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: DRAFT INTL'ARNATIONAL COVE.NANT ON HU&U;N RIGHTS AND PEASUR:'.-S OF IHPLEMEHPATION
: (item 3 01‘ the agenda)s

. (b) Inclus:xon in the- covcnant of provisions conceming economic, aoo:lal
| and cultural rights: ,

1 Draft art.lcles on the :melementat:.on of provieiom relating to eoono-io ﬂ ‘
| soo:.al and cultural rights (E/CN h/629, ..:/GN .4/630, E/GN h/631/Rev.2) (cout:u'med)

A 'rhe CHAIRMAN inv:.ted the coﬂmisaion to rosume its conaideratiou t the
. draft articles on the mplem»entation of economic, social and cultural rights f‘- 5
submitted by the Jorkmg Group in its report (L/Cm.h/629). : '

A Hr. NHITLam (Australia) wished to explain the votea he had caat at t.ho
precedm,g meetmg, vn.t.h apec:.al refcrence t.o thoae on articlea D and G. '

 Article D postulated the contmnea existence ot the Gomission on H\uan R:.ght-l.

Jl‘he Com;ss:.on had been set uy to. 5:.va effect. to-the prov:.aions of the Chart.er c
‘" oncermng hmnan r:.ghts » and expeotat:.ons had been tostered throughout the world
: twhat it embodied purpnseful actzon - its suppreaa:.on might therefore be taken as
‘;:l:mjélylng that the Um.t.ed Natxons was los:.ng mten.st :m the J,mplem.ntat.:.on of
m. rignts. In his view, the United Nations could not afford to dash those
e;;@eotat:.ona or to take at\v act:n.on whioh m:lght warrant 80 srave an inference. ,
rthermore P the Comiss:.on on Human nghts could be a flenble inltr\ment in the
:meld of. hmnan nghts.‘ Its terms of reforence ‘and its personnel were not fixed
nder any const.:.tutzon or“_pgmanent arrangem..nt, but oouid be adjusted frm t:lne

time to whatever purposes wore cons:.dered releva.nt. ' '

It was open to quest:l.on how far the procedures )ro\d.ded for in chapter I ot
~'ﬂ:0harter in relat:.on to tho Econouic a.nd Soc¢ial Counul and the opeczansed

"n.es would be applicable to the pmposed Covcnant without prcm.aion being

in the covenant as to their applicat:.on. The Austranan deiagation t-heretore
deréd it adnsable and proper to mke speo:.ﬁ.c prov:l.s:.on .'m t.he Co%mnt :
i'reporting proéedure. T R B ‘ :

;x‘vawust.omary an the gov»rmnent of a modem denooratic Stato fo: -
tion. oollected in one department t.o be made amlable :Ln sone tom to ot.her .
Y T’is to wh:.oh it mght. be ot asuatance 3 and what. was good praotico :ln th&f- &
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| respect in the governmonts of States might w»ll be good pruCthu betwecn tho “‘if ff
vap:ous bodies of the Unlted Natlons.‘ It scemed the merest comron sonse that the

'ototallty of 1nformatlon available to all the ‘bodies of the Unltod Nations should
'be avauable to»caeh of thom to t.he extcnt of t.ho:.r mdlv:.dual coupctence. '

,s’a p01nter to 2. constructlve cnd for

horbéver, the prov1s;on 1n questzo f
‘the proc “s of:;mfl ”ﬂ”tatimn‘~nd helpod to‘mgke the Charter ah.expro881on of

‘-‘"‘positive .p,srpcn

‘w[fieent help they had_blven the Commlsslon 1n.1us work.i Tbelr

R Onghi 5] ey -
N

'2'7oezprossed h;s gratltude to the Spv318112»d agenclos for

: 1nwitation of the CHAIWMAN, thanked the commisaion for hav1ng constantly giwan
‘the, specialized agencles every opportunity of expressxng~%hexfrvoews. The - ’7
,Internatlonal Labour Organzsatlon was grutoful for thwt spn%lt of co—oporatlon,

;'whlch it entlrely reclprocated. el BT 9 " o

L Mr. BnﬂhnTE (Unlted Natlons Educutlsna 1, oclentlflo.and Cultural
;Organ:sation), speaking atiahe inv1tatlon of the Ch.lRMAN xemarked that the
5Genera1 Conference of the Unlted Natzons Educatlonal, Solentiflc andocultural
;?Organlzatlon (UthCO) was- duc to open in.a. few”weeks' tlmg.‘ The qnestlon of the
oodraft Flrst Inhﬁrnatlonal Covonant oanuman nghts WOuld come before 1t and a*7
L‘report would bo~submitted to endble tho-conforence to doflne 1tsoatt1tude to t
,*results achlovud at the 00nmi581on's SeV\ﬂth se351on.

ThefDltﬁctor-Gmnoral
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Draft iesoiution' submitted by the delégati'on of India" (E/GN.£/619/R@V-1) )

] © Mrs, fuHTa (Ind:.a) said that, , in her delegatlon's opimon, economic,

social and cultural. rlghts dlffered from c:.v:.l civic and political r:.;hts

}nasmuch as the former were not :)ustloa.ablc,. morcover, the Comm:.sslon had 1tself
propesed that sz.parate systems of mplmentatlon should be adoptod ror the two
'oategones of rlghts. Such bemg thc case, she saw no reason to :.nclude both

i»r;’oétegories in one and the same Covenant. Moreover, c:.v:.l, civic and polltlcal

3 f:.ghts had to be drafted in prcolsc legal terms, whereas economic, ‘socisl and

- o\rltural rights could by theh very nature ¥ be drafted only in general terms,

:L Covenant conta:.n:mg both sets would therefore lack equil:.brium. L

Bt

ﬁ*w#g’mm reasorrfor—-which the Generai ssembly had’ 'dec' ded that a1l rights ahould
L ‘gfba mcluded in a s:mgle covenant wa«, pernaps, that J.t had feared that otherwiae |
: there would have been consxderable delay in frammg the tlclea on eoonomic s
: aoc:.al and oultural rn.ghts - but those az-tlc...os had oW . been drawn up, so that

/ Snch misgxw.nga wera no longer Just:.fa.edo Some States mght bc prepared to ratify

;'a cownant on civzl, c:wic m"ld pohtlcc.l nghta at. once ’ whereaa theu& resources’
V:Qfand state of economic development did not pcrm:.t thom to mplemont the econom:l.c
and soca.al rlghts at one- stroke of the pe,n, lf, _thertfore, the artlcles on

"economlc, social- and culturai‘mgﬁts wero moluded in the- drai‘t Covc,nant, many |
: A!Statezs whlch %muld be ready to rat:.fy l‘b prov:.ded it- related only to ci'\n.l, ci\ric
and pol:.t:.cal mghts, would be unable to do so. . She theretore pt'oposed that the :
ﬁzcononuc and Soc:.al Counc:.l be mquested to re-oons:.der the declsxon tha.t s o
onom.c b SQCldl and cultural r:.ghts should form part of the same mstrument as -
ﬂiﬂ oinl, ci.vic and pohtlcal rlghts, and that the former category should be

glt with in a. separ:.te covm...w, whlch howwcr, would be recogm.zed to be of

u 1 im;)orta.ncc with tho Covcn_nt on clnl clnc and pol:.t:.cal rlghta. “ ff,g ‘—'f
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Hr. SnNTa CRUZ (Chlle) agreed that the Indlan proposaluwas recelvable, ;%'fi*
and that t.he Comnissz.on was ent:.ruly competent to address to the Economc and =
Social Counc11 the recommendatlon suggested therein. But the po:mt ‘th b must
be cons:.dered was. whether the propoeal was. expedlem. in the Jight - both of t.he R
pract:.cal effects that would result. from :ubs adopt.:l.on and of its 1ntr1ns:.c value.i-_

Fro.n the pract:l.cal standpomt. s he thought that] if e.dopted, the lndlen
prOposal would lead to delay 1n “the’ preparatlon of the Covene.nt znd 1nvolve an
unnecessary waste of t:une.- The 1ssue underly:.ng the proposal ha d in point of
fact ‘already been stud:.ed at 1ength by the General ‘asscnbly , and the Indlan
delegc.tlon had then ergued the case on which J.t.s proposal we8 now based But a wd

large majority of the Gem,ral nssembly had consldered that the Ind:.an arguments
- Were. not suff:.clently convmclng, and that. other and msre mport.ant consldera’t,:.one
influenccd the. qpestlon. ¥ ‘e_ ‘]ﬂ o 7’[u,: o 'ﬁ“f e gfﬁﬁffﬁ“ef“ e

4 Personally, hc thought that there was a conmxlon between c:.nl, c:w:.c dnd :
. polltical~r1ghts and economic, .-.oclal and. cultural rlghts. it could not be - Suld f
that human dlgnlt.y and human rights and-the fundamental freedoms were bemg
adeouately safeguarded unless the whole body of rlghts - CIVJ.l, civ:Lc, pollt:.ce.l, .
econowe > soclal and cul+u~'°1 - were- recogmzed at one. and the ‘same’ t.:me,. That&
'was bha. Vl\.W ta.xen by ‘the General nseembly, and cle'xrly expressed 1n resolutlon
‘1l+z.1(V), m wh:.ch the lssembly had requested the Comlssn.on to draw up a s:mgle
Covenant lmkmg econmic > soez.al and cultural rlghts w:Lth c:w:Lc and pollt:.cal
. freedoms, and fl‘ven the reasons for that. dec151on 'Ihe:e Was there,fore no pomt
.“1n adoptmg the Indl:m proposal. Inclden ally, ﬂhe Chllean delegat.:.on had
___'supported the ma gorlt.y wh:.ch had rejec.ted the same suggeetlon in the Genex:al
| sse'nbly. R ER R T S S ' B A | i .:;

-~

Th\, Ind:.an proposal suggest.ed that. the Conm.ss:.on should recommend ’oo the
‘Econvidc and Soc:.al Councll “that. the decz.s:.on to mclade the economc, soca.al
‘and cu.Ltuml r:Lghts in the Baﬁm covenant. w:.th the c1v11 and polltn.cal rlghts, be i
"fcons:x.de.:ed " He d:.d not soe how the Councll could recons:l.der a dec:l.s:x.on taken, R
;jnot, by 1use1f but by the General assembly. ‘ ;.ctually, iy ~J:r.s resolutlon of | -
_23 February 1951 'ohe uconoxnic and Soc:.a.l COunc:Ll ha.d conflned 1tsclf x.‘erely bo
. bransmitt.lng Gener‘.l ASS«.-mbl)' resolutwn z.zl(v) to the Gcmmss:.on.




The CémIm*mN sp\.aklng a.s representat:we of Lebanon, asked whether the
Iﬁdmn re;pr»se,ntatJ.Ve could agree to amend the operat:.ve peragraph of ‘her proposal

to read' -

"Recom .ends the Econordc end Sccial Council to. recoumend to the
~ General sassembly that the decision to include the economic,

. socizl and cultural rights in the same Covenant. w:.th the ca.v:l.l
~and pol:x’c:.cal rlghbs, bo re-\.ons:l.dered" :

Mrs. MEHT“ (India)_acceptéd_ t‘he”aimendmmt 'bft;posed by thé Chairm.a:“n'Q','

, X Mrs. ROOSmVu...T (Um.ted ::ta.tes of umerlca) stated t.hat h(.r delegat.:.on
Oy ,wa,s co-opcratmg 1n ‘the draftmg of economic, soclal and cul'oural rzghts becauee

;;,such was th\. w:Lsh of t.he Economc and Social Cmmcil. Her delegatz.on wa,s well
awara of tha mportance to mank:md of economc, social and cultural r:.ghts, and

s.,...-h 3 VTS,

’-’as prepared to take all nwcessary action for the. promot.:.on of those. nghts in

iy Qm»—opr.ratlon wmth the Unn.ted)/Nat:.ons and t.he specn.ahzed ag,encles. But. 11*. i A
cunsn.derud and yhe Comm:l.ss:l.on as a wnole hnd recogm.zed, that econo,gic, soczal// :
é.nd cultural rxghbs formed a cat.ecory of r;ghts acpa.ra.te frou c;wz.l &nd pol:.tlcal“
: /‘ghts. G:w:.l and; pohm.cal rl‘,ht.s cculd b.. cl\.arly def:med and mplemented
lnnnedn.ately, whereas tahe whole emphasia of t.he dlscussions on. economic s soc:l.al
amt cultu'r'"l r:.chts ha'l been on the:.r pragressive mplemcnte.tlon, ‘that was on "
the progresswe creaticn of cond:.tlons in wmqh thoae economc, soc:.al and
ﬁur‘al mghts could be exerc:.sad. horoever, the procedures adopted for the :
plame atlon of those t.wa catec,orles of rlghts wera completely dlffcrent° L

" 'ica. was the o-opemt:.on of t.he hmsncan people as a whole. ~ Cert.ain




‘w:.llmg t.o do anythmg they were asked to do. /’I’he mencan peoplc ’ howe\{er,

did not ‘always underst.and—clearly why they shc:uld have to make eacr:lfices\\m 2

order to help ot.he‘ar people.s to dChl"‘Ve h:.gher st.andards of l:.vmg, it m

‘ot always imediately cls,ar to them that in the long run such sacrifices. " ‘;
_would contr.i.bute to t.helr ownwelfare as well as to that of the rest of the:
world, She expected that ‘the Sovut Unlon repreaentat.iw would retort. that -

the Um.ted Stc.t.es of hmerica was not. 1nbercated an the fat-c of the workcrs
- of t.he world. Qu:.te apc.rt. frum the fact that there were very few people :I.n
" her country who were not themse],ves workers, such a ste tement wauld be

4\ totally uniair. The Umted- S‘Latea of umerica was 2 generous ccuntry, i |

) had 1n1t:.ated the progrannae of téchnical assietance to under-developed B
: count.ries, and had been playmg an act,ive part. an mprmng condiuom in

‘other countriea 19:15 berora the Umted Nations had ‘come mt.o e:a.ltéénce. If' |

\the Comniaszon would only try to bc 8 litt.le 1eps cntical ot thék tact that.‘

the United St ates of Aaerica dld not always quite understa.nd ﬂ'{e v:.ewpo:l.m. of

the major:.ty, it would be seén that. they had accepted the:.r 'fv.h. ahare and
a lérge one - of the burden. . ; , ,

, She d:.d not feel that to draw up a covenant wh:.ch mcluded in one
, instrument two d:.ffcrent ,ypea of right ’ wh:.ch could not be implemented in

the. came way, would help the workers of’ the world The Gcner.l nsaembly and |

the Economic and. Social COuncll hud dec:.ded\ that. ooth t.ypes of nght chould
~be :.ncluded :m‘!c and ‘the' same covenant, ‘but there Wag no ;eaaon why the -
¥~z.conomic and Soc:.al sznc:.l sh./uld not be ccked tu draw the e.ttent.:.on of the -
VGeneral “ssembly to the fact that the CQmmission on ‘Human Rights considered
l‘:t.ha.t. the t.wo chtegories were dlffer\;nt and cox.ld not be t.reated 1denucally

Her delega‘b:.on thcre,fore suppcr—ted the Ind:l.m draft. rc.solutmn.
- / \( : . R .
Miss BOdIh. (United Kingdom) supportmg the Indian propoaal, said -
that her count.ry hgd always playcd a 1eading part. in the develot cf

—';'practlcal systems for mplemcnting economic ’ aocial and cultural rights. _

B Q Lo
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"ﬁgnany*years of experience had revealed the dztficulty and oomplexity of
 ;7,%that task, and 1n the 1ight of ‘that exporxence she dld not favour the J
7:;j,1nclusion of economlc, SOClul and oultural rlghts in the present covenanb.‘-

‘ The representatlve of australia had stated that the peoples of the .
'world were 1mpat1ently ualt\ng for the Covenant to be adopted by the . |
7)Un1tod Natlons. The. Commlsslon had spont two whole a3531ons on draftlng, f"

les 1 to 18, defining civil and ‘personal rlghts in a preclse and -
‘1nclusive form; those dreft articles had been submltted o the Econom;c;
“‘and Soo1al Councll and to States- Members of the Unrted Naxlons, and vere ﬂ 

‘“;flat last nsarly reedy for adopt;on.;n thelr rlnal fonm. Onﬁthe other handg—«,‘

,";‘1t was cloar that the dreft artlol-s on economic, soc1a1 and cultural
:jf"rlghts would requlre thorough re-examination and, p0951b1y, 2 good deal of
'ﬁfiwrrev1sion. The ecivil and polltlcal rzghts dealt w1th 1n artlcles l to 18

ﬂ*~Lrathcrfthan atatements of prlnclple. Moreov;r, ‘further modification of the

were expressed as general statements of prlnclple. It wae extremely
difflcult to@cast the artlcles on economic, Soclul and cultural rzghts in
“the same mould. The CQmm1351on.had mn fact, proposed.methods of workang
artlcles relatlng to economlc, soclal and oultural rlghts mlght be~ :
necesaary in the llght of the expcrience galned from co-operatlon with the K
apeclallzed agenczes. a considerable perlod, therefore, would probably
elapse bafore those articles were readyzfor aoceptance.h Hence, it would
be unwise to hold up the flnul acceptance of the draft artlcles on . clv1l
and pol1tical rlghts untll the d%her draft articles were ready. articles
1ﬂto 18 should -therefore be submltted to the Eoonomic and Soclal.Council

as tho Draft First International COvvnant on Human nghto. ;‘; T
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, ‘7 AM Bey (Egpt) aaid tha.t he uould vot.o againot the Indian proposal, 7
for reaeons identioal with thoee given by the Ohilean representative. ‘As the i,
‘latter had rightly pointed out, the issue had alresdy been discussed st length. =
in the- General Aasanbly, and the majority of Stateo Manbers had egrood that t.he i
Covenant should include economic, social and cultural rights. It was true that
-the Indian dolegation to the General Asoenbly had oppoeod that view, but. uhen a e
vote had been taken on the question by roll call, the Indian delegation had
voted for the inclusion of eoonomic, sooial and o.\ltural rights— ig a o:.ngle

Covenant ( see sumnary record ‘4/0.3/SR.306) That showed that ths Indian F
delegation”had been oomn.nced by the argmnenta edvancod a.ga.inst ito proposal. o e

The very lengbh of the diooussion on t.hat sub,ject in ~the General nsoanbly
ohowed that resolution h21 (V) was. well i’ounded, all the preliminary clauses

political righte on the one ha.nd, end economic, aooial a.nd onltural righte on %e
other. _ He drew the a.t.tention ot the Cmiooion to the follovdng passages in N

B e B

aect.ion n. of thJ.t reoolutiom -

e “T\ . e
B e e

o "Whereao the Universa.l Deolaration regardo man as’ e. peraon to uboln
- eivic_and political frecdoms as well as econanic, social and - WL
cult.ural rights indutiably bolong" (oeoond paragraph of the preamble), .

"Whereas the enjoyment of oivio and politioal treedono and of eeonmxic,
social and cultural rights are interoomeoted end int.erdependent“
" (third Jparagraph of the preomblo). Sy \5 ‘},\u;; e

The resolution oontinued by oaying that t.he Goneral Aoom'bly hed deoided”f

‘Wto include in the Govenant eooncmic, oooial and oulture.l righto :
(paragraph 7 (a)). i -

’\

o | "to include in tho draft Covenant a oloo.r exprossion of eoonomic, oooie.l‘
/, “and cultural rights in a manher which relates them t.o t.he civic ani
f polit.ioal i'reedomo ..." (paragraph 7 (b)), S :

(\ *

It. wa.a clear therefore that tho Geneml Aosembly had urgod t.hat eoommio, ooeiul
‘and. cultural righbo @e included in the oame Govem.nt. a8 the other rights and
fundamental rreedomo. 7 *“

' The Indian proposai re‘ mmende the Economic and Soeal Council st
r‘eoonsider the deoioion t&km en tha'e libjeetu ” In that eemuion, hﬂ rooall_




and of the Presa ahould not. hold a aessior. i.n 1951, tho General Aaoembly itaolf

had asked the Couneil to reconsider the. mattor, but after re-oxamining the 7

queation, the Coundl had stuek to its. original decision, In those circmnstanoes,
_he strongly doubted whether the Economio and Social cou.no:ll would reoonsider its
attitude at the request of the Commission, eapeoially as that attitudo had been =
2 takon up in deference to the. uishes oxpreased by the General nssanbly. '

For thoae reasona he would vote againat the Indian propoaal. ;

.}\

: S Mr. WaHEE'D (Pald.stan) had always telt that a Covenant which contained s
‘no reference to ooonomio, soo:lal and oultural r:lghts would bo meaningless. ‘ ‘He i
, noted that even those representat:.ves who Were | now attanpting to excludo ooonouio,
- soeial and cult.ural rights from the covenant. reoognizod that they were ant. as

important. as civ:.l and political rights. | A : A

- His Goverment was attanpting to respeot the Ialamio :I.doal of the brotherhaod"
if‘of man and ot' the equai d:.stm.bution of wealth and pmpert.y, and therorore had a |
spoclal re son for w:Lshing the Govemnt to beeono a nowerful inatnnnent for t.ho
defenco of human rlghts throughout the world. 'l'he absence of neans or O
implomonting economic, social :md oultural righta had for oenturiea degx'aded man, '
and prevented his full dwe.lopnent. - ' R LT | 5

: The difﬁculty ot implanenting tortmdth the provisions oonoernina eoonauo, 7,
social and cultural rights was ‘not surﬁ.oient reason for exoluding those right.a u
‘;,;,fron the Covenant ‘and the:.r J.nelus:l.on in a separate covenant. would bo tantomount
t.o ,relega.t:.nv them to a’ pom.t;on of ;c.oondary importanoe, and to oonduﬂming the .
""";owe backward coun'c.ries to remain in thezr mpover:.shed oondition, thus the lott.yi;-

; ._Ity to that betrayal, and would thoreforo vote againat the Ind:la.n proposa],.

MOROSGV (Union of Soviat Socie.ust Republ:.cs) obsorved that onoe

ms to be imp.l.anenbed or not.




A detailed exmninatian ot the t.\n paragrapha of thc preamble to tha \\Indian jy“_'
5:proposa1 would reveal - that they completely distorbad the facts, Thr. ¥ o
aegregation of the rights contained in the covenant. into two sep“raté categOriesﬁ
according to whether they were justiciable or not, was ccmpletely a.rbitr'zry } f,
“Ho assumed that, in using the word "Just.j.ciable" ‘the Indien reprs.aentative had i
wished to bring out the right of the individuel to tala legal action in cases ot
‘\‘violation of x\ight.s, and that the Indian proposal was based on the: aasunption
~that the individual could de{:em h:ls cwn and politica.l rights by legal action,
fl‘vlleroas he could not ‘defand hia *ecommic, social and cultural righta by t.he aame
: proceas. That aasumption, however, would not bear acmtiny as in many ;5
_eount.ries certain civil and political rights, such as, for :umtance, the right -j
| to vote,Mch not easily be defendad by legal action initia.ted by the indiﬂdu&l

'fhe Indian proposal begam S

equally mndmental zmd therafore important ,,,,._“n. ,: o :

Z'Nobody would deny the truth of that phraae-~ but the /rest. of the propoaal d:l.d g
: not proceed from that first phrase at allw :ln te.ct, that phrase ms a eogent S
'jreason for reject.ina t.he Indian proposal as a mole. ' : S

It ha.d been repeatedly atated o.t- meetinga of tbs Gazmission that the ik
‘E‘TOOVena.nt must be a unified uhole, and that eeonanic, aocial and cultuml right&
'-A‘.must not be relagated “to a poaition of aacondary :I.mporta.nce, dragged in for ‘1’;;:
_,Vreasons of force pajeur e, as 1t were. | Horeovaz', without the 1mp1ementation o.f ]
- eoonomic s social and cultural r.lghts, the i.mplanmtation of civil and politiea:l.

;f\rights muld be illuaory. . Fcr tha.t. reaaon, too, the Indi,au propoeal vma .
i.'f“‘“‘"°°1""a""1‘3* e ﬁ‘_?‘ ﬁf“‘“‘ R s e 5[—7

I

2 as had been ea:pected, the Indian propoael had receiVed t.he unreaerved
g‘ffmpport or the Un:lted Kin@daa and United States delegat:lonat _ Those two S .\
i'rdelegaa,t'.:l.m-xzs had fm the outaat stubbomly but unauccesamlly fought againat the
jfuaion ot econm:le, aod.al and mmm rightn in the ‘Govemnt - He failed to_

' descrip!tion or A




assiatance g.m by hor oountry to othar oountriea. ‘« B”’fd.,?’#/ one. knew
that the effect of that assistance had beén to retard the retovery. éz the Veountﬁo
. o8¢ stod, in the interest of nmerica.n monopo:!y-oapitalim. contrary to th\
: expectations of the' United Statoa repreaentati.ve, he ha.d no hltmtiom*o( sawing
_ hat the United Statcs was not interested in the fato of the workers of the world
'He would, homver, say that the United Statos delegation vao not intereotod 111 ﬁhe
:Mvea of the workers :Ln ite own oountry, the proof of that o.saertion was: to bo L
;;:ound in the attitude of the United States delegation, whioh uuggested that, 1: f_fi{i‘
the Covenant contained provisions calling upon Member Statesto introducs ... -
legislation to rolieve thelr workers of the fear of starvation, to ensure for :5’“ -
- them the right to health and odouation, and other econamic, social and cultural
“;{tlghts, the Unitod Sta.tes Govormnent would be unablo to ratily :\.t. e T

s

]

Ho had vivi.d manori.es or tho strong ob,jeotions ra:loed by certain dologations .
tothe provio{.ono relating to the r:lght of all to modical services and medioel
tention in the event of sicknoss, which would oblige governments to take
pooitive oonstruotive measures. Cortein representatives had :Lnsi.stod that auch -
oomitmenta would have to be rev:lowod But .urely it was a quootion of danost:lo
gislation alone' " no one would pratmd that the logialative organs of one A
- gountry could pass lawe affecting ancthor, Each country could take the =
‘?aropriate action, m«ruu freodom, as a aovereign power. It ms entiroly e
j.mproper tor a. govorment to ob;)ect to such proviai.ons on the grounds that their
option would make other countrics dependent on it for asoistance. It wonld
1ave been more oaxtlid had the’ Uni.ted States representative expla.med her
position to auch provisions on the grounds that, :ln ite preaent eoonomic
' "«:"fion, her Goverment waa unvd.lli.n “to entor i.nto obligationa wh:loh wotild
‘ -:~ootiVely batter the position ot mil..i.oaa ot ordine.ry people. 'lho truth ot
o ma«tter; wag ,g{not tha.t tho Unitad Statoa Govommmt was ooncorned ‘about the . |
;%Q oibilitry of other States being rmable to mplment the provio:lona on econcmic,’
al and oultural rights, bnt that it did not wlsh to assume moh ooumitmento
That was m :lt had 80 otrennously supported the federal State olauae,
h would have enabled it to ovade obligations on the grounds that they fdl.l

h:'m th Jurisdiction of tho goverments of the oonstitumt Statea, and not tha

. ) =g



e ‘l’he United Kingdom representative had argued that the fino.l elaboration of
“the provieions on. economio , soc:.el ‘and cultur;,.l rights ght take .80 long thnt it
—uould delay the entry into force of the. first eighteen articles of the dra.ft .
‘covena.nt » wmoh formed'a satisfactory a.nd he.rmonious whole in their ‘own right
;'l‘he General .tssanbly had a.lroady eonfuted tho.t argument by adopting resolution
42 (v), in whizi it was stated that the first eighteen e.rticles of the draft
_covenant did not conte.:.n certain of the most elementar',v,r rights, and that their
'present mrdinc' should be imp*oved, the more effectively to protect the rights
to which they referred. “The Um.ted Kingdom representativo's approval of the \'
'first eighteen art:.cles cou.Ld hardly have’ been sineere ) since her Govermmt hed
¥ suhmtted a number of axnendments to then, - Her approvel must he.ve been purcly
“formal, ~ What she should have said was that the Unitoed Kingdom Governnent asd
inot intend at the present tixne to ta.ke the necessary measures for the realization
‘of the provisions relating %o econom:.o, sm:ial and oultural rights.. 'mat ﬁas
-the basic fact, whioh sho hed attempted to obsoure by a mnnber or irrelevant
arguments. o | ‘

The mest positive elanent in the Indian representative' s etatanent hod boa
:—ths a.dmission ‘that some eountries which would not, be in 2 position to implmsnt
8t once all the provisicns relating to economic, social and cultural rights, .
"might thereby be prevented from - ratifying the draft Govenent. _ That was s H B
‘malancholy conclusion to present to the peoples of the world, who were eegerly
awaiting the day when goverments would undertake to gue.rantee te them the

()

iis::srei.se of thed.r elementary rightso S

In the 1ight of all those cors:.dera.tions, he must deelare )xis opposition :

fthe Indien dra.ft resolution. \>

'{e would not e.t the present staoe eomment on the United Kingdom dratt

k in the event of the reJection oi‘ the Indian draft resolution. | That, too, )
| represented 8 ve:.led but definite attempt to delay the reelization of economie,
'weinl 'and eulturel rights.. S T BRI LT




llr. sokmsm (Dama.rk), mtervaning on a point of ordar, aaid uwo m o
‘ k:,comisdon had very little t:imo’/betore it, and many of the a.rgmnents being usod L
o had alreacxv been advancad earlier. Ha muld therafora mova the. closure ot' the
f’?ff’debate. AT, BT L SR

S s Mra. Mﬁl’l’k (India) aa:\.d that, if a.doption of tbe Danish mo'r.ion tould
'{preclude her from replying to certain pointa raised 4n tho debate, nhe could not o

1]

e I  The cmm obaarVed tha.t even, if the motion for tha closure were
f'earried, the Ind:lan rem'esmtat:ln, as author of the ;ropoaal befare~t B m__ -
':com:l.aaion, mld be g:l.yen an opportunity to rep]y. o : N

e | Mr. SJMA CRUZ (chile) wés. unable t.o a.ccept the Chaiman't :I.ntj"‘,_'f»"j‘?"[a' o
tion of the rnlea ot procedure.f’ He himaelf conaidered that, onee the ion
; ;; ha.d decided to close ‘the debate, the floor eor:ld not be g:lven to aay Mthar
f;‘s‘ifapeaker, not aven to the mover of a proposal vd.ahing to repiy to Mtioimio / |
[ as for the Daniah motion :l.taalf, he was cpponed to. :Lt, beeaula thosa wem'bem{) ofu, i
- the Comission who had not st spoken on the Indian draft rawlutien miﬁit vary“ i
kwell have now arguments to put tomrd. it

| Mr. uomsov (Uns.on of Sovget Socialiat Republics) mted that e mm.
rcaerve hia right to rep].y before the cwaura of- the dabate, Af he t,hought .
-ﬁeeeua:ry, to any points ra:!.aed 4n connead.on vd.th his ata.tanent. i ‘

The cu.amm pointed out that the m:.ea or procedure d:l.d not provide s

-bo the Judge of whether he had the right to reply whﬁ.e a motion tor clolux'e
‘*’*"aja under comidemtion.  Thet waa a mat.tar for f;he diaeret.ion o.t the chaimn. -
.3 ‘l’;ho past ’ ‘the Cha}»,....qn ha.d aluays given manbfera an opportunity’ uf rep]y!.ng,
it :u. should be. understood thnt it was open to h.‘m to raruse to do s if he



/_ Ho then put to the vote the Danish motion for the closure of the debate on
 the Indian draft resolution (E/CN k/619/RGV.1)- e T L R PR

f"i abstentiogs. “i"
o Mrs. mza'm (India) sa:x.d that in expla:ming why she had votod ane.inst
;_the moti:on she vas bound to touch on aome points of substmoe relating to her

'l'he firat pa.ragraph of the preamble ha.d been 0 oonceived as to oonfom to
the oonstitutional pos:lt.ion in her conntry, where civil and pol1tieal rights |
7: g'ware Justicia.ble, whereas economic, social and cultural rights were not. - T
%:“5 Commission, by introducing tuo systans of implenentation i‘or ‘those two categoriesf}f” q
pf rn.ghta, had recognized that ‘they differed in ohanacter. It ha.d been under= .
stood from the outset of the 'd_i‘scussions on the draft Covenant that 1t was to be
thc First Intemational chenant on H\man R:lghts and that there would be more 7 S
than oné such instmmont s partieularly as. it would have been extremely difficult
to J.nclude every concoivable nght 1n the ﬁrat. - On that understanding, she
" believed that honogeneous rights should e grouped togethor. Ir oi‘fn.l a.nd
political rights were. anbodied in one mstrmnent, and coonomic, social and R ,,
: ~cultural r:.ghts in anothor, the peoples of the world muld understand mor’* clearly'
thg. nature of the differences betweon than. As thc repx*escntat:.ve of country '
uhlch had been the birth—pluce of Buddha and of Gandhi, she could not admit thef

eharne that her oroposal constituted a. botraya.l of human r:.ghts. 7]

N Mr. c:sag;n (France) oould not vote for the Indian proposal. ] He had
. for a long:hi 1 ﬁld the view that it would be possible to produee the c:ovenant.,j*

"‘ '

%

decided that eooncmic, sonal and cultural rights shoui.l be linked w:.th civic,
eivil and politicdl rights in one md tne samo instnnnent. That deeis:.on of



‘;‘* Technical considarations ha.d, in any casc, loet. a- great dea.... of bhe:.r o
crca > since the ecenomic, social and cultural rights had been shcm by the » ﬂ
’»werk ef ‘ahe ;r*viﬁigsion to. poscess certain special‘features. ~ He dJJ. not regret.
‘ha g ugged the” adoption of claucea containing undertctkingc wh:.ch were llkely
t beyfulfilled. The work of the Conunica:!.on at the present session had shown s
‘Lthat; cubatantially similar meaaurea ot implementation should be adopted for
fthg;difrerent catogories of rights, the sole difference being that the
;jpecialized aganc:lac were directly concemed in the 1mplementat*on of the "
provlaiens relating to economic, social c.nd cultural rightc. RET

j should the Commission decide to preserve. the unity of the Covensat by~
rejécting the Indian propocal, he would then ask that the principlee elaborated s
by the Commission a.t the present. cecsion in connexion w:lth the :me] emenuetion ‘
ei‘ the provisions conceming economic » social and cultural rights be 1 kew:.se Lo
\u/pplied to thcce concerning the civic ) civil and mlitical rights covered by the. <
?first eigm.een articlec of the draft Covenant. ‘{e felt P therefore, taa* he |
;'muct %te aga:lnct the Indian proposal both out of rcspect for the ins.,ruct ons
;;g;jxen to the cqmission by the General assembl;r and on. 1ogica1 gronnds; St

CIASULLO (Umguay) recaned the attitude his delegatmn had
xaken when the idea. undem.ying the Indian proposal had been discussed in f.he o
cral ucembly. - He would vote ‘against the proposal, since the mauter had

,eady been settled by the General Asaembly s and it would be mprcper to re-open;‘ |
j{ discussion on :lt. ~In any cace, t.he provisions of the draft Ccvenant cone
‘}";ng the Various rights recognized therein made allowance for the difference&
*ween those righth The covenant prov:lded ‘for :hnmedn.ate 1mp1ementation in’ the’ ;
_e' ef e:.vic ’ civil and political rxghts ;s while mald.ng the mplementation of
M*‘\emic . social and cultural ribhts part of & plan in the exccut:x.on of w"nich t«he
De i&lized agencies \muld take a dircct part. " ‘I'hat significant difference 1n
:ementation machinery uaa 1n keeping vdth the Uruguayan delegation's viewc ’ |
j‘g it \muld therei’ere vote in favour or a single Ccvenant. R




| ’%Qn !Le JEVREMDVIC (Iugoslavia) said thet he would =oie against the  3f'
AIndian draft resolution,t>ecause civil and polltical rights were closely linked—
with economfc, “social: and cultural rights. ' If the elemen any'and basic- right

: to li?e‘was to: be protected, the means of existence mnst ‘be ~uaranteed= that L

was the who-e pu.pose of the provisions on eccnom.c, social and cultural rigbta.‘
f‘The problem had already been considered at great length and in its entirety'in -
rvarious organs of the United Nations, including the Genera ;sééﬁs;y. Indeed, 4§
» all States Fembers, by accepting the Charter, had ‘bound themselves to observe e
} basic human r"ghts, all,of which had been subseqnently enunciated in the _‘

: Universa Deu.aratlon of ‘Human nghtSqi General ASsembly resolu on 121 (V)

fclearly and uneqnivocally*declared that the draft Covenant should include

;beconomlc, social and cultural rights. That resolution had,been adopted by the
*?will of- the majority, and the Commisswon's behaviour in considerlng the' 7

- substantive aspect of that decision'was incorrecto If ce‘tain go"ernments '
;idisagreed wdth the decwslon of the General Assembly, they should raise the
vqupestion of re-conslderatlon in tha* body, and not in a comm.SS'on of onky .
;ieighteen members. f If the majority of States Fembecs o- the United Na ions had!
' expressed themselves in favour of the inclusionnof prov-s ons on economic, _
social and cultural riahts, it was not for the Comm1551on to - everee that 7
: He ‘dould not accept the argument ad;anced by the Indian representative

- ‘ (
:thet alleged vvola tions of economic, social and cultural rlbnts could not be

brought into court; for, if governments were to assume deflnite obllgations 1@,
respect o’ the observance of sach.rigucs, they‘would have to take 1egaslative'
- and other measures enabllng an action to be brough‘ in,recpcct of thelr nonu 5
observance, the courts being empowered to. provlde redress, Tha+ wae, in fact,
an ‘obligatio

- Universal Deﬂlarat.on.

2
»

lready entered 1nto by geVernments under a"t cle 8 of the i;;f

'\

R He was also obliged to contest the Indian.represencatlve's aseertion thet
rthe CommnSSLOnebad alresdy declded to deal withtecon) .

‘ rights on a a £Jerent £Oo nb to clv_l and palitical rlgﬂuoo - lnough.there;?



peen & qui”ce deﬂnita att.unpt to do so, 1t had not yet m%ld.ﬂl suecess a.lﬂ uo o
i'mmal de¢1sion :ln that aenae had been taken. ’ ’Ihat view was eonnmd by tho
aﬁatent.s' ot & number of rapresentatival to the eftact ‘that there waa uo nead

%cntained in artic].e 1, paragraph 1, ot the dra.ft covenant. o "

3 , 'me CH&IRI&M stated that. there was no justifica.tion tor the Yugoalav
;‘i"';.rapreserxtative!s contention t.hat the: COmmiasion was behav&.ng :lmproperly in '
ezxamining the Indian dra.ft reuolution y OF that the COmmission was be:lng exploited
ta reverse a deciaion ot the General Aisembly. Any- snbordinate organ wit.h:ln the
United Nat:lons waa free to auggeat to the General uasembly that it |hou1d |
}*;reconsider any of- :l.ta deciaiom. b The Indian representative had submitted her

~ draft resolutiondn aecordance with the rules of procedure, and the Comi.nicn

ﬁm&free to pronounce on it as. it thought 1':!72‘./

/

u JEVREJOVIC (Yugoslavia) said that. he had merely wiahed ta ,
phaai.ze that the question of principle as to whether provisions on, eeonomic ’
elal and cult’aral rights ahould or should not be memded :I.n the draft | v,
.;Aanan'b ahould be dealt td.th :ln the General Assembly, and mot :ln the Gomnin:lon,
‘ ce it would involve the reaonsid’eration of a decision taken by the roxmer. P

4 _ﬂ

Tha cmdm observed that t.he mgoalav repreaentative wa.s evidently 7
F%atianing the\\ propriety ef the Ind:.l.an drm reaolution. ,;; : jj»f’ -'i‘,:“‘ D) , -

; Kr. SANTA GRUZ (Ohile) aa.id tha.t, despite t.he argumema put forward o ‘

,he Indian s United. Kingdom and United St.ates representatives > he would stoill

; j’i“e"ag&.nat the Indian propaual. g Id.ke the bnitad Kj.ngdom repreaentative . he
i'ﬁhat% in certain respects, economic ’ locial and cultural righta uere ,

;fenent in stmcture from the rest of the ri.ghts recogﬂ.zed 1n the Covenant. \

: ‘Qn rightg, they were c'apable of evolv:lns: 3"‘1 the mﬁ”‘m'

T el 7-' ‘ ‘—d\/"-, Ls
R - A
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, \\bmefit ot ftmlre gonora.tions. . The draft. it hed produced was in lceeping wi‘l’ah
“the prcoent lituation ina world which found iteelr in \the throes of evolutiwi
and cha.nge. ~ ’nlree-quarters of the human race had too low a standard of nving.

That wal an indioputeble fact at. variance with the objectives defined in the

“ Oharter, and the United Nations ) a8 executor of the Charter, mst take every
opportunity of re-affirming the notion that free-human beings were entitled mot ¢
only to the enjoyment of civic, civil and political rights , but at the same ‘- E
 time to the ntiefaction of the minimx.m material and epiritnel needs necessary
fortheirlifeanddmloment.‘ R e Tl ;

" If an instrument drawn up ond adopted by the United Hationn could. be
preted as cctablishing a difference bet.ween the two categories of righte ,
Hhich must be reccgnized as the due of every human being, the Organisaticn «
would have committed a fundamental error of policy. - He wee aorry to find
among the delegations supporting ‘the Indian proposal those of the United
Kingdom and the United States of Amer.tca, the two greateet powers in the |
treeworld.;_—ru noo ‘ (

| ‘ Mr, DUPONT-WILLEHIN (Guatemala) aaid that, with all due respect. to 'hhte*
Indian repreaentative » he would > for ‘the aa.me reasone as those given by other
apeakere ’ be unable t.o vote~£or her propoaal. In perticuler » 4ike the Soviet
Union and Yugoelev representativea ’ he felt that the statement in the first
paragraph ot the pream‘ole to the ei‘fect that. economic 'y sociel and culturel
righta were "r.et Justioiable righta" waa incorrect, and might even prove .
dangercuc. L \\ L TR :

‘«r:

Mr. WHIM (Austrelia) aaid the.t he muld abet.ain trom voting on hne
Indian draft eeolution. ,_\ji_._gﬁgovement had every respect. for the views of
t.hoee who believed that the dra.f.t 00venant should be- coni’ined to civil and
politiﬂa]. righta, but_stood, and alvays ad: stood, for & Covenant that includes
1 eccnomic, social end oultural righte as. well as civil and political rights,

évon thcug\ that might deley its completion. ;?;



Mr, W (China) stated that in the General nssembly'his delegation had
voted in favour of the inclusion in the draft Covenant of provisions relating to |
; economic, social and cultural rightsu Throughout the Commiusion's deliberations
ut the present session he had‘acted on the aSSumption that those rights would be

so ircluded, in conformity with the very definite instructions of the General |
nssembly. - The Indian draft resolution ‘had been submitted towards the end of the

sesrien, and he would find 1t difficult to modify his attitude at the.preSent
stage, even were he at liberty to do 8. He would therefore vote against‘it. ::»

f,f./ It would be extremely difficult to draw~a rigia distinctionebetween civil |
And pelitical, and,economic, goeial and cultural rights.:\”nlllelementa:y human
' riphts should be treated on the same: footing. any artificial sebretation ﬂ

| could only lead to difficulties. , However, in voting against»the Indian draft
reeolution he would notlwish it to be supposed that ks delegation would not

1n the future be in favour of the negotiation of detailed instruments relating
te perticular aspects of econonic, social and cultural rights. ’

R vi Mre KOVdLENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said he would ;
' vete against the Indian draft resolution because economicy social and cultural,
Ta--ghts,must be included 1n the draft Covenant.‘ Without them, civileand o
9elitical rights would be deprived of their natural,foundation. iIr provisiona -
rellting to the former were no implemcnted, the"latter would degenerate into |
/‘w mere declaration of pious hopes. He was also opposed to the Indian,dratt
resolution, because 1t ran counter to the view expressed by the General assembly
that when.deprived of econonic, social and cultural rights, man did not
representwthe human person when the Universal Declaration regarded ae the ideal

[l .

- - i

ngf the free nan. - f,‘ S ;v,i_”k,‘“‘».“‘ti" K é' _€iv4r?,f"""

»7{ T Mre SORENSEN (Denmark) aaid he WOuld vote in favvur of the Indian Vl?’ﬂ
;;dreft reselution beoause, as he had already stated on. numeroua oceaaions, he
??belaeved that eoonomie, social and cultural rights uere essentially of a
di*ferent character from civil and pelitical freedeme. R He'had not been

eenVineed hy eny~o£ the arguments advanced to the cpntrany. | It had been




‘ suggested that the adoption of the Indian draft resolution v.ould have serious ‘
psychological repercussions. —, He could not endorse Ahat view, but considered
that the Coxm'd.ssion m.ist figlt against the tendency to confer a political

emeaning on- the dra.ft Covenant. ~If that tendency gained ground, the Universal
De.,._aration ’ which was a political instrument y: would be weakened ’ as: would al@
be-the work of the Economic and Social Council, its subordinate organs and the .
specialized agencies. " What was. needsd was a technical instrmnent to give "f
eﬁ‘ect to the Universal Declaration. Certain representatives seemed to have :
forgotten the great" contribution a.lready made by United Nations bodies to thetr
betterment o.t‘ standards of. ].iving and the promotion of economic, social and A
cultural rights. | The arguments used against the Indian draft resolution £ailed
to take. into account whatrhad already been achieved 7 and were based on

considerations that would threaten the whole cause of human rights. o ?4 f

_.e‘.\; .

Mr. HJSTA‘IHIADES (Greece) said that he had so far refrained from
taking part in the discussion in order to be able to fom as objective an op:f'{?
‘as possible on ‘the Indian proposal. - He now found himself in agreement With the
views expressed by the representative of Denmark. Eeby

\\

; i c.There__were two.considerations that the (bmission must take into account.
‘In the first place " the need for submitting the texts drawn up by the Commis'
\‘at the present session to govermnentskand to the specialized agencies had been
mrecOgnized by a largs number ot delegations. Secondly, it was necessary to
‘press on with the task of producing a tinsl draft of the first eighteen art' -l’_
of the Covenant. ‘ He would not - go so far as to consider that those articles,
in their existing form, constituted a‘ tinal text, and agreed with the Soviet
-“Union representative that they must ’oe subJected to more thorough study. ' He e
did, ‘however, think that ’ from the point of view of the relative state of
—development of- the texts prepsred by the commissien, there was a cons..derable
-; difi'erence between the first eighteen articles end those relating to econ

- social and cultural rights"and measures or implsmmtation, wh Tf\“ 1]
cons...dered by the Comission for the tirst time at the current s,

ee iting the . .

ementation of the firsm

Thus it was with a view to




",;:f,-a: the draft. Govenant,qelready in a vary admced ztate of prcparau.on, thct hc_f
“f \u'ould support the Indien prcposal. He Hould, however, nke to aak 1ta authcr :
whether she wculd agree to modity the ﬁ.rat paragrcph of the
S preamble. The: arguments wh:lch ‘had been put. forward conccrning the : §
) }ff ' jusciciability of the t.wo categories of”righta were »- hc thought, we].l founded.{
QfWhile it was possible that the first paragraph of the. preanble \fas in ‘, *:"«
accordance w:l.th the Conatitution of India. ’ he dj.d,)not consider/that civic, ‘»
. civil and political rights, on the one hand, and economic, socisl and cultural
" ghts, on the ot.her, could be segregated 1n watertight compartmehta ‘cn t.het
baeis.  He. would ‘therefore propose that the worda "they are not Justiciable
. axiglxts" be. replaeed by the worda "they camot be brought to court. :l.n the same
A |
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o The argwnenta advanced aga:lnst the Indian propoaal on the ground that
tff;,‘there was no. difference in the manner of implementing the two categorics o.f g‘ff :
_g,_rights were valid only for. thoae who accept.ed the idea of Mplementat:lon on e f
‘nataional basis' they did not. hold t'or those who did not, and who .

} ,":cunsequently conaidered that a different syatem of implementa.tion was neceum !
:‘_‘Lf;il‘l the ‘case of economic s aocial and cuitural righta. 'lhe implementation of
t.hose righta difrered from that of the rights dealt with 1n the firat eightcen i
© articles of the draft Govensnt in that demands were made upon the available
,resources or St.at.es, a@d the aasistance ot t.he specia.lized agenciea and the
f‘f ﬂidea of international co-cperaticn were also brought :Lnto the picture. e |
Certain members of the Comnission had based theu argument that the Indi.an
\,j"ch-aft resslution could not be entertained on their own entirely eubjective o
B ‘,fcrecasts of the att:ltude which the General nsaembly m.tght take ’ forecaats | :
g eenvincing only to their authors. 'l‘he C "j‘jssion would, however, recall that
jiwhen the vo{-.e had 'been taken on General Assembly resolution 1.21 (V) ’ 8 rmmbcr
of delegations had abstained. | Nor was there a.nything to show that other S _‘
‘fdelegations would not be led to change the:lr attitude. : The argment could 3
"4 B ‘refore be tumed against its authora, and could nct« be taken serioua‘]y. P
i{fera ’das, on the contrary, cauac to beneve that the Indian represmtatlvc, k




| ieider that question in fnll poseeeei.on of the racte, that was, with the s ”"4~+
‘texte prepared by the’ Ccmmiseion on the subjeet or economic ’ social and eultural |
- rights e.ctuelly before ﬁ.’-.A DTS "_L 5 o S S ‘ SRP SR .A

_ “ of the Conmiesion, ell of t.he members of whieh ” what.ever their attitude towarde
; the Indian proposal, were mspired by &~ eomnon dee:lre to eneure the prot.ection
3 «Tot economic ’ eoc:la]. and cultnral righta s without. ‘the mjoyment of. whieh ei.v:lc,
o eivil end political right.s could not be properly exercieod. . Inws,ew of all
. thoee coneideratiom 'y he woulct vote in tavour of the Indian proposal- v

3

"

i fwho, 1t would be. noted, vas not aek:lng the Camission itself to decide umtm-"
" economie, eoc:lal end cultural rights should be 1ne.|.uded in the First Interw = -

national Covenant ; hed good reasons for eek:lng the General Aeeembly t.o recon-

o He accordivgy Mnsidered it would be a w:lse move to bring the question

| betore the General Aesembly, and t.o requeet the latter to reeoneider the mat.ter
. vwith an open mind,  The’ General Aeeembly would not fail to: ehare ‘the feel:l.ng

¥ ' B

The CHuIRMuN a.eked *l..he Ind:len repreaentative ﬁhether ehe could aeeeptn

: ‘__"ikthe Greek amendment. o ; LI B R

o Hre. MEHTA (India) eaid that ench an amendment would not. be cone.tatlut
s with her purpose. By jueticiable rights, she meant those. righta ror the

-fviolation of whieh governmerste could be eued. ; Govemente could not be sued

. for fa:lling to carry out eeonomic, eocial and cultural rig\te, eince the o
reeponeible perty might well, for example ’ :be employers. ‘l'hue ehe nmet re-
atﬁ.rm t.hat. ffom the legal point or v:lew, c‘lvil ‘and politic&l 5 and econoeﬂ.c ’ o
= social and cultural rlghts ’ oould not. be treeted on the eame t'oot:lns. B




I | :‘ ;gw,] Dmmark,Greece, India, United Kinbdom, Un:lted Stat.es of America.i

S Against: Chile, cnim, Egypt, France, Guatemala, Lebancn, Pakistan,

= Sweden, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet

- ‘Socialist aepubnca, Urusuay, msoslavia- | o
AMM’ Auatral:la |

'l'he CHAIM, epeaking as repreeentat‘.ive of Lebanon, caid, 1n e
“'explanation of his vote, that the issue raised im the Indian draft reaolution
cut across all e:clating 1deological aligmenta. B would be encountered at k'

wery turn in- the work of the Un:lted Matione. He\ hed. been infomed, for |
example ’ »’bhat 11'. had ar:l.een the precedins day in the \i?ourth WOrld Health
k ‘sembly at preaent tak:l.ng place in Geneva. It was quite ob"ious that. ,
_lemething would liave to be done about it. Dur:lng, the past 150 years, cert.ai.n
: i '_‘;,,"opleo 5 Who ha.d not been in as privileged a poeit.ion as ot.herl s ha.d nade t.heir )
3 1m=s, with regard to their economic ’ aocial and cultural position felt. u:l.th ‘
?ng insistence. ‘ It wa.s esaential to recogmlze that such rig\tc were ot -

1 importance w:l.t,h othera ’ but they had to he considered in their proper o
e"and in their. prcper order of importance. R

“—,_sr" .o 4

mni :'cance or the mat.ained, peraistent albeit quiet protest{cf -






