I)

New Hebrides A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6 A/AC.I09/L.696
(Part I)

Guam and American A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6 A/AC.I09/L.717
Samoa (Part I)

Trust Territories of A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6
the Pacific Islands (Part II)

Papua and the Trust A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6
Territories of New (Part II)
Guinea and the
Cocos (Keeling)
Islands

~Jrunei A/7623/Add.6 A/8023/Add.6
(Part II)
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Title 1969 1970 1971

Hong Kong A/7623/Add., 6 A/8023/Add.6
(Part II)

Antigua, Dominica.~ A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Add.7
Grenada? st. Kitts-
Nevis-Anguilla,
St. Lucia and
st. Vincent

United States A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Add.7 A/AC.109/L.7l5
Virgin Islands ~

~

Bermuda A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Addo7 A/AC.109/L.7l2 i
~
"1
'ji

A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Add.7 A/AC.109/L.700
. t

Bahamas f,
1

Turks and Caicos A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Add.7 A/ACol09/L.702 ~
vIslands ~

Cayman Islands A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Add.7 A/AC.109/L.7ll
Montserrat A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Add.7 A/AC.109/Lo7l3

British Virgin A/7623/Add.7 A/8023/Addo7 A/AC.109/L.7l6
Islands

Falkland Islands A/7623/Add.7 A/8023!Add.7
(Malvinas)

British Honduras A/7623/Addo7 A/8023/Addo7
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