LR

ik
v

Ml

UNITED NATIONS

ECONOMIC o /m;
AND I / s
SOCIAL COUNCIL

Original: ENGLISH/FPRENCH/
an$FR€NCE$

SPANISE
' Thirty4sevenbb(session 5%
Lgenda item 2W 4 o

Dual Disiribution

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMLN.RIGHTS

Draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms
of Religicus Intolersnce

Noteée by the Sepretarszeneral

Addendum’

The comments received from the Governments of Afghanistan, G;bon, Ghana,
India, Israel, Ivory Coast, Lebanon, ilexico, the Wetherlands and Rwanda, are

as follows:

‘ ' AFGHANISTAN ’
The views of the Government of Afghanistan concerning the different forms of
religious intolerance and discrimihation'were.exﬁressed by the representati§es ‘
of that country during the discussidns in the various committees end commissions.
The vaernment of Aifghanistan as‘a matter of principle is opposed tq, and
condemns all forms of intoleraﬁce and discrimiﬂation, including religious
intolerance and discrimination, and is ready to support. any measures for their
_élimination; ./ ,'
The.Afghan representatives will in due cour se give the views of the Royal
Gévernﬁent of Afghanistan concerning the details of the two dreft declarations,
GLBON , |
iy Government has no objection_to the reporf of the WbrkingAGroup.
hs regards the definition of the termS"rpligion" and "belief", the
Govérnment of +the ngonese'Republic considers,'as some Membérs have d6né, fhat to
define these terms serves no useful purpose, as they havé o well=defined meaning
in United Nations practice; - \ '
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;.. the Government of Ghana has no comments 6 make on the chort'of'thelwo?k;ng ‘
- Group and further wishes to state that there 1s"no dlscrlmlnatlon of“any kind inl‘ ’
Ghena. ) ' |
INDIL
LUPORT OF THE WORKING GROUP:

It appears from the report of the Working Group thet no sgreement was reached
in theVWorking Group as regards the definition of the terms "religion or belief".
Ve do not think that it is necessary to def:ne these two terms in the draft declaration.
The term "belief™ is wide enough to cover w11 klnds oi be11efs such as agnoetlclsm,
‘atheism, retionalism etc. However,v;f the mu30r1ty of the membero are in favour of
including o definition of the two terms in the draft declaration, we think that the
definition suggested by Austria appears. to be more suitable for adoption. If it is
intended tc further clarify the term "bellef” so as to leave no room for doubt-it
could be defined in the follo&ing words: o _ o .

"For the purpose of this declaration, the. term "belief" means i11 kindS“of
bellefs, religious, non~religious or 1rre11g10us, including agnost1c1sm, free thought,

atheism. ard raulonullsn.

nfT OF THE ARTICLES A4S PQLPARLD BY THE WORKING G?OUP

1. General - _
_Ne gener@lly agree w1th the prlnClpleb embodled in the text of articles prepared
by the Worklnb Group.. Part III of Indlan Constltutlon guarantees to all persons
the fundamental right to manage freedom of rellglon (Artlcle 25) the freedom t0 )
manage religious affairs by every religious denomlnatlon or any sectlon thereof
(Lrulcle 26), freedom as, to nayment of taxes for nromotlon of any oertlcular‘
ellglon (Artlc1e 27) und freedom as to attendance at rellglous qutructlon or religious

‘-
worship in certain educational 1nst1tut10ns.

~

2. Observations on Draft Articles

Article I and II:-ANo comments

drticle 11 nmgagranh 2

Paragraph 2 of this artlcle may be redrafted as follows: = , )

"Everyone shall have, under the constltutlon or_the laws of his state, the rlght
to effective remedial relief by the competent national tribunals ugalnst any acts
vwo1at1ng the rights set forth in this Declaration or any acts of discrimination he

may suffer on the grounds of religion or belief."
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Arulcle IV: ,
We have no obJectlon to the inclusion of thls article in the draft Declaration.
Thg words ‘accesa to" in paragraph 2 appears to be redundant and may be deleted.
hriicle V: | | | |
_ We have no objection to the inclusion of this srticle in the draft Declaration.
v is suggested th vt 1n order to bring out the intention clearly, the words “by iégai
muardlans" ‘mey be added’ at thc end of the words "duly taken into account".
Article VI:
We have no“objectioﬁ.tb this article and to thé Drénoszl of the Uﬁited States of
Amerlca 1n the Anpendlx to add three new artlcles after this article. ‘

R0POSAL OF 1HE UKRAIVI&N SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLIC FOR NEW ARTICLE

Ve have no obgectlon to the pronosed new @rtlcle.
' P“OPOSAL OP TF“ USSR

1.' We do’ not con51def it necessary to add a'ﬁew breambﬁlar paragrevh regardiné
.freedom of athelstlc beliefs, | ‘ o -

2; We have no objection to the proposal for a new artlcle concernlng the
prohlbltlon of the use of freedom of rellﬂlous and non—rellglous belief for .
purposes of polltlcal or electorai campaigns or the kindling of hatred between
peoples and different rellglons and na tionél groups. : | ' o

3. The third proposal for a new article is worded. in general térms and is-
rather vavue. 7 It may be deleted. r

COLTENTS ON TS PRELIMINARY DRAFT OF 4 UNITED NATIONS DECLARATION ON_THE
LELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCS SUBHITTED BY THE SUB~—
COLMISSION ON PREVENTION QF. DISCRIMINATION AND PROTECTION OF MINORITIES

- Our commen‘bq on the text of Articles I to VI of the Sub-Commission's drwft
as rev1sed by the Working Group, have been given sbove. We heve no objection:
to ‘the mdopulon of articles VII to XIV of the Sub—-Commission's draft.  4s
regards Article AIV(B), it may be stated that some provisions of the Indian Penal
Code, 1860, have laid down punishments for (1) induring or defiling places of» i
worship with intent to insult the religion of any class (section 295); (2) _
deliberate and malicious acts intended to.outrage religious feelings of any class of
citizens df India by insulting its religion or religious beliefs (Section 295 A)j;-
(3) disturbing religioué assembly (296); (4)vtrespassing on burial places ete,
'(Section-297);» and (5) using expressions with the deliberate intent to hurt religious

feelings, . (Section 298).
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. 4 T SRAEL

The Government of Israel wishes to stress, as it has in the past, its profound
interest in this problem,,and its great desire that o final report be produced and 2
Dreft Declaration accepted, that would do justice to all means of ellmlnatlng rellglous
1ntolerance and losterlnﬂ rellglous freedom. . ' -

The Government of Isreel commends uhe efforts of the Worklng Group- estubl1shed by
uhe uomm1351on on Human Rights to prepare a Draft Declaration. . Th ne Jorklnc Group
ﬂad 1nsufflclent time to devote itseli to severol ma3or aspects of the problem, and
it 1s assumed that 1tsvreport is to be regarded as an interim and.1ncomplete one, to
be considered together with the Draft submitted by the Sub-Commission on PreVentlon of
Discrimination and Protection of Minorities, which is also annexed‘to the I
uecretary-Generol's Note.. “ A |

The Government of Israel believes that it is essential for 2 Draft Declaratlon to
emphasize collective or grouo rlghts 1n rellglous matters, as welI as 1nd1v1dual b
rights. Frequently, it is pr001se1y such communal rights that m.Ke it p0551b1e for
the 1nd1V1duol‘ to enjoy his religious rlghts. In the prellmlnury comments of the
Government of Israel on the Sub-Commission's Draft Declaratlon, in Document b/CN 4/Sub 2/ -
235/4dd, 2 (12 rebruary 1964), it was stated that: ’

"No person. can enjoy rellglous rights and freedoms fully unless he is entitled

to practlce his faith in association with his coreligionists and to maintain
religious communities -and institutions, on both regional and ‘State levels. - .
These communities and institutions must needs be able to enjoy religious rights
and freedoms on a collectlve bas1s, in addition to the rlghts of their 1nd1v1dual
members. : : :

"Any attempt to curtail the collectlve religious rights and. ireedoms of such
communities and institutions is a form of rellglous 1ntolerance

In this reSPLCt therefore, the Government 01 LST el f1nds acceptable the .
rormulatlons of the’ Prellmlnary Draft - submitted bj ~the - Sub-Comn1551on on’ Preventlon of
Dlscr1m1natlon and Protection of Minorities, many of which aim at securlng the rlghts
of both the 1ndlv1dual and the religious collectlvc or communltj..'

" The Government of Israel also notes with approval Articles V to lK'inclﬂsive‘of
“the Sub-Commlss1on s Prellmlnary Draft, which detail a number of soec1flc rlghts, ‘and

.bhus give deflnltlon ‘afid precision to broad pr1n01ples which mlght otherw1se be too e
abstract. o R ' "/ e -

A strong, detalled Draft’ Declaratlon, 1f generally adopted, would have great
moral force wnd an 1mportant effect on 1nternat10n@1 and’ natlonal le01slat10n and

practice. ‘ SRR ' o i T _
‘Thé Government of Israel would reserve the rlgrt o make ouch oddltlonal comments

on the sub-Commission's Draft declaration and the Jeoort of the Jor 1ng Group, as may

-be appropriate when these documents are subjecved to further discussion.
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IVORY CO4ST-

I - General

By its very neture, an act of faith implies full and compiete freedom, - . 411 human
beings who follow their own conscience have e ne aturel right to true religibué freedom. |
Ho human being may be the victim of any intolerance whutsoever, because be wﬁo in’ all
good faith-obeys a supreme Being follows the-dictates of his conscience. '

Religious freedom would be but a hollow soundlng phrase. if men did not have the
right, in follow1ngvtheir conscience, to manifest their bellefs by outward acts, in
public or in privéte. nowever, the right of each 1nd1v1dual to do what h1s ‘con-

science bids’ him does not éntitle him to infringe the rlghts and dutles of othe¢u..

' Lecordingly, it is the duty of the State o obviate insoluble confllcts, by ‘subordinat-—

ing this freedom o the common good, and gtaranteeing'freeaom of conscience and worship
4o all, with no' other limitation tharn the meaintenance of public lew and ordér.

L brief note on rel1W1ov s_conflicts

'«1th-the passing of the centuries, reiigious'intoleraﬁce'has_gradually given

- way--to tolerance, due to:

(1) a more highly developed religious conscience; énd 1
(2) historical'events (political ard social), such as revolutions, ‘the-acquisition
of independence,‘ehancipation, which little by'little have ehgendered acuter
awareness of human equality, dlgnlty and rights. Uhfortuﬁately; this Has
not always beerthe case. ’ R
.While ‘religion constitutes an extremely'stroﬁg:Soéial bond, whose mission it is
to draw .men together, it may, as a result of wrong interpretaﬁioﬁ.or excessive.
fanaticism, become an instrument of division, té the extent of unleashing'aJholy wer.
AffewTexampleé may be quoted: R
- The Inquisition of -the Middle iges;
- The Crusades from -the 11th to the end of the l4th century,
-~ The Wars of Religion of the 16th and 17th centuries.
‘Accordlngly, the Prov1s1ona1 Commission deems that the United Natlons' dra t

declaration: on the eilminatlon of "all forms of rellolous intolerance comes at a

timely moment, -when mahy ‘countries are ‘still practlslne rellglous 1ntolerance in

the neme of some ‘quite unspecified religious 1deas.

TT = Observatlons

After considering the text of the articles drafted by the Working Group set up

by the Commission on Human Rights, the Provisional Commission has made the following

" observations:
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Artlcle I . _ )

Slnce a be11ef mnay be rellglous or non-rellglous, the .Commission considers
that to retaln the parenthe51s would be tantamount to the p0331b111ty of -.deleting
the words "rellglous or non-religious", which would deprive the word "belief" of

all force and meanlng. "Aecordingly, it would prefer to delete the phrase in

v

.brackets.;'
Artlcle II L A _ _
Slnce dlscrlmlnatlon between human beings on the ground of religion or bellef

1s an offence to human dlgnlty, the Commission noted with satisfaction that it is

condemned as being a denlal of -the prlnClpleb of the Charter of the United

Natlons, as a v1olat10n of human rights and fundamental freedoms, and as an

obstacle to frlendly and peaceful relations among men and natlons. »

The Commission con31de;s it necessaryrto add the word "men", for it believes
that this obstacle to friendly relations concerns in the first place men, and in
the second, nations; |

Article IIi‘

As in the casebof Article i,ithe.Commission proposes the deletion of the
bracketed.portion so that the fundamental righﬁs and freedoms as defined by the
Cogsfitubion or by laﬁ apbear as an essential complement to paragraph 2 of this
article._ To ensure constant harmony with the Coﬁstitution, the Commission made
a p01nt of stressing 1ts concern for the maintenance of publlc law and order.

Artlcle IV

This artlcle was approved unanimously by the Commission because, although
these principles are embodied in nearly all constltutlons, there are still
countries which give pre-eminence to a particular religion, and this may give
rise to religious intolerance,

‘ Article V _ - | '

The first paragraph of thls artlcle occasioned some discussion, as some

members of the Comm1551on wished to gualify the word "child" by the word "young"

or to state "a Chlld who has not yet attalned the age of discretion".

™
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Since it emerged that the age of dlsoretlon is not the same in all countrles,
the Commlsslon did not consider that_such an addltlon would serve any useful
purpose. . ‘ ‘ A ' ) '

The Commission emﬁhasized with setisfaction.fha£ paragraph 2 of this article
will result in changes in the’ rltes, practlces and prohlbltlons of certain
rellglons, when it is remembered ‘that, in some religions, the followers of Christ
of Montfavet (Jehovah's Wltnesses) prefer, for instance, the laylng on of hands
when thelr children are 111 to sending them to a doctor. o

' To give another example, in some religions chlldren are made to become monks
at the early age of six or seven years.

- Article VI ‘

_ With a view to obsefving the spirit of Article V, the Commission'ﬁoted a
‘certain dlscrepancy between the fourth sub-paragraph of Avticle VI and Artlcle V.
They trust that freedom to observe the ‘rites or customs of the religion or belief
of each individual is not contrary to the spirit of the resolution and in
partlcular to Article II and paragraph 2 of Article V, _

Lastly, the Commission is of the opinion that, desplte the excellent work
. aecompl;shed,_the task is not yet complete. Thus, to prevent one religion belng
favoured to the debtriment of another, the:Provisional Commission preposes the
ad&iﬁien of a seventh Article concerning the separation of’Chureh and State,
believing it necessary that the State should be seperated from religions and
.,ithet piotection by the State of freedom of belief‘and-religion should not be used
for political ends, Furthermore, feligious”instruction'éhould not/Be compul sory
-in public schools, o _ .

- The general framework of this article having thue_beep defined, the Commission
proposes the following wording: ‘
 Article VII _
1. "With a view to ensuring full freedom of conscience, the Church or feligions
shall be separated from the State, and such freedom shall not serve~es material
for propagenda." ' _ ,
2. "The Stete_shall guarantee freedom of worship and accord protectipn to places

~of worship,"

.
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LEBANON

"Theftexts of the three enclosurés annexed 4o the aforementioned letter from
the Secretary—General of the United 'Nations would appear to be perfectly
: acceptable to the Lebanese: Government ,

Any divergence of view which may have arisen within the Draftihg’Cemmiftee
concerning certain details ‘in the wording of the'draft'éoﬁventien are'ﬁot, in
its v1ew, of such 1mportance as to constitute an obstacle to the adoption of a
final text. '

" Considering the progress which the drafting of such a conventlon marks in the
.two fields of 1nternat10nal law and internal public law, and the urgent néed’ for
such progress, any divergence of view should be considered of entirely: ‘secondary.
1mportance compared with the paramount need to translate into a form of positive

law the fundamental pr1nc1ples on which the draft convéntion is based.
MEXICO

1. - The Government ef MexicO'accepts~the provisions eoncerning human rights
contained in.the United Netions Charter and is also in favour of those in the

* Universal Declaratioh of Human Rights, asvit4indieated at the third United Nations
General Assembly.

2,. Both documents, “that prepared by the Sub-Comm1ss1on and the one produced by
the worklng group, represent a first attempt to. deal w1th the matter the |
document prepared by the Sub-Comm1551on constitutes a preliminary dreft and the
llatter, which the Commission on Humaﬁ_Rights was not yet able to consider, as is
made clear in the first operative-paragreph of its resolution 2 (XX), is only a
report of the Working Party. L ' o ‘ o

3. It folilows, therefore, that since both documents are preliminary_steps in
the preparation of a draft declaration on the elimination of all forms of
‘religious'intoleraﬁce, the.Govefnment of Mexico will not referAin-sequehce and in
- detail to the proposed articles but will instead confine itself to general ideas
on the questlon. ‘ o .

4, . Freedom to profess any rellglon must be fully guaranteed with the sole
proviso that the acts of" worshlp in questlon do not constitute a crime or offence
punlshable by the law in force in the country, a condltlon that is essential in

view of the obligation of every Government to preserve publlc order.
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5. As a general measure also it_must:be laid dowé tﬁat-ali:religious groups
must be permitted on a footing of equality, without discrimination agaipst any
one of them on the'pgrt'of‘the Government or private persons.,

6. . Freedom of conscience can only be guaranteed, moreover;.in a society Whichv
cdnsidexs religion to be the private affair of each individual and in which the
church - or any religious institution, whatever' its dénoﬁin&tion-; is separate
from the State -and the teaching of churches or such 1nst1tut10ns.

7. At the same.time, in .order to respect and’ safeguard that right of each

: ip@lvldpal,,the_members of ‘a religious sect - or the State, as the case may be = .
must not be allowed to coerce private individuals to obtain either their adhesion
to or their.suppbrt of a religidus movemenf . |
8. ‘,Publié educatlon controlled by the State must remaln separate and _
disspciated frpm any religious doctrlng, ‘only in this way would 1t be §0551b1e4“
fo ehsure equality between religious groups and at the same time qvqld any form
of dlscrlmlnatlon between them, | ' '

9. Lastly, as has been recognlsed in other 1nternat10nal 1nstrunents, a Unlted
Natlons declaratlon ‘on the ellmlnatlon of all forms of rellglous 1ntolerance must
1ay down that if certain rights are conceded to 1nd1v1duals,(the latter must also
concomltantly have duties to the community so that ‘all menbers of s001ety nay
realize the free development of thelr personality which the Universal Declaration
of Human nghts postulates. . Therefore, a declaratlon on “the elimination of all
forms of rellglous intolerance must include an artlcle s1m11ar to article 29
of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, whlch states "In the exercise
of his rights and freedoms, everyone shall be suogect only to such 1iﬁitations.
as’ are determlned by law solely for the purpose of securlng due recognlblon and

. respect for the rlghts and freedoms of others and of meeting the Just requlrements

of morallty, publlc order and the general velfare in a democratlc 5001ety".
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THE'NETHERLANDS

The Ievherlands- Government has an unrelenting 1nterest in the preparatlon of a’
decleration and a convention on the elimination of rellglous 1ntolerance. "The
Netherlands Govermment notes with satisfzction that the Sub- Commission on Prevembion
of Dwscrnnlnatlon and Protection of Minorities and the Commission on Human.nghts nade
nralseworthy efforts in elaboratlng a number of draft articles whlch form a useful
basis for the flnal text of the declaration, The Netherlends Government made
already sone general observetlons as,to ‘the céntents of the proposed declaration,
sarlier thi;'yeer‘(E/CNA/sth/QSS/Add 1) and will confine itself this time to soile
questions in connectlon with the draft artlcles transmltted to the’ Member Governments
for comment. ' - . '

1. As can be concluded from the report of the worklng group established by the
Comm1051on ‘on Human nghts one of the fundamental issues is the meenlng of the term
”belleﬁ”’(ln French "conv1ct10n") In the oplnlon of some members of the working
'groun *hls tem dld not seem sufflciently wide as to cover non?neligious;beliefs;

It should be noted however, that’ the travaun preparat01res of article 18 of the |
Unlversal Dec1drat10n of Human Rights give ample ev1dence thet the word "bellef” Wﬂs
1nserued uO Drotect ‘among others those who do not adhere to a religious bellef.‘A,é
uOquUClﬂb exwmple in support of thls contentlon is' the substltutlon of the word
"crov.nce” vnlch has a rellglous connotutlon by the neutral term "conv1ctlon" 1n

the encm te oo o; the Just nentloned ertlcle during the final stage of 1ts drafting
(01;1c1 al qecords of the Thlrd Session of the General Assanbly, Part I, Third -
Commltuee,‘ eDe 397 and 405) The Netherlands Government is of the oplnlon that the
" expression ”rellglon or bellef" or 1n French "religion ou conv1ct10n" is so
comprehen31ve as to protect equally the rlghts of persons who profess a rellglon and .
of those who malntaln a non—rellnlous oellef. This erpress1on is used in artlcle 18
of the unlversal Declaratlon and in artlcle 18 of the. draft Covenant on ClVll and )
Political I 1Ohts Wthh was unanlmously adopted by the Thlrd Committee of the General
Assenbly at its fifteenth session, For the sake of consistency with already
accepted terminology the‘expfession "religion or belief! .should also be used in the
declaration on the elimination of religious intolerance,

2, The eliminetion of religious intolerance is to be eohieved in two respects,
First of all the right to fneedom of religionAor-belief~shell~be fully protected and

| secondly discrimination on the ground of religion or belief shall be eradicated,
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Both elenenvs viz., the freedom of religion or belief and the principle of non-

“discrininction should be covered by the proposed declaration, The Netherlands

Goverm@snt-notes with approval that in the preliminary draft submitted by the Sub-
Conmission on the Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minoritiesvas well "
as in the draft articleé prepared by the working group both these elements are duly -
taken into account, As far as the structure of the declaration is concerned it is
advisable tq State aﬁ the very outset of the.proposed declaration the fight tol
freedom of thought,‘conscienbe ﬁnd'religion, since this right, .ds defined in article
18 of the'Universal Déclaration, is- the source oi the draft declaration on the
elimination of religious intolerance, For this reason the'Nétherlénds GbVefnment
supports the decision of the working group to place the article concerning the right
of thougﬂt; conscience and belief at the head of the substantive part,.

3. The declaration on the elimination of religious intolerance should be, in the .
opinioh»of the Netherlands Govermment, a statement of important prine¢iples, which is
to serve as a constructive international standard For the protection of freedom of
religion o» belief as well as for the eradication of discrimination based on religion
or belief. In drafting such an international standard too nuch detail should be
avoided,'si{ce a detailed enuneration of the farious aspects of freedom of religion
or belief may Jeopardlze the-acceptance or even the completion of the declaration
and may create the false impression that the declaration is a complete elaboration

of this freedom. Comparing the extensive text of article VI of the preliminary

_draft submitted by the Sub-Commission and the short but comprehensive text of

article VI prepared by the‘working group, the Netherlands Govermment, though ready

"to accent in principle the former text, prefers the latter'one for the reason just

mentioned, = The Netherlands Govermuent favours likewise & concise text of article V
cbncerni“g the questlon of ‘the upbrlnblng of children. It seems adeguate to- stwte
as a_basid'pfinciple'that'parents or legallguardians have the right to decide upon
the religion or belief in which a child should be brought up, A further elaboration
of this wvrinciple may result in the use of phrases which are. open td Various
interpretations of a subjective character,

4, Snecial attention should be paid to the growing international contacts'between
religious communities and the. international character of some of these comaunities.

The Netherlands Govermment favours the inclusion of a provision which recognizes this

fact and serves to promote the international functioning of these communities.
M . . »
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RWANDA

The-Republic of Rwanda proposed the following amendments in the ﬁreliminary
draft deeloration: ' ' | _ o . '
1, The fifth preambular paragraph snould be amended to read as follows:

' "NOLng that the disregard of numan rléhts and fundamental freedom _
through dlscrlmlnutlon because of belief or religion and the denial of the
right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion has brought'untold
sorrow to mankind by inflicting grievous sufferlng on those who were 1ts
vietins and in injuring those responsible for them " v

i,e, by =dding the words "belief ox" and deleting the words "in the ast".

2; In asrticle VI, paragraph 2(ii) should provide for the rights of réligious
communities to belong to wider religious cémmunities thén national ones, Religious-
'persuasipn, through the very fact of its transcendental nature, cannot be subject to
territorial control or restrictions which would place it at the mercy of temporal
territorial authorities. ' . .

The text could therefore be amended to read: "(ii) Every religious community
and institution has the right, in association with similar religious COmmunities'aﬁd
institutions, to forh wider federations or coimunities on 'a 1dcal, regional, natiohél
or interncbional basis," | ‘
i.e. by deleting the word "territorial" and adding the words "to form Widgr'....\”
or comnunities" and the word "international, ’

3. Between article XI and article XII an article concernlng the separatlon of the
State 1rom,rellglous and ideological movements could be 1nserted, to read Qs_lollows:
"In order to safeguafd the freédom of religious pérsuasion and non-

-religious beliefs there shall not be within a political society, any

hierérchical link ihstituting a fusion of apthority or any guardianship

whatsoever, in law or in fact, betuveen a religious commuhity or. an

ideologzical movement on the one hand and the State on the other."

Since i1t is the modern tendency oi States to inﬁegrate into their policy of
social evoluulon the greatest possible number of elements of human life likely to
contribute to that evolution, States in so doing must guarantee to respect the
fundemental freedoms and rights of the human peruon_Just as he is, in his life in
their oun political society. In particular States must respect fhe religious

persuasion of persons, since it represents the very meaning of their existence and

-
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their condition as human'beings. "This religious persuasion must be'respected in
' all its fundeomental requiréments; such as the right of parents to bring ub their
children and give them an educatién in confofmity with their own religious persuasion,
the righv %o a code of behaviour inspired by rellglon, not only in Drlvate but in -

publie, une right to propagate a rellglous ideal",



