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THIS Seminar* was organized by the United Nations D cons :

certain problems of human rights connected with minority groups,

whether these groups were ethnic, religious, W Q Sationat |

It was the first Seminar ever to deal with thll m m " ,

Pmicipmn and Agenda Pt Oy !

The list of participants is instructive, both by
countries which were there and by reason of those ¥
Present were twenty-seven countries—from all i‘hc cc
Australasia.  The European countries sent
Belgium, Czechoslovakia, Italy, Norway, the 3 W
Kingdom, and Yugoslavia itself. France ¥
present. It is, of course, impossible to say wk
she would not accept an invitation, since no explanat
of the choice of participants. In Inj MW *
has always evaded any serious consideration ¢ '
by simply pretending that they db W a7
was present but the Se:mnar

or as still possessing colonies
The chort dpes m .




2 Mameswhichshouldbetnkmtocnm,ethe
by ethnic, religious, linguistic or nationa] groups, of J;"“%
rights necessary to enable them to preserve their traditions, ch.w rac.
teristics, or national consciousness, such as:
(a)Therighttousetheirowulanguageinwayd, e
_ courts of law, and in public or assembly; Y K, iy
(b) The right of association;
~ (©) The right to establish autonomous educational institutions:
éd) The right to develop their own traditions and characteristicg
19+ diftonetiouily: Stcs.
(¢) Equal treatment of economic Tegions within g Country,”

the Seminar was on the “ multi-national soci
the word “state” was deliberately avoided, w
that the distinction between state and
olurred.  On the other hand, the word *
3 ission than would have been possible
concentrated solely on society as organised
es, that is, on the state. Besides

clements BT new country. It is clear from these

blem of terminology naturally raised its head. Yoy

the United States of America
i those states like :
ne m];;ﬂving lost their truly national status by having

1]

i d so long
g wesblier ©) they merit the




problems between nationalities then hi

: _ R s history
different. However, it is not my business to cowou]d have peg,
on the might-have-beens of history, inating o Tedity

mmg{ my own countrymen devote time

ry which recognizes
i organizer of ‘society,
eelaration being a mere catalogue of cases where the absolute
tate graciously abstains from intervening. Moreover these excep-
tions are in favour of individuals, never of groups. These Prosy
UpPOS readily account for the way that the French State has
J;m exceptions in favour of its mi

ve exactly the same rights as everybody
ng itself to the fact that this very equality
: y discriminatory.

ﬂhﬁwurﬂn one organization and the only

-

“Turning to a more detailed consic
the :cond gart of the sgt;nda, we cannot
order of the Report itself in treating 't‘he

“The first point dealt with was - the
of the group in everyday life, in
assembly.” Delegates bel_leved that
whether the group did, in fact, wish to
Some said that it was discriminatory to force
its own tongue if the group rea
majority. Nobody seems to have
How are we to know what
unscrupulous majority could b
et ‘n 4 ety ! /as




x
group have already abandoned it, Upless all : jority ought to subsidize the minori {
.g roup wse. the language habitually, ghe the ;??:iu Classes i in :au;’;}m‘i“d:;‘;; this is done.in Wales by the sl
will look i e rumental action in the schools, since oY das but it is notorious that a recent Secretary

;  on it as the badge of their socia] inferiorit Snce children publ refused to make a grant towards a =
natural leaders of a group have already deserted thei nz;:i Where the Scotland been instructive to know what 3
m :n:;ugc less chance th;: c;lhe language will pe abk“mhw ‘.‘f“’r_“:mh:::ms which do exercise this care for their g

esteem in w ; : its i i i
react on the speakers’ attitudes to tnltle language is heiq jg ' :lm: thing is that the Westminster Government is

RS it. Breton js ; ol et i in its approach to the Welsh or the C
Indeed all the Celtic languages are. flere & case in poin, fﬂ‘ﬁr"i'ﬂ into. fecling shame by showing it wh

., Cerain speakers rightly pointed out that the Suppressi do in this field, T do not know. I rather doubt it.

@ language is a clear case of cultural genocide, Tt js et il “The Seminar agreed that members

?;'n.d‘y p:;m;}lmt phyds'ical \:liolenoe employed . e entitled to use their own hns::ﬁ in the

T a0ly condemned by world opinion whereas it modern techniques make

_ 10? mclmlogxcal violence in the q,logm Eield o :;tt ;xh;e: any opinion as to whether

- what th;. Perpetrators are pleased to call “the interests the judge appointed to a minerity area

nal unity ” scarcely provoke even a mild protest, It is o o In Scotland it is not

at physical cruelty, which is visible, while ituation where sheriff, solicitors, a

' speakers but where court

English. In April,

ed that Gaelic

| ‘a5 a means of detecting and pun
ir native language in school, and this
ate and other e




; Y lawful . of this item of the discussion was that there hiia
mmpr economic purpose. Some dclegates deni, : l, Clﬂﬂon more rcsea_'rc]'l into these matters. L
If ks o conduct
that j;

¢'¢“ﬁmmmcw1:e in accordance with the consun:]tlemm e “f'.?'ife Rﬁpol:t, where it says: “The . !
i and ctmw' congexlnmg bmad‘ of - Clearly sbEEon was not merely to protect special

para-military B Spiratorial organizations could not pe alloweq. Ve o all citizens an appreciation of diversity.”

Here, ¢ __tze‘utse,’w\:ha’u'ctor:memberthatweareclea]jng.wmﬂh;g instil 10t0 edauy;nviewoft_hefnct_ttatmp&

deliberations of people who are government servants and, therefore, wise "““.““’ ngnand that others should share our out

to that extent apologists of the states they represented at the Seminar, B0 pee 8 up hostility has reached a p

’Ee us it is emdmt that the provisions of a constitution m!d s B .

ey B Tt
nd ty iminated against would haye jon readily turned into scapegoats Dy
what action was required to remove the wrong they were r gmmm.-_ to recognize or master their
e s i and amversl

impose a flat uniformity. W
self-destructive course, we cannot tell, but

~ raised to applaud the p :

of self-determination for a minority,
question but no firm conclusion could
s right, while others claimed that a mir
' treatment unless the state c¢
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Safeguards for Rights

Finally, I should like t
Report and to deal briefly w
for safeguarding minorities
the ombudsman made his app
under the guise of a United Nations Commissioner
Others preferred some form of tribunal. Either ¢
up against the usual difficulty that states :
institutions as potential i W e

nvaders of their sovereignt
suspect their impartiality. fearorta S

: There was the further fear that the
major powers might be tem 1 flavour

! Wers pted to introduce a politica
mnto the judicial process. In other words we are back again at
the root problem, the problem of |

: _OF persuading states to limit thejr
own claims to absolute sovereignt

. Y in the interests of manking.
The outlook for minorities is bleak until such times as world
government in some form or other is acc

epted, thus freeing states
of their suspicion of their neighbours.

And when the dawn of
this millennium will break is anybody’s guess ! When we reflect
on the difficulty there has been in getting states to ratify various

conventions which would help materially to protect group rights,
we may well be sceptical of ever seeing a Human Rights Com-
issioner or Tribunal.
Does this mean that the Seminar was a great waste of time?
By no means. We find set out in the Report a body of international
opinion on the question of group rights. It is the sort of document

0 turn back to the firgt

. _ part of
1th the VE}I‘IOU.S Suggestions put forwat?z
and their rights, Needless to g
€arance among the various suggestioni:

of Humap Rights
f these ideas runs
will  consid

ound in preparing memoranda and other
s to governments in order to obtain justice for the Cc!ﬂﬁw
e . It is encouragin toknowthatwearenogstmulx-
lone, It is heartening to realize that many of the things we are
ing for are rec ognized by many states in the present day mq
worthy of pursuit. The Ljubljana Seminar deserves

. for producing a report which underlines the justice
 search for The fact that the participants







