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dealt with within the franmework of the CSCE

| MADR woul d like to join in some formin these

efforts and nake contribution as an organi zati on spe-

cializing in the question of discn mnation

Activities fromApril to Decenber 1990

1. uSearch er ngngn gigging; Mngrities in

0, M- n

5mm

A. Co-sponsored with Japan Pacific Resource

Net wor k based in California, US.

Hel d a conference in New York (29 May), San

Franci sco (2 June) and Los Angeles (6 June), and

visited the UN and vari ous organi zati ons of mnori -

ties.

B. Pani ci pants

From J apan, nenbers of the Buraku |iberation

novenent, Korean movement, Ainu novenent and

forei gn workers support novenent participated in the

programs. Fromthe US. representatives of different

mnority groups including the Philipino, African and

J apanese Anericans and the indi genous people partic-

i pated. ,

C. Purpose of the Conferences

- To present situations of minority nmovements in

Japan and the US

- To discuss the human rights situations in both

countries froma gl obal perspective.

- To build a cooperative relationship between

mnorities of the two countries.

D. Achi evenents

The programnms provided educational information to

St at enment

Reapplication of I MADR for consultative status with the UN ECOSOC was consi dered on

21 January by the Conmittee on Non- Govemrental Organi zations held at the UN headquartels
in

New York, and the decision was nade on 30 J anuary. The Committee decided to defer our ap
plication

until the next session to be held in 1993. It is indeed a pity that | MADRk application wa
s deferred, as

we had been strengthening our international activities for the past two years. It should
be reported,

however, that IMADR is inproving step by step as is shown in the fact that many nenbers o
f the

Conmittee including Cyprus expressed their expectations over IMADRi s future activities.

| MADR strongly protests against the All J apan Federation of Buraku Liberation Myvenents
for their malicious opposition activities conducted at three different occasions. Cearly
, their request

for rejection of our application was not accepted by the Committee.

At any rate, the deferment will not weaken at all IMADRl s activities. Rather, IMADR is
detennined to further strengthen its activities ainmed at the elimnation of all fonns of
di scrimnation

fromthe world, in accordance with the decisions nade at the fourth Board of Directors, M
eeting on 20

January. These include opening of a Geneva office, holding of a synposiumin CGeneva and e
stablish-

ment of a human rights infomation center for Asia-Cceania.

| MADR hopes that the devel opnent of these activities will bring it a success in achieving
consul tative status at the next session of the Comittee.

Finally, I MADR wi shes to express its appreciation for all people concerned for their ass
S-

tance to it and | ooks forward to further support in the future.

30 January 1991

Myri am Schrei ber

Pr esi dent

I MADR



the U. S. society about Japanis minority novements

and its udiversity". (The whole prograns were attend-
ed by about 300 people.)

It becane the first step in building a future rel a-
tionship of cooperation between nmnorities in the two
countri es.

The New York program was coordi nated by

Director Soon Man Rhi mand M. Anthony Kahng, an
academ c advi ser to | MADR.

2. Participation in the 42nd Session of the UN

- m in nHMR h 1-

53m)

Presi dent Myriam Schrei ber attended the Sub-

Conmi ssion as | MADR, s representati ve.

3, Pagigipatign in uMeeting on Human Ri ghts

Infrmnn Exh frhA nRini’

9rl nr nHMR h" -1
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Conti nued on page 8

Conmittee on the Elinmnation of Racial Discrimnation 39th Session
m

The Conmi ttee on Elimnation of Racial

Di scrimnation (CERD), the human rights body that
nonitors the inplenentation of the International
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Raci al
Discrimnation held its 39th session in Geneva from4
to 22 March 1991. It exam ned the periodic reports of
el even states and found a new way to respond to

del ays in the subm ssion of reports. This session was
characterized as uone of the nost intensive" by its
Chai rman, M. Agha Shahi (Pakistan). It adopted two
resol uti ons, and issued an opinion on a conmuni ca-
tion under Article 14. The Conmittee discussed its
possi bl e contributions to any programme to foll ow
the Second Decade agai nst Raci sm and Raci al

Di scrimnation (1984-1993) and to the projected

Worl d Conference on Human Ri ghts, and means for
improving its liaison with other human rights treaty
noni t ori ng bodi es.

Consi derati on of Reports

The reports exam ned were from Barbados

(country rapporteur: Ms. Sadiq Ali); Argentina (M.
de Gouttes); UWkraine (M. Yutzis); Burundi (Ms.
Sadiq Ali); Cuba (M. Rhenan Segura); Portugal (M.
Fererro Costa); Uruguay (M. Wl frum,; Mlta (M.

Vi das); Sweden (M. Wl fran); Canada (M. Yutzis);
and the United Kingdom (M. Wl frum. The practice

of the Committee has hitherto been that each nmenber
who wi shed has taken part in the consideration of the
report and the reporting state has been left to drawits
own concl usi on about the reception of its report from
the views expressed. At the 39th session the
Conmittee decided that its adoption of the country
rapporteur procedure enabled it to go further toward
t he adoption of a common statement enbodying a

coll ective opinion. After the representative of the
reporting state had replied to questions and left the
Conmittee table, the chairman invited the country
rapporteur to propose a concl usion about progress in
Conmi ttee Menbership, Oficers

The nmenbers of the Cormittee are as

foll ows: Mahmoud ABOUL- NASR ( Egypt);

Hanzat AHVADU (N geria); M chael

PARKER BANTON (United Ki ngdom ;

Eduar do FERRERO COSTA (Peru); |ai

FO GHEL (Denmark); |van GARVALOV

(Bul garia); George 0. LAMPTEY (Ghana);

Regi s de GOUTTES (France); Ceorge

LECHUGA HEVI A (Cuba); Yuri A

RESHETOV (Sovi et Uni on); Jorge RHENAN

SEGURA (Costa Rica); Shanti SADI Q ALI



(I'ndia); Agha SHAH (Pakistan); M chael E

SHERI FI S (Cyprus); SONG Shuhua (China);

Kasi mi r VI DAS (Yugosl avi a); Rudiger

WOLFRUM ( Ger many); and Mario Jorge

YUTZI' S (Argentina).

The nmenber of the Bureau are: Chairman

Agha SHAHI (Pakistan); Vice-Chairnman

George LAMPTEY (CGhana), Eduardo

FERRERO COSTA (Peru), and Kazimr

VI DAS (Yugosl avi a); Rapporteur: M chae

BANTON (United Kingdonj.

the inplementation of the Convention in the state in
guestion. O her nmenbers then suggested additions or

nodi fications. The results of this change will be seen
inthe Commttee’s 1991 report to the Cenera
Assenbl y.

In connection with the Second Decade, M.

Bant on proposed a resolution which woul d express
the opinion that 1United Nations action to conbat
raci smand racial discrimnation under the
Programme of the Second Decade is handi capped by
weaknesses in the provisions for nonitoring devel -
opnents in states and reporting on these to the
"CGeneral Assenbly, and, in particular, by delays in
the submission of reports by several States Parties



to the Convention. ,

Due to the cancellation and curtail ment of various

sessions since 1986, the Conmittee at present has

before it 10 reports from 15 States Parties which are

pendi ng consi deration. Mreover, 278 reports from

114 States Parties are overdue and have not yet been

received.

The final paragraph of M. Banton’s proposal, was

to recommend that ithe General Assenbly resolve

that, in terns of Article 9(2) of the Convention, the

activities on which the Comrmittee is to report may

i nclude reporting on the progress in inplenmentation

of the Convention in states which are seriously

overdue in the subm ssion of the periodic reports

under Article 9(1) of the Convention, on the basis of

ot her docunentation and information available to the

Conmitteei. Those who spoke in the discussion

expressed synpathy with the objectives of the resol u-

tion but no one was willing to support it.
Nevert hel ess, the debate gave rise to three separate

deci si ons which may achieve its objectives nore

effectively than the original resolution would have

done.

The liist decision was to adopt a resolution which

after recalling the universal character of the Charteris

prohi bition of discrimnation, tcalls on the Genera

Assenbly to encourage states which have not yet

done so to join the overwhelning najority of states in

accepting obligations to elimnate racial discrimna-

tion which is one of the stated priorities of the inter-

nati onal community in the endeavor to establish

respect for and observance of human rights and fun-

danent al freedonsl .

The second deci sion was to adopt a resol ution

regretting that a nunber of States Parties are seriously

late in submitting reports, regretting that appeals to

them have had little effect, and therefore icalls upon

the Secretary-General to bring to the attention of the

States Parties at their nmeeting the unfortunate conse-

guences of these delays and to encourage the States

Parties to consider ways by which all states may be

brought to fulfil their obligations under Article 9,

paragraph 1, of the Convention’

M. Banton had argued that if defaulting states

| earned that CERD pl anned to consider the inplnmen-

tation of the Convention in their countries on the

basis of other information this would be a stinmulus to

themto subnit their overdue reports. O her nenbers

doubt ed whet her, even in connection with the Second

Decade, the Ceneral Assenbly coul d authorize

CERD to act in this way. According to M. Wl frum

even a statenent by all States Parties m ght not

suffice. M. Lanptey was concerned about the

sources to be used, and that in this respect all states

ol igations of States Parties to the

Conventi on

Under Article 9 of the Convention, states

undertake to report to the Committee on |egal

judicial and other neasures they have adopted

to ensure effective protection against racial dis-

crimnation within their jurisdiction

States Parties to the Convention agree to

condemn and seek to elimnate racial discrim-

nation in their territories, and to review their

policies in order to anmend or nullify any regul a-

tions which create or perpetuate such discrim-

nati on, based on racial superiority or hatred,

puni shabl e by |aw and to prohibit organizations

and to adopt measures to conbat prejudice and

pronot e under st andi ng anong di fferent

national, racial and ethnic group



States Parties al so undertake to prohibit and

to elimnate racial discrimnation in all its

forns and to guarantee the right of everyone to

equal ity before the law, as well as protection as
remedi es, without distinction as to race, color

or national or ethnic origin.

shoul d be treated equally (That CERD takes a nore
restricted view of perm ssible sources than other
treaty bodi es can be seen from paragraph 39 of the
report fromthe third neeting of persons chairing such
bodi es A/ 45/636). It was M. Aboul - Nasr who found

the solution that had el uded everybody el se: appoint a
country rapporteur to exam ne the last report submt-
ted by a defaulting state even if it went back to 1974,
together with the relevant sunmary record. As a
result, letters have now been sent to thirteen states
notifying themthat the Conmittee will reviewthe

i mpl ement ation of the Convention in their countries

at its 40th session, and inviting themto participate by
sending a report and a representative. These states
are: Sierra Leone, Swaziland, Cuinea, Zaire, Ganbia,
Ivory Coast, Gabon, Togo, Uganda, Fiji, Lebanon
Bahamas and Bel gium This has transforned the

agenda for the August session and should be a cause

of general satisfaction

I nformati on on Trust and Non- Sel f -

Coverning Territories

Under Article 15 of the Convention, the

Conmittee receives copies of petitions, reports and
other information relating to matters covered by the
Territories to the Trusteeship Council and the Specia
Conmittee on the Situation with regard to the

| mpl enent ati on of the Declaration of the Granting of

| ndependence to Col onial Countries and Peopl es.



During this session the Comittee considered docu-
ments on the following Territories: Gbraltar, Wstern
Sahara, East Tinor, Falkland Islands (Ml vinas),
Anguilla, Pitcairn, Tokelau, Saint Helena, British
Virgin Islands, Caynan |slands, Bermnuda,

Mont serrat, Guam Turks and Caicos |sl ands,

Ameri can Sanpa, United States Virgin |Islands and

New Cal edoni a.

Third Decade and Worl d Conference on

Human Ri ghts

M. Jan Martenson, Under-Secretary-General for

Human Rights net the Conmittee on 14th March. He

used the opportunity to put forward a series of sug-
gestions about how the Conmittee might contribute

to any Third Decade and mi ght participate in plaming
for the 1993 Wrld Conference on Human Rights. If

the Conmittee is to respond adequately to his chal -
lenges it will have to forrmulate nore general views
than those which arise from consideration of individ-
ual reports. Fortunately there is every sign that at its
August neeting the Conmttee will do this.

Liaison with Gther Treaty Bodies

In accordance with reconmendati ons fromthe

third meeting of persons chaiting the human rights
treaty bodies the Cormittee agreed to changes in its
reporting guidelines. It received fromone of its
menbers a draft nodel report and will give further
consideration to this proposal next August. The
Conmittee agreed to the appoi ntnment of nenbers

who woul d be responsible for followi ng devel op-

ments in other treaty bodies and reporting on these
(Comm ssion on Human Rights: M. Yutzis; Hunman

Rights Commttee: M. Wl frum Sub-Comm ssion

M. Fererro Costa; Committee on Economic, Socia

and Cultural Rights: M. Rhenan Segura; Convention

on Apattheid: Ms. Sadiq Ali; Discrimnation against
Worren: M. Banton; Conmittee against Torture: M.
Vidas; Committee on the Rights of the Child: M.
Lechuga Hevia). In respect of liaison with the Human
Rights Commttee it may be noted that Sweden was
asked why in its 8th, 9th and 10th reports it had not
nmentioned the case of Kitok v. Sweden

(Comuni cation 197/1985, Report of the Hunman

Rights Commttee A/ 43/40 pp 221-230)? M.

Wl fram referring to this case, questioned whether
the 1971 Swedi sh Rei ndeer Husbandry Act con-

fonned with the requirenments of Article 1 paragraph 1
of the Convention. The new |liai son arrangenment may
guard agai nst such oversights or gaps in state report-

ny.
CERD i ssued an opinion in the case of Denba

Talib Diop v. France (Comruni cation 2/1989). It

found that the refusal to admit M Diop to the Bar of
Ni ce was based on the fact that he was not of French
nationality, not on any grounds enunmerated in Article
1 paragraph 1 of the Convention, and that the facts as
submi tted had not disclosed any violation of the pro-
vi sions of the Convention

Reports To Be Conci dered at the Next

Sessi on

The states whose reports are to be considered at
CERD s next neeting from 5-23 August 1991 have

been provisionally tine-tabled in the foll ow ng
sequence: Australia (Country rapporteur: M.

Wl frunm); Iraq (M. Foighel); Bulgaria (M. de
Couttes); Sierra Leone (M. Lanptey), Swazil and

(M. Vidas); @Qiinea (M. Lanptey); Zaire (M.
Banton); Gambia (M. Lanptey); Cote dilvoire (M

de CGouttes); Lebanon (M. Wl frum,; Gabon (M.
Yutzis); Togo (M. Wl frunm); Uganda (Ms. Sadia 1
Ai); Fiji (M. WIfrunm; Belgium (M. Fererrl



" Costa).

S| 3611'! EI Il CI’

The following 128 States are parties to the
Convention: Afghani stan, Al geria, Antigua and

Bar buda, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahanas,
Bangl adesh, Barbados, Bahrain, Bel gium Bolivia,
Bot swana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burundi,
Byel orussi a, Canbodi a, Cameroon, Canada, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Col onbi a, Congo, Costa Rica, Cte dllvoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechosl ovaki a, Denmark, Dom nican

Republ i ¢, Ecuador, Egypt, El Sal vador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Fi nl and, France, Gabon, Ganbia, Germany, Ghana,
Gneece, @uatemml a, Guinea, CGuyana, Haiti, Holy See,
Hungary, lceland, India, Iran, Iraq, Israel, Italy,
Jamai ca, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People’'s Denobcratic!
Republ i c, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya,
Luxenmbour g, Mudagascar, Mal dives, Mali, Mlta,
Mauritania, Muritius, Mexico, Mngolia, Mrocco,
Mozanmbi que, Myanmar, Nam bia, Nepal,

Net her | ands, New Zeal and, Ni caragua, N ger,

Ni geria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New

Gui nea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal. Qatar,
Republic of Korea, Romania, Rwanda, St. Lucia, St.
Vi ncent and the Grenadi nes, Senegal, Seychelles,
Sierra Leone, Sol omon Islands, Sonalia, Soviet

Uni on, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suri narne,

Swazi | and, Sweden, Syria, Togo, Tonga, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukraine, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom United Republic of
Tanzani a, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam Yenen,
Yugosl avi a, Zaire and Zanbi a.
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