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DENMARK

“l1. The Government of Denmark makes a reservation in respect of Article
10, paragraph 3, second sentence. In Danish practice, considerable efforts are
made to ensure appropriate age distribution of convicts serving sentences of
imprisonment, but it is considered valuable to maintain possibilities of flexible .
arrangements.

“2. a. Article 14, paragraph I, shall not be binding on Denmark in respect
of public hearings. In Danish law, the right to exclude the press and the public
from trials may go beyond what is permissible under this Covenant, and the
Government of Denmark finds that this right should not be restricted.

“b. Article 14, paragraphs § and 7, shall not be binding on Denmark. The
Danish Administration of Justice Act contains detailed provisions regulating the
matters dealt with in these two paragraphs. In some cases, Danish legislation is
less restrictive thanthe Covenant (e.g. a verdict returned by ajury on the question
of guilt cannot be reviewed by a higher tribunal, cf. paragraph 5); in other cases,
Danish legislation is more restrictive than the Covenant (e.g. with respect to
resumption of a criminal case in which the accused party was acquitted, cf.
paragraph 7).

“3. Reservationis further made to Article 20, paragraph 1. This reservation
is in accordance with the vote cast by Denmark in the XVI General Assembly of
the United Nationsin 1961 when the Danish Delegation, referring to the preced-
ing article concerning freedom of expression, voted against the prohibition
against propaganda for war.”

FINLAND
Upon ratification:
Reservations

“l. With respectto article 9, paragraph 3, of the Covenant Finland declares
that according to the present Finnish legislation the administrative authorities
may takedecisions concerning arrest orimprisonment, in which event thecaseis
taken up for decision in court only after a certain time lapse;

“2. With respect to article 10, paragraph 2 () and 3, of the Covenant,
Finland declares that although juvenile offenders are, as a rule, segregated from
adults, it does not deem appropriate to adopt an absolute prohibition not
allowing for more flexible arrangements;

“3. With respect to article 13 of the Covenant, Finland declares that the
article does not correspond to the present Finnish legislation regarding an alien’s
right to be heard or lodge a complaint in respect of a decision concerning his
expulsion;

“4. With respect to article 14, paragraph 1, of the Covenant, Finland
declares that under Finnish law a sentence can be declared secret if its publication
could be an affront to morals or endanger national security;

“S. With respect to article 14, paragraph 3 (d), of the Covenant, Finland
declares that the contents of this paragraph do not correspond to the present
legislation in Finland inasmuch as it is a question of the defendant’s absolute
right to have legal assistance already at the stage of preliminary investigations;

“6. With respect to article 14, paragraph 7, of the Covenant, Finland
declares that it is going to pursue its present practice, according to which a
sentence can be changed to the detriment of the convicted person, if it is
established that a member or an official of the court, the prosecutor or the legal
counsel have through criminal or fraudulous activities obtained the acquittal of
the defendant or asubstantially more lenient penalty, orif false evidence has been




