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Repenti* Mi aomslliatle», ef soars», eve techniques 

tried and true] nod there een he ne Aeeht that national esperlenee 
bee proved the velue whleh the cumulative impact ef t eerlee 
of lnveetl gat lens and reeoanendatlone een have when they attraet 

the white light of pobllelty. Reporting and eenelllatlen, 
therefore» are all right as far ee they ge. The main difficulty 
is that they do net go far enough. This la particularly tree 
when eonliliation la on a state vs state heals» if fer ne 

other reason than that friends do not like to tangle In 

publie» while rivals are only too tenpted to do ee. The 
history of the ILO complaints system la good evidence of i*aS 
might happen were that system to be relied upon in the human 

rights area.
Reporting and conciliation, in our view, le net

enough.
What la needed, we believe, is access fbr groups 

an* individuals within the state to competent, impartial 
decision-makers outside the state. The idea Is simply to vest 

competent non-national authorities with no less ospselty then 

the power to pass on the treatment which the hcsse state has 

meted out to its own notional. In this way, the individual 

will have the opportunity to overleap hie tribal organisation, 
end to bring a completely Independent mind to beer on the 

étendard which the national at ate le applying In the human 

rights area. The individual will no longer be cabined and 
confined by hie local government.

Row, Mr. Chairman, article 16 of the Philippine 

préposai goes seam distance, though certainly not all the way, 
towards recognising such an authorisation; and the Costa Mean


