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I
INTRODUCTION AND BISTORICAT ANALYSTS

1. On 10 December 1948 the General Assembly adopted end proclaimed the
Unjversal Declarstion of Human Righte (resolution 217 A @TT)). At the seme
time "conaidering that the plan of work of the Commission on Humen Rights
provides for sn Intermational Bill of Humsn Rights to include = Deciaration,
e Covenent on Humen Rights and measures of implementation" it requested the
Economic end Socisl Council 4o ask the Commission on Human Rights {0 continue
to give priority in Its work to the preperatlon of o draft Covensnt on Humsn
Rights snd dreft measures of Implementetion (resolution 217 ® (III)). This
reaolution was tranamitted-to the'Commisaion on Human;Rights for the actlon
contemplated therein and ‘ohe Commission on Humsen Rights accordingly continued
to prepars the draft Intermational Covenant on Humsn Bights to which tesk 1t
devoted most of ite fifth (19&9) gixth (1950) and seventh (1951) sessiens,

2, The Eoonomic and Sociel Councll considered at ite eleventh session
(1950) the draft Internstionsl Covenent on ‘Fumen Rights prepared by the '
Comipission on Humsn Rights &t 1ts sixth asssion in lte broad sspects. It gave
conlidera'tion t¢ the followj.ng guastions: .

(=) the ganaral adaquacy of the first aighteen artlcles;
(b) the desirabllity of including special artlcles on the application of
| the Covenent t0 federal States and to Non-Salf-Goverming snd Trust
Territories; ;
(e) the desirebility of including erticles on economic, social snd
'cultufal rights; and
(a) the adequacy of_tha srticles relating t0 implementetion

(resolution 303 I (XI) of 9 August 1950).

The Councll concluded thet further prégress on the Covenant could not.

be mede without_hasic policy decisions on the above metters being taken by the
General Assembly, The Council, therafore, trenemitted the draft Tnternetional

Covenant on Humsan Righte, 88 prepered at the sixth sesslon of the Commission, o

the Genersl Assembly et its fifth session.

/3. After a
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3. After @ thorcugh exsminstion of all the problems raised In the
resolution of the Beonomlc and Socisl Council 303 I (XI), by the Third Committes,
'and, on the labter's advice:ijthe Generel Aseembly, on 4 December 1950, scted
upon the request of the Obuncil rnd sdopted resolutions 421 (V) and k22 (V)
vaich, Inter slis, contairsd certain dirsctives to the Economle snd Social
Council and %o the Commission on Bumsn Rights “ith respect te the Tonr
questlons (a), (o), (c) and (4} referred to in paregreph £ above.
b, Concerning question (ai (the general adequady 02 the Ffirst elghtseen
erticles) the Genersl Arsembly expressed the opinion that' the lie% of rights in
the first elghteen SVﬁiélss "does not uontain cernain of the most elermentary
rights" and “het the wcrd;ng of some of the- erlG¢sB "should be improvad in
order to protect more affactively the rights o which they refer" ,ccardingly,
'#he General Assembly called npon the Economic and Soclsl Council %o réquest toe
Commission on Fumsn Rizhte ©o revise the Tirst eighteen arbicies with o view to
including addivional rigats and with a view %0 dsfining the rlghits ses forth in
the Cofenant as well ss tle limlvations thereto, with the groatest Hoggible
precigion (reamelution 121 B (v)).
5, Concerring guestion (b} (spplication of the Covennnt to Tederal States
311?. to NDnﬁalf-GdVeraing and Trust Tarritories) the General Assemhly callsd
upon the Econcmic aﬁd Soclel Council tao requect the Commigsion c¢a Humen Rights
to study a fuderal State srticle snd to prepsre recommendntions whileh wenld buue
88 their purposo ’ihe geouring -f the maximum extension oI the Sovenent 5o the
conetituent walts of federsl Shztes, and the meeting of the conatitutional
probloms of federal Sistoa" (resolution 421 C (V}); ard requested ths
Comml 8sion or. Euman Flghts 4o include ihe following article in thée Govenant:
"Ths provisions of the present Jovensut shall extend or be epniicable
equaljy to a siguetory metropolitan State and to all the torrltories,

be they Nor-Self -Governing, Teust or Colonial Territorioes, which 2ra
being edministersl or givernsd hy ench metropoilben Siate' (1esoln slon kg2 (v

/6. Wlth geapset to

1/ Report of Third Commlttes {A/1559),
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6. With respeot to question‘(c) (the dssirability of including artlcles
on economic soclal and cultural rights) the General Assembly voiced the opinibn
that "the enjoyment of ¢ivil and poldtical fﬁeedoms and. of ecoaomic, soclal and
cultural rights are intercomnected and 1n$erdeﬁendent“. It dscided "ho include
in the'Uovepant econumic,_éoci&l end cultural rights aad en explicit raCOgniéion
of equality of .men snd women in related rights", end called upon vhe Teonomic
and Soclal Council to request tte Commission on Fumen Rights "to include 1n the
draft Covenent a clear expression of économicEVSOcial and cultural rights Iin =
mamer which relates them to the civic and volitical Ffreedoms Problaimed by the
draft Covenant' {vesolubtion 421 BV)).

T. As to guestion (4) {tae adequacy of the articies rela%ing o
implamentatioﬁ) the General'ﬂseembly calléd vpon . the Economic and Social Council
tn regusst the Commissien cn Human Righls to proceed with the ccnsideration of
pfovisions, “c be inserted in the draft Covenant cr in separate,protocols; for
the racsipt end examinetion of petitions from individusls apd orgenizations
with‘respéct to allsged violations of the Covenant; end %o take into con-
gslderatlion in its gtulles of questions relating to0 vetlilons and jmplementation
the oroposals preseated by Chile, by Ethiople and France, By Israel and by
‘U?uguay {resolusion 421 F (V)). ‘ _

8. The Gensral Assenmiy alec cellsd upon the Enorcmic £nd Socisl Council
to request the Commission ow Emmén Rights "o study ways end means whici would
ensure fherrigbﬁ of pﬁoples'anﬂ nétions to gslf-determination" (resolutibn

421 D (V). ,

9. The Fconomic £nd Sociel Council transmitted the above-mcrtionsd
resolutions of the General Assembly to the Commission on Human Rights and
requested the Commisslon to prépare and to submit "a reviged draft Covenent |
on tharlineaAindicatsi by the Genersl Assembly" (Council resolution 349 (XIT)

of 23 February 1951).

10. Ths Cormilesics .m uman Righte, at its seventh session (16 April to

19 Mey 1951) endeavoursd to revise the draft Covenant in accordance with
General Lssembly resoluticns 521 (V) and 422 (V) end Council resolution 349 (XIT),
During thet session % was able to drafi articles on  coonomic, social and A
cultural rights, to revise the articles on implementetion relating to ths

human fights committes, and to prepare drticles eoncerning perledic reportia,

The Commisglcn alao included in the‘téxt of the draft Covenant the provision on

the application of the Covenant to Non-Self-Governlng, Trust zod Colonial

[Territories,
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Territories, as edopted by the General assembly at its fifth session. However,
the Commission did not have. time %o revise the first eighteen articles, o
consider provisioné_for the—receipt end exanlnation of petitions from indivi@uala
end crganizetions, or ¢ draft a Tederwl State clause (B/1592, peregraph 20).
The question of the right of peopleé'and nations to self-detérmipation cone
stituted ltem 4 of the agend& of the seventh seasion of the Cummission. Owing
to lack of tlne, the Cormiasion deferred congideration of this iltem

(B/1992, paragraze 95). . '

11. The dr&ft Covemant Ag revised et the seventh sessicn of the Commission
in the 1light of the decisions and of the débates la the fencral Assembly ard the
'Econom&c,ana aocial gouncll consiste of a preamble enid six rarts., In subatance,
articles L and 2 of part I and, article 18 of ﬁaft I deal with certain general
obligﬂtlans of 3tates rerties to ths Covenany; articles 3 - 17 of part Ir set
forth certain olvil and political rights; part I1T (artd cles 19 - 32) aauﬂ
forth certain sconoulc,” social and culturel rights; part IV {articles 33 - 59)
containg provisions rageciling the establishment and the functions of a human
- rights commiites; part 7 (urticles 60 - 69) provides Tor the institution of a
system of perliodic reports; and part VT (articles T - 73) containé'final
clauses. .

12. In conglaering the report of the Commizsion on Human Rights on its
seventh session, the Ecomomic and Social Council, at its thirtsenth session,

on 29 August 1951, sfopted resclution 384 (XIII) which is divided into three
parts. in part A, the Council requested the Commission on Human Rights to
proceed et its next session (’659 with tﬂe rovision of the draft Covensnt:

"in particular the revieion of the First slghteen articles and ilke preparatLon
of recommendations aiming at éeuurlng the maximum extension of the Covenant to
the constitvent units of Tederal Stetes and at mecting ths constitutional
problems of those Btates”. In part 3, the Council bransmﬁtted to the General
Aggembly the feport of the Commigsion on Human Hights and otker relevani cocu
"ments in order to gilve =n opporturiiy to all governments of Menber Staten

"o e¥press thelr views on the work done by the Cemmisslon end, 1n particﬁlar,
-itS'proppsals relsting to Implementation”. In pard C’ the Couﬁcil invited the
General Assembly "o reconsidsr 1ts dBGLBlOﬂ in resclution 421 E (V) to- include
in one Covensnt artlcles on economic, eoclal end cult fural righte together with

articies on civil end politleal rights”.

. /iT TREFURENCE
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II
REFERENCE TC THE THIRD COMMITTEE AND ITS FROCEDURE
i3, The General Agsembly, at 1ts 342nd plsnary meeting held on 13 November

1951, decided to allocate to the Third Committes, ﬁ_;_;@_;i:_gr_'. alla, the following items
on the agenda of the ixth'regulair seseiion§ (1} ‘Report of the Economilgc and Soclal
Council, Chapters IV, V and VI (iteni 11l); and {2) Draft International Covenant
on: Huran Rights and measures of :‘melsmr.—:;ntation (i‘hem 29), The Third Oommittee
decidad,_ et 1ts 347th meeting held on 15 Nov@nbar 1551, to coﬁfbine the
examination of Chaypter V, Section I of the Report 6f the Economic and Social
Council, document A/188l, "Draft Interpational Coverant on Hun:an'R:‘Lghts end
Measures of Implementation” ,-24/ with the agenda item having the saws title. -The
Third Committee devoted Forty msetings (the 3568th to 372nd hald between |

30 Hovember and 21 December 1951, and t‘ne 3871:}3 to the 412th held betwsen

14 Jenvery and 30 Janusry 1952) to the consideration of the auestion of the draft
Interna.tior}al Covenent on Humsn Rights. 1% 'begaﬁ 1ts work with a dsbate on the
Drocedure o' be adopted in considering this problem, This procedural debate yas
followed by & genersl detate, epé fipally the Committee oraminsd and decided uﬁon.

the proposale and amendmenta which were bofore it.

1IT
THE GENERAL DEBATE

1k, The general debete took place in the 360th ’cd 372nd meetings of.'bhe _
Committee, held betwean 1} and 21 Deceuber 1951. Ih this part of the Committee's
report the various opinions which were exfressed in the generzl debate are
summarized . .Raleva.nt statements .made durdng the examiﬁé.‘oion of concrete
mroposals are, howsver, also incornora-bed.
Question vhether the Covenant should be drafted at the six*th sasglon of the
Generel Asssnmbly
15. The first question which the Committes had to exemine was whether the
Covenant should be revised and adopted &t the current Jession of the Gensral |
Assembly, or whether the General Asserbly should restrict 1tself at thls session
to an examination of the draft in its broad aapects Only one member of- the"a
Committee suggssted that the Ganeral Assem‘bly should redraft the Covenant- article
by article and adopt 1t at the current sesslon, Another member suggested that

the final drafting of the Covanant should be en'bruﬁ'bed %o an ad hoc: conmit‘tea of
' /the Goneral Assembly.

27 General Assembly « Official Recorde: Sixth Session, Suppt. Ho.3.
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the General Assembly. The overwhelming majorlty of the representatives were,
howsver, of the opinion that 1t was neither appropriate nor feasible for the
General Assembly to draft the Covenant at this seseion, and that therefore the
Goneral Assembly should, at this session, oxamine the dvaft Covenant in its
troad aspects. Various delegations inmsisted that the General Assembly should
glve to the Economic and Social Council and to the Commission on Human Rights

clear direétives. Several delegations stressed very strongly the necessity

for the Eéoﬁomic and Social Councll to glve the Commisslion on Humen Rights ﬁhe
necessary tlme and facilities to emable it to finlsh its discussion between now
end the next sesslon of ithe General Lssembly.

Proposal that the decision thken by the General Assembly at 1ts Fifth session
that there should be & single covenant should be reconsidered.

15, _ The Third Committee dévoﬁed considereble attention to the suggestion

of the Eoonomlc and Sceiaml Council that it should consider the decision contalnsd
in resolution 421 T (V) of the Gemeral Assembly to include in cne Govenant
erticles both on economic; gocial and cultural rights and on civil and political
rights. A number of delegationa questioned the propriety of the Councilfs_
proposal, They pointed out that it was very unfortunate, for it showed a
tendency among certain Members of the United Nations to try to undermine the
work done by & hlgher ofgan. They sald that the General Aasembiy's instructions -
should not be questioned, thet a reversal of a previous decision would be
Justified only on the ground that the decision was legally unsound or that
conditions had subsequently changed -- which was here not the case ~- that

no fresh evidence hed been advanced and no real difficulties hed arisen o
Justify such & reversal. It was also seld that the Gouncil's attitude, Which
had no precedent in tﬁe_case of an organ such as the Councll -- & subsidiary
organ, a8 one delsgation called 1% ~- meant butting wattere back a year.

17}-0ﬁhar'delegations3
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17. Otaer delegations vhile dieagreelng with the merits of the Councilt's
propoeal tc reconsidor the decision taken. by the General Assembly at 1te Tifth
sesuion ‘defended the right of the Council %o requeet‘reooneideratien of a Gener-
al Aeeembly resolution it 4t thouwht Tit.

18. A number of delegations stated that the Council haﬂ the' full right %o
1nform the higher organ that 1t had met with serious diffloulties that ehere
was nething in the Chartor or in the Rules of ETooedure to prevent euch action,
that thewe were adequate grounds Tor reversing the General Aeeembly'e decisicn,
and that due weight should be glven to the opinion which had led the Council %o -
agi for reooneiierat~rn of the directives giVEn bv thrjwaneral Aeeembly at ite
P1fth session,

19,  Mowt delegablions expressed thelr #ieﬂe;.howevef, on the msrits of the
problem vhether tholdeoieion taken by the fifth eeseion‘should be reaffirmed. or
whether 1t ehould be;fevereeas- and appropriete proposale'end emendments were,
sulmitted to the Committee, which are dealt with below in Part IV of the Dpresent
rerort. . The ms jority of those who.participated‘in'the general‘debate expressed
themselves Tor the reeffirmation of General Assembly resclution L21 % (V).

Other rartleipants spoke in favour of mot inserting In one instrument provisions
hoth on politlcsel andeolvil,righte and. on economic, eocialfand oulturél:rigﬁpe;
One of those delegations reserved its position as ‘to the possibility of d;afting
8 covehent on economic, social end cultural rights.

20, . Thosg memhers of the Committee who advocated the drafting of two gif -
ferent covenents clalmed that, whlle civil and political rights oou_d be pro-
tected by approp&iate leglslative or adminlstratwve meacures, bthe realization

of econemic, social and culbural rights could only be achieved prOgressiVﬁlY,
beoauee their-groteotion deopended on economic and social conditions., Tﬁe
measures of implementetion which could be devised were necessarily. different
with regard to the two &l1fferent groups of rights.

The nature of the chligantions to be undertaken with regard to sconomic,
social and cultural rights was different from that of the obllgauione which
States would asaume with regard to cilvil and polibical righte. The safeguard:
ing of clvil end political rights required the non-intervention of the Stets,
vhile thé guardntee of eoonomio, soolel and cultural rights regulred positive
action. The drefting problems relating to provigions on sconoric, scciel and
cultural rights were different from thoge relating to ' civil and. political rights.

/Phe separation
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The separation of rights into the two groups would ensure against the
denger pf“one group holding up the other and would therefore achieve the great-
o8t end quickest possible Trogress in the Field of humen rights. General
agreement on economic and social rights, some delegations added, was not likely
%o be resched for soms time to come., The existence of two separate instruments
would facilitate a8 greater numbér of accesaslons.

Some reprosentatlves chellenged thé propesition that the two groups
of rights were equal‘bn importence: +they seid that civil and political rights
were of an ebsolute nabure waile other rights had not thie absolute character;
poople could not etbtain to thg?%%chmsnt of eccnomlc, sociel and cultural
righte until elvil and political rights wers ensured. ,

21, Those representatives who were in favour of raintaining the declslon
that a single covenant should congaln provisions both on polibtical apd clvil
rights end on economic, social and cultural rights pointed out, mot only thab
it was undesirable to reverse & decision of the General Assembly, bub also
that the di%iéion’of humen rights into sharply-differentiated categories wes
artificial‘ and that there wes am inseparahle'link and & close relationshlp
end connexion between the btwo cabegories cof rights,

Some delegations stated that economic, social and cultural rights
formed the basis of the other righte, and that the sxerclse of eivil and polit-
ical rights might becoms purely nominal and be reduced to a dead letter under
economic conditions which wers conducive to instablllty and unsmployment.
Others; vhile recognizing the great-valus'of relisical and civil rights, pointed
out that these rights deprived of their economic and cultural complements could
not ensure the Tree development of the human perEOLality.

It vas claimed thet economlc, social end cultural rights vers capable
of precise definition and thet 1t was possible to include the various categories
of rights and the measures of implementation perteining to them in ons instrument,
without robbing the Covenant of the necessary clerity and precision. It was
claimed by some that the samé meesures of ilmplementation could be mapped oub for

/both types
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both types of rights and that, even if this were not =0, the Covenant could
contain provisions on different measures of implementation applying to differ-
ent righbs In some 8tates 1t wms even easier to implement economic, soclal’
end cultural rights then civil and political rights, because it was sometimes
easleor to bulld & hogpital then to revise & legal code.

22, . Eeveral delegatlons tock an intermediate position: they deplared
thet the main task was to meke vrogress in defending, guaranteeing and protect-
ing funﬂamentalfhuman rights, while the question as to whether ons or Lwo
covenants ahould'be dfawn_up wae of secon&ary importence. The dlfferences
betﬁesn civil and political rights on the one hemd, end sconomic, social and
eultural rights on the other, should not be exaggerated: among the latter
there were meny susceptible of implemeﬁtﬁtion; the only truly valid eriterion
was, it wa.g claiﬁed, vhether and on whet conditions any economic right'could
be implemented; 1t wes suggested that even if the General Assembly dscided %o
drew up two covenemte, these covenants end the corbempleted measures of imple-
- mentation should rebain as many common features ag pgssibla. The clagesifica-
tlom inteo politidai and div&l rights on the one hand, and economlc, socilal and
culturel rights on the other, did not represent the real division of humen
rights inio’ﬁlegaln_righta and "programme" rights. )

The articles of the dralt Covenent concerning economlc, Soeisl and culturel
rights -

23. While the Third Gommittee-&id"n@t undertake an articls-by-article
exemination of the substemce of the provisions concerning sconomic, social and

cultural rights drafted by the Commission on Humen Rlghts, several delezatiomns
made comrents thereoh‘ Sever&l spedkers streased the'necsssity of the contents
and form cf the provmsions on eccnomic, soci&l and. cultaral rights belng revised.
They claimed the neceaglty of more snecific definitions ¢f the obligation to be
undertaken by States parties to the Covenant. - It was eald that some of the
rrovisions were not sufficlently imperative, thet Part IIT of the draft was
unb&lanqegfygggg of the righté wore met forth infvery.general terms, and others

/in great
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in great detail, that some aspects of the right to an adequate standard of
living were speciflied and others, e.g. the right to food and clothing, were
not. Secnme representatives described Articles 19 of the dreft as & second
Treambls in bhé body of the draft iteelf, and criticized its inssrtion as a
menseuvre manifesting the intention to split  the Covenemt in bwo.

The first eighbeen articles of the draft Covenant and the additional articles

24, Wnile the Commlttes ab this session did not evamine afresh the
question of the first elghteen articles and additlons therete, on which the
General Assembly had expressed its opinlon at 1lis lasgt session, a number of
" comments were made in the course of the debate on the substance and form of
sous of the first eighteen erticles and on provisions which should be added
to them. The necessity of & precise definition of" the rights and the limita-
tions thereto was again stressed. 'Disappdintment was exyresssd ab the
decision of .the Commission on Hnm&n Rightﬂ to exclude a provision on the
right %o Propexrty from the Covenent. The inclusion of provisions safeguard-
ing the right of parents ia matters of education of thelr children was
Buggested for ineclusion in the Covenant on. civil dndlpoliticai rights. The
insertion ~f en article on the protoction of famiiy.righﬁs vas also edvocated.
The Commisslon on Human Rights, it was suggested, should draw up an artlcle
on the functicning of democracy to oblige States to carry out ssecret and free
Bleotioné at reagular Intervals. Iﬁ Wa.e suggestgd ori the other hand by one
delegation that the right to changs one's.religion shouid not be spelt out

in article 13 of the Covenant.

/The right of peoplss
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The right of peoplas to self-determination

25, A very great nuumber of delegetions expressed thelr regret at the fact
that the Commission on Humen Righte at “tes 1951 session hed not been able to
comply with the General Assembiy's directive 40 study ways =ad means whioh would
susure the right of pesoples end nations to self-determinaetion, and to prepars
recommendaticne for coneideration by the Ganeral Assembly st 1ts wixth session.
They proposed that the General Asgembly srould take action on the matter at this
session by ineerting en articls on the right of peoples to self-determination in
the drafi Covenant. |

26, Those favourlng this course of sction emphaslzed that the right of
pelf-determinstion of peopies wa&-éat forth in the Charter of the United Naticns
88 a principle, and thet it was necessary and use 1l 1o sbert iu8 imp;emsntation
by Inserting s provisicn thereon in the lraf%: Covenant. They sald taat the
Universsl Decleration of Eumen Righis h;d praclaimed It by providing that the
will of the peoples spalJ be the basis of the suthority of government, ' They
stated thet public opinion of the werld rsquiwsu such actlon bty the United Fations
end would not undsrstend why this right vae 0ot included in the Covenant, I8
inclusion woﬁld glve morel snd legal suppox% to peoplen aspiring to political
and soclal iqdependen%e end would bs a valvadhle conbribution te the maintensnce
‘of internationel veace snd security, The respect for the self-dstermination of
peopies would affect the respect for end the observence of individuel human
rights; no basic humen rights could be ensured unless the right of psoples 4o
gelf-determination were ensured et the same time.

The delegations which were In Ffavour of‘inserting an article on the
right of eself-determination replied o seversl technical and mefhodological_
objections raised by pointing out that both the Universal Declaraiion snd the
draft Covenanm elready contsined provisﬁons concerning righte which warse not
purely individual rights., Others seid that the right of pcoples i ?elf~
determination vas 8is0 en individual right and wae In fact ths sum of individual
rights. The right to self-determinstion wag an abgoluse and undualified »ight,
independent of the degrse of economlc and scc¢al deveiopmant of the ﬁeﬂp*e
concernsd, Some delegetlons steted that the right of peovles to‘self—dstarminatk1
wss both e political and a scciel right, end when the Third Committes decided to
recommend thet two covenents should be drafted, théy rroposed that the articls
on the right of gelf-determinstion should bs insertedtin both covenants,

Jo7, No membar




Af2i2
Fage 15

27. Ko member of the Third Committee opposed the principle of sslf-
determination s set forth in tha Cherter of the Unlted Netions, end only
technical, methodologicsl end lsgal consideratlons were advahcsd‘against_the
propoasl that en article on this right should be inserted in the Covenant.

Those who opposed the ingertion of en erticls on the right of sel:-
determination pointed out that there wes no necessitj for such action, a8 the
Principle was alraady'snshrined in +the Charter, - They\strassed the necesslty
of solving‘é great number of technical problems before 1t counld be declided to
insert a provision on this right in the Covenant. There were great diffioulties
in‘defining the notions of “people" end "nation". It vas neceséar? to
distinguish between msjority snd minority, and to exsmine vhen a majority ceased
%0 be 2 people and becems B minurity. .

It was. also naceasary to provide for the establishment of en organ
or mechinery which would decide upen the granting of the right. The right
hed’ many politicel end juridical connotetlons which made it doubtful whether it
wes within the ocompetence of the Third COmmitﬁaa of the General Assembly and the
Commission.on Humen Rights. _

In any cass the Covenant on Human Rights was not the document in which
the right of self-determination should be stated, since the purpose of that
instrument was o define the relaﬁith‘batwaen tho Stete and the individual.

It wes suggesfed that the proper placé fbr such a proviéion would be the
Declaratioh on the Rights and Dutles of States. chm the methodelogicoal point
of view, it was observed that it was not indilpenSable ys! have all the rights
embodied in & single Covenant., The messures of implementation contem@uatad
for the Covensnt were Certalinly not applicebls to the right of pecples 1o self-
‘determinstion and the inclusion of such sn srticle would therefore makedi# very
dtfficult, 1f not impossible, to draft appropriate measures of implementation
for the Covenant s8 a whole; +thus the completion of the Covensnt would be
deleyed, Others stressed that the article would only. be declarstory without
meens of enforoement, end wveuld sleo cncourage sbparétiat movements. It ves
not always desirabls, it was elaimad; to recognize the right, for to do so
might endenger pesceful relatione end leed 0 a multiplication of frontlers,

/26. Some delegations
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28. Some delegatione which expreeeed regervations as to0 the: drafting of en
erticls’ on tha right of eelf-determinetlon by the Third.Commitiee stated thet
they were ‘not- oppoeed to ‘the re—affirmation of the- principle in the Covenant.
They eventuelly agreed to the insertion oz B provieion on this -right, end even
o; e epecific a*ticle provided that +the drafting was not done by.the- Third
’Committee but left to the Commieelon on Humen Rights.

Meesuree of implemertaﬁion

29, The General Aseemb1y hed ‘already at 18 fifth eeeeion oonf&rme& that
the Covensrnt ehould provide measures of implementation. M533 delegetione
Btressed the lmportence of g eyetem of internationel im@lamentaniOn as a '_
necsssary. mesns for 1. effecuive protection of human righte However sona
delegatlons. repeated at this Session théir stand taken on previous occaeione )
viz, that the OnlJ method 6f implementing. the covenant Wal nJ national legis-
‘Tatlon, snd thet the methods" prepoeed by the ‘Commission on Human Righte in
particuler the sstabliskment of the proposed human rights oommittee and.;te
contempleted terms of referencs, would_&mount_to intervention in metters

. esgentially within the domsstic jufiédiofiohfof States end\henoeukevoontrary
to Article 2, ‘paragreph 7, of the Charter,

30.. As regards +the organization of the proposed human righte committee
contemplated in the dre Pt uovenant the opinion wes expressed by one repre-
sentative: %&hﬁ44t5 mexbers shonld not, a8 proposed by the Commieeion on Human
Rights 8t 1te '‘Reventh session, be appointed by Qhe International Court of
Justlce, but elected by ‘the Statee Partiee to thes Covenant as it had propoeedv
at its sixth session, Tha Queetion wes e*Eo ralsed whether “the propoeed
number of- membere of the commitnee, whlch ot the seventh eeeeion of “the
Cowmission had been reiséd from 7 0 9, was eufficiently large. A memher
advocated the déeletion of srtiole 59 oF the dref% Covenent by whioh Stetee
Parties agreed not to submit to the’ International Court of JuStice any
disputes arising out of the inherpretation Or impiementetion of the Covenant
which ceme within the competence of ‘the paman righte committee,

/One featuxﬁ;
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One fbature to which many. delsgations devoted critical remarks
was that States only should have the right to apprdach the human rights
committse Beveral dalsgations p01ntad to the dangers. of a system of State-
to—Stete complaints to internstional peace and understanding. _ The system
it was Btated, would invite Stetes to intervene in the domestic affairs of
othar Sta%es. It was also pcintad out that auch a aystem.would leave the
‘proteotion of human rights incomplete beceuse 1t would meke it d&ifficult for
citiZens to Secure the assistance of a foreign government for the sutmission
_of Q'petitidn.against their own government.

31, To avold all these deficiencies snd dengers, somes delegations
recommended the enlarging of the right of acoess to the humen rights committes,
and, saveral Ways vwere proposed.to this end. Saveral delegations expressed
themselves unconditionally for the recognition of the right of individuals

end orgenizations 4o petition the internationai orgen. Others advocated -
vhat they consldered = more careful approaéh‘by suggesting thet the right

of petition should not be granted to indlviduals, but that. it should be
avellable only to nen-governmental orgenizations, or only 4o certain selected
non-governmental organizations, by ineisting on'ﬁhe principia Qf reciprocity,
by suggesting that if the right of petition be et all provided for, this should
bs done in a seperate protocol or protocols end by proposing that in any case
the right of petitlon should be adwissible only after the exhaustion' of
domestic remedlies and under guarentees of sbsolute impartlality of the

orgen 4o desl with petitions.

Those delegatlons however, who had constantly meintained that
1ntarnational IepSures of 1mplemﬁntation a8 distinct from implemsntatiOn
through national legislation were contrery to the Charter of the United
Netlons, alsc opposed the establishment of a system of petitions.

/32. A second .



Afer1e
Page 18

32, A second solution for the problem reised-through the restriction to
States of the right of access to the human:ﬁightS:committés whick found the
gupport of some dalegations was the o8 tablishment: of an' office of a United Hetlone
AttorneyJ&eneral Whose duties would be to recalve charges from eny source, to
inquire Into thelr merit ‘o approach the States involved with & view to a
friendly settlemsnt, and, 1f necessary, to ingtitute proceedings hefore the
human righﬁs committee.

Thoae Who Oppoaed this soluflon held that 1t was not approvriate to
7a8t-80 greac an authoritv in’ one person, that ‘the proposal wae fdrareaching and
compleX,. and . th&u it would he far. ;meferable to give authority with raspact to
tha initlation of 'the corsideration of complalnts o~ & group ofpsople, o
constitute a commitcee or a poard and 0 be re;reﬂentative of differant arﬂae
end d4if ferau* judlclal Syotéms - mhroughout the - morld.

3. . A thlrd solutien Trowosed oy gome delegatiens vas that the human ;f
rlghts commitcee should itself have the right to initdate proaeedings 1n any
case where viol&tion of human rights serlous enough to require- interuational
—ackion cams uD its attantion;f Others mho accepted this idea. on principla
wished no restriot EL ) applieatlion to, casas mhen States had recognized thia
com@etence cf the ¢ dmmittes by-ratiilcation of “the respectlve GOVenanﬁ or
grotocol

3. . An 1deh not Buggested.at prev;ous diSGussions bEf the. qaestion of
‘1mplementauicn W&s proposed at this, sessicn of the Genaral.Assamhly, namsly
the. pcssibility of including among: the measures ‘of implemsntatipn contempl&ted
;in tha 00venant 1nternaﬁional ingulries and investigaticns An the Piald, mhidh
Hwould haVe uo offer ‘adequate . guarantees of good Failth-snd impartiality. .

L : While thie idea recelved. ths whols~hearted support of some dglegations
oﬁharﬂ pointeﬁ out that By somaJMember Statss would gign--the. Qovenanﬁband’
othera would not 1t would e, dif icult for {he United’ Nauicms, 58 9n
organization com@osad ‘of - 51gn@tories and uon-signatoriee of . the Coven&nt ~to
appoint the suggeatsd misslons of ﬂnquiry. Others, egually. not opposed to
tha nrinciple oF faquirles and inVGstigatlons, “Ineisted: thet 1T inqunrias and
lmve4tigafﬁons were 1o’ be carrisd out they wugt ba carrled, ouk. in aml Statss.

f‘35 . Sevarai
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5. Several delegations addressed thelr observatlons to the question

_whether and to whal extent the two systems of Implementation contemplated

respectiVely 1n Part IV and V of the draft Covenant, namely the establishment

of a human rights commlttee and “the inatitution of & reporting system, should

be applied to the whole or to part only of the provisions of the Covenant.
No definite recommendations on these points had been made by the Commisslion on
Human Rights.‘, VWhile soms delegatlions who favoured the unity of measures of

'implamentation suggested that the procedurs of the humen rights committes -should

apply not- only e civil ‘and political rights bub also to economic, social and
cultural rights, nost speakera were in. favour of restricting the Jurisdiction
of ths human rights committee to the field of clvil and political righte.

36. | As fay as the reporiing system.was noncerned, soma delegetlons Ware

;of the opinion thet 1t should apply to economic, soclal and cultural rights

only, or expressed their acquiescence in such & selutlon. Other delsgations

~ suggested ‘that the reporting system should apply equally to both economic,
- gocial and cultural r}ghts and ¢ivil and political vights, independently of the

fact whether ong or two covenants would be d:afted," SoﬁeAdelegations‘Bupported
this idea with the understandiug‘th&t‘fhé'ymovisions concerning reportiﬁg\naeﬂ
not be rhrased identically for the two differant groups. of righte, -

Several delsgations stressed in connexlon with the raportﬁng system
the necessity of avoiding duplication with reporits. slready submitted to-
specialiZed agenciaa. The idea wes also expregsed that the State Member
submltting the report should transmit it through a spscialized agency, if 1%
Vere & melber of one, and only transmit it through the Secretary-General if
it were not,

[The guestion
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The gquestion of reservations
37. In ‘line With the work of the International Iaw Commission in this

field and following a general recommendation made by the -General Asgembly in
a resolution dated iz JEnuary 1952 (document AfL.37), 1t wae suggested that the
Govenant on Hhman.Rights should contaln clauses relating to the admissibility
or non-admiesibility of reservaﬁione end on the effect to be attributed to them,
A number of delegations questloned the competence of the Third
Committee to deal with this metter, which was primerily a legel one, and thought
“ihat the Sixth Commlttes ehould be vonsulted. They also felt that each State
‘had the-sovereign right to decide for itself whether it wished to malks.
resérvatlons or not. Many meﬁbere‘of the Committee agreed, however, thet the
“question of. admissibility or non-admi351bility of reservatlons. should be
studied by the Commission on Human Rights, end that the Commlssicn ehouli,he
‘requested to make appropriate recommendatione. . '
Opinions on the substance of the eventual solution of the problem:
wers. &also expressed. While some delegations wers oppoeed on- principle to the
idee of reservetions to the Ihternetional Covenant on Human Righte and . thought
thét regervations wers appropriate to & commercial treaty, not. honever to an
inatrument-like the Covendnt. Others favoured the admiesibility.of_reservations
to either some; ef‘ell,‘profisieﬁe of the éoveﬁant; though sﬁreesingfthe
reeponeibility‘which States wnuld aggume by making resefvetiens.
Spanish term for the expreseion "human rightz"
38. b Some deleg&tions drew attention to the fact that -the title of “the .
draf't Cavenent in Spanish "Derechos del Hombre™ , Wag not in line,with the
operative proviaione of the.Cherter=qf‘the United Netions which ueed the words .
“Derechos kumancs™., These delegetions 8180 alleged that while the words
"Derechos del Hombre” reflected somewhst obzolete individualistic'ideas% the
wvords "Derechos humenos" were more in conformity with the spirlt and the
meaning of the Universel Declafation which, according to thls theory, waes based
on the concept of solidarity and collective reSponeibilitp and the equallty in
rights of women and,ehiiaren and old people. It was aleso stated that the term
“Derechos del Hombre" might be interpreted as excluding womsn, Other delegapione
replied that there waas no danger that the Uhivereai Declaraticn or the draft
Covenant could be iqterpfeted a8 not procleiming equal rights of men and women
and 1t wes also stated that the expression "Dereschos del Hombre, szactly
because of 1ts Individuvalistic character, expreseed better the principles of
the Universal Declaratlon,

/Statement by
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Statement by the representative of the United Natilons Educationa;ifsciantific

and Cultural Organization

39. Tn the 367th wseting of the Third Commitbee & statement was made by
the representative of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and Cultural
Organization. He informed the Committes that his orgenization, et its General
Qonfereﬁce keld in June/July 1950, had pessed & resolution expressing general
approval of the propossls of the Commission on Humen Rights. The United
Hetlons Fducatlonal, Scilemtiflc and Cultural Organization ﬁas keenly Interested
in the question of sultural rights. When the draft Coveuent hed been discussed
in the Unlted Fetionc Educetionsl, Sclentific and Culturel Organizetion the
hobn had been expressed thet the final text of Part V of the draft Covenant,
dealing withlthe'reporting”sysfém, would eventually be mede less swbiguous

tﬁan it was at present. The Unilted Ne:tlons Educatioﬁgl, Sclentific and
Cultural Orvgenlzation was still in consultation with Qdvernments with & view

to ovtaining from them their cbservations on the.draft Oovenént.' The Executive
Board wes é.t this stege in Pavour of the adoption of a singls Covenant, until
fﬁrthar;inﬂormation had bean raceivod.

Documentation submitted to the Third Committes

k0. Supp;emsntihg its oral intervemtion in the genefal'debate, the
delegation of Uruguay subnitted to the Third Committaé a memorandum on bhe
"vasges of the proposal'to establish a United Wetlons Atforney»General for

' Euman Rights" setting out the remsons for the establisiment of such an office

end its functions, powers and orgenization (A/0.3/564).  Simllarly, the

'udelégation‘ofrlgrael circulated to the fommittes & memorandum {A/C.3/565)

elaborating hpon lts suggestlon for a division of humen rights inkte such as

are capable of becoming reality through‘immediata leglslative or administrative
action an& sueh &8 cannot effecilvely come into existenecs until afiser the
exesution of programes. - .

The Secretérwaeneral propared foir the Committes an nistorieal
enalysis of the question of the Covenemt (A/C.3/559) and, &% the request of &
member of the Commititee, & 1lst of rishte procléimed in the Universal ,
Peclavation of Humwen Rights and not embodled in the draft Covenmant (2/0.3/566).

/IV . DISPOSAL OF.
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DISPOSAL OF THE DRAFT RESOIUTIONS AND AMENDMENTS
1. At its 38Tth meeting, the Third Committee considered the order in

which 1t should diacuss the various draft resplutions and amﬁndmsnts relating
to “the draft Internstlonsl Covenant on Huhan Rights end Meesures of
Implamsntation. In the course of this procedural discussion the raprssentative
of Hgypt proposed thet the Committee should first consider the draft -resclution
submitted by Chile, Egypt, Pakistan and Yugoalavi& (4/c.3/1..182) proposing
"thet the General Assenbly should reaffirm its resolution 421 E (V) of
b Decaﬁberrl950. The representative of Poland proposed that the Committee
should begin with the Polish draft resolution (A/C.3/1.203) concerning the
defende of twenty-four inhebitents of Barcelona charged with a cepital offence.
A Mexican proposal that conaideraﬁion of the Polish draft resolutlon should
be postponed for forty-eight hours'in order to enable the Committee to
obtain factual informetion was subsequently =dopted by & roll-call vote of
30 votes to 12, with 11 absfsntions.3 The voting was as. follows:
In fevour: .Canada, Chile; China, Cuba,'Czechoslovakia, Denuarlk,
Déminican‘Bapublic; Eouador; thiopia, Frence, Greece, Guatemala,
Haiti, Indie, Indonesia iran Israel, Liberia, Mexico, Norway,
Peru, PhiliPPines Pcl&nd Sweden, Ukrainian Sovlet Soclallst
‘Republic, Union of boviem Socialist Republices, Uruguay, Yugoslavia
Belgium, Byslorussian Soviet Sotialist Republlc.
Ageingt: Colombla, Costa Rics, EL Salvador, Hondurss, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicarague, United Stetes of America, Venezuela,
Argentins, Bolivia,.Brazil; |
Abstaining: Egypt, Iraq, Iebenon, Pakisten, Syrias, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Greet Britain end Northern Ireland, Yemen,
Afghanisten, Austrelie, Burma,

/a. Joint draft

/ A summery of the discussion of this question and the text of the
decislon adopted by the Committee mey be found in paragraphs 98 - 109
of this report.
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5. Joint dreft resolution by Chile, Egyph, Palkistsn and Yugcelavie (4/C.3/L,182)
ard emendments. )
4o, Apart from its examiration of the problems raised by the Polish draft
resolution (4/C.3/L.203/Rev. l), the Cormittes Degon its discussion of the vorious
propoeals before 1t with the joint draft vesolution of Chille, Egypt, Pakistan and
Yugoslavie (A/C.3/L1,182) and amendmﬁnts thereto. In accordance with that proposal
the General Assembly would reeffirm its decision taken by its ﬁesolution W2l B (V)
of 4 December 1950 that the Internatiopal Covenant on Humsn Rights should incluyle
econcmic, soclal and culturel righﬁs. Tha'foilowing amenimonte to that draft o
resOlufion werse sutmitted !

{a) Joint amendments by Belgium, Tndia, Tebanon and the United Statas of
Americs (A/C.3/L.185/Rev.1) A : .

For inrertlon of a paragréph in the presmble and for alchanga in the
operafive paragreph to the effect that the Econcmic and Sceial Councill be
requested to ask the Commission cn Human Rights to draft two- covenents on human
rights, to be submittad simultaneously for the consideration of tlie General

-Agsembly .at- 1ts seventh seBs1on, one to contaln civil and political rlghts and

the other to contain econcmic, social and cultural rights, in-order that the
General Assembly mey approve the tWo covenents simultaneouaiy ana'OPen'tham at the
pame time for signature. . ‘
(b) United Kinalom amendment (A/C.3/L. 188)
To -ask Member States and appropriate spacialized agencles to submit
drafts or memorands contzining thelr views on the form and contents of the proposed

covenant on econumic, soclal and' cultural rights together with thely’ obssrvations
thereon.

The following amesndments were moved to the Jolnt amendments sgﬁmitted
ty Belglum, India, Lebencn and the United States (4/C.3/L.185/Rev.l):
(1) Amendment by France (4/C,3/L.192/Rev.2)
The two'coienanfs to contain as mony eimilar provisions as possible,
particularly in relation to the reports to-be submltted by States on the‘imple-
mentation of the rights.

J(ii) Syrian
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(11). Syrian smendment; (4/C.3/L.219)
To add & paragreph providing that if, in: the considéred opinion of the
Commission on Bumen Rights, the preparation and ratification of the covenant on

sconcmic, goclal and culturel vighte appears liksly to-delay needlessly the
retification of the covenant on civil and political rights, then these apd the
econortic, social and cultural rights shall be incorporated in a- gingle covensnt;
and aleo providing for the admissibility of reascnable reservations during a
transitional psriod 4
h3, At the 380th meeting, during the discussion of the joint draft resolu-
ticen (4/C.3/1.182) and the emendments thereto, & number of delegations objected
to the Joint emendments of Belgium, Indiz, Lebancn end the United. States
(AfC.3/1.185/Rev.1) being considered a pgenuine amendment to the joint draft
resolution (A/C.3/L.182) because they did not medify part of the joint dreft
resolution but tended to nullify the vwhole. They were therefore a new proposal
vhich should be put to the vote after the vote on A/C.3/L,182, The Cheirmen
ruled, however, that document A/C.3/L.185/Rev.l was & genuine amendment. At
the 395th mssting it'was agaln proposed that the Joint draft‘resolution
A/C 3/L 182 should ‘be voted upon firet. The Chalrman recalled, however, her
previous ruling and ruled agiin that A/C 3/L 185/Rev 1 should be voted upon before
Afc.3/L.182,
&b, At the 395th meeting the repressnﬁativs of Syria withdrew his zmend-
ment (4/C.3/L.219) to the joint amendments by Esigium, India, Lebancn and the
United States (a/C.3/L.185),
45, The Committee then proceeded ‘to & vote on the French amendment
(AfC.3/L.192/Rev.2) to the joint amendments by Belgium, India, Lebancn and the
United States (4/C.3/L.185). In response to a request by the delegation of
New Zealand, the French emendment was voted upon in two separatsﬁpsrts;

J46, The first

4/ _With the agrsamsnt of the representative of Syria, the discussion of that
part of his amendment which referred to the guestion of reservations wasg
deferred umtill the discussion of the draft resolution by Guatemsls

(A/C.3/1.190).
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L6, , 'Tha Tirst part of the French amendment, to add to paragreph 2 of the
joint amendments (A/C 3/L.185/Rev.1), after the words "and upen them at the seme
“ime for signature s the :f'ollow*ing.
"the two covenants to contain, in order to emphasize the unity of the
alm in view and %o ensure respect for and observance of human rights,
ag meny similar provis'ibns ag pogsibls”
was éd.bp"aed by a roll-call vote of 28 votes %o 22, with 7 abstentionas. The
voting was es follows: _ | _ |
In favour: Sweden, Turkey, United Kinglom of Great Britein and
"‘Icrthérrf'lvéls.mt ; United States of Americ:, Urumey, Venszusele,
Aus‘bralia., Belglum, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombie, Costa Rica,
Demmaz'k France, Greece, Homduras, Iceland, India, Isruel,
La'banon, Iiberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, I\Iicaragua s Norway,
Panams,, Pamguay, Paru,
Againast: Syria, Ukreinien Soviet Socisllist Republlic, Union of
Soviet Soclalist Republics, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Ai‘ghaﬁistan,
Arg@nﬁim 5 Burme. 5 Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chills,
Cukr., Czechoslovakla, Ecusdor, Hgypt, Heiti, Indonesia, Iren,
Iraq, Mexico, Pakisten, Poland, Saﬁcli Arabia,
Abgtaining: Canade, China, Dominicen Republic, Ethiopw,
Guatemala, New Zesaland, Philippines. - : .
b7, The second part of the Frerch emendment, which read'
", ..particularly in so far as the reporte to be submitted by States on
ths implemanta’ti.én' of those rights are concerned" '
was adopted by & roll-call vote of 26 to .2%;,‘141:&11 8 abstentions, The voting WS
ag follows: ‘ " -- , |
In favour: Belgimm, Burma, Brazil, Colombila, Costa Rica, Denmark,
¥ rance, Gresce, Honauras,‘iceland, Tndia, Israel, Lebanon, Libsria,
Luxembourg, Wetherlania, M"icaragua ; Yorway, Parame, Paraguay,
Peru, Sweden, Turkey, United States of Amorica, Uruguay,
Venezuela, ' |

[heninsts
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Ageinst: Burme, Byslorussiasn Soviet Socielist Republic, Chile, Cuba,
Czechoslovekis, Ecuador, Eeypt, Haiti, Indomesia, Iren, Iraq, Mexico,
Paklsten, Poland, Ssudl Arsbla, Syrla, Ukreinien Soviet Soclalist
Republic Unicn of Sovist Socislist Republics, United Kingdom of
Graat Brltain and Northern Irelend, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghanistan
Argentina, Austrelia,
Abstaining: Canada, China, Dominicen Republic, Ethiopia, Guatemsle,
New Zealand, Philippines, Thailsnd.

L3, The French emendment as a whols wes then sdopted by a roll-call

vote of 26 to 24 with B ebstentions. The voting was a8 follows:
In favour: Lebenon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Nicaragua,

Norwaey, Penema, Paraguay, Peru, Sweden, Turkey, United States of
America, Uruguay, Venszuela, Belglum, Bolivia, Brazil, Colombia,
Costa Rice, Denmerk, Frence, Greece, Hondurss, Icelend, India,
Israel,
Agelnst: Mexlco, New Zesland, Paklstan, Poland, Saudl Arabla,
Syria Ukrainien Soviet Soclellst Republic, Union of Soviet Socislist
Republics Tnited Kingdom of Greet Britain end Northern Ireland
Yeman Tugoslavis, Afghenisten, Argentina ‘Burms, Byelorussilan
Soviet Socielist Republic, Chile, Cubs, Czechoslovekia, Ecuador,
Egypt, Heltl, indonssia, Iren, Iraq.
Abstalning: Philippines, Thellend, Austrelia, Canads, China,
Dominicen Republic, Ethiopls, Guatemala, | |
k9, The Committee next proceeded to vote on the smendments of Belglum,
Tndia, Lebanon end the Unlted States (4/C.3/L.185/Rev.l) to the joint draft
resolution, The first jolnt amendment ﬁhich read:
"After the third‘paragraph of the presmble, insert the following:
"Whereas the General Assembly, at the request of the Economic snd
Socisl Council in resolution 384 (XIIT) of 29 August 1951, reconsidered
this matter et its slxth se-sion' n
wes adopted by 29 votes to 22, with b abstentions,

/50. The second
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50, 'The gecond jolnt emendment (A/C.3/L.185/Rev,l) wsa then put to 2
vote, It reed as follows: | |
"Substitute the following for the lost ’swo\ paragrspha;
"Requests the Economic and Socisl Council %o ssk the Commission on
Bumen Rights to draft two covenants on humen rights, to be submitted
gimultenecusly for the consideratlon of the Genersl Aszembly st 1ts
severl_fch‘sassionp ona 10 contain civil and political rights end the other
to contein sconomle, soclal and oultﬁral righ‘ﬁs , 1n order thet the
Genersl Assembly mey approve tﬁs two covenants similtaneously snd open
them st the sams vlwe Tor signeture", -
Tt was adopted by = roll-cell vote of 30 to 2k, with 4 abstentlons, The vobing
vag es follows: '
In favour: Hondi,lras, Tcelend, Indis, Lebanon, Liberls, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New Zeelend, Nicarsgua, Norway. Panams, Parsguzy, Peru,
Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Grest Britein end Northern Ireland,
United Stetes of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Augtralls, Belgium,
Bolivia, Brazil, Canads, Chins, Golombiz, Costa Rica, Denmark,
France, Greece. '
Ageinst: Inddnesia, Tren, Ireq, Isreel, Mexico, Pekisten, Polangd,
Ssudl Arabia, Syrla, Ukrainisn Soviet Socialist Répu‘nlic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Rspublics; Temen, Tugodlavia, Afghanisrlﬁan’, Argentina,
Burma, Byelorasslan Soviet Soclallst Republic, Chile, Cuba,
Czeohoslovakla, Eousdor, Egypt, Ethlopls, Haifd. _
Absteining: Philippines, Thailend, Dominicen Republic, Guatemala,
5k, T]ﬁe Committes then voted on the Jolnt emendiment es éménded by the
French emendment previously adop‘caa.. It wes sdopted by 28 vo‘ﬁee to 23, with
7 abstentions, _ N
52, At ivs 396th meeting the Gonﬁmiftae procesdsd to vote on tha
United Xingdom smendmsnt (A/C.3/L.188), This amendmsnt , t0 add 2 new
poragraph et the end of the operative pert of the Joint dreft resolution
A/C.3/1.182, was adopted by 26 votes to 13,'with L obstentions, It read
as follows:

/"Requests
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"Requests the Seoratary-General-to ask Member Stetes and appropriste
specialized agencies to submit drafts or memoranda contalning their
views on the form and contents of the proposed covanant on economic
socizl and cultural righta, together with thelr observationﬂ‘therean,
t0 ‘reach. the Secretary-Genersl befcre.l Mafch 1952, for the informetilon
end guidence of the Commlssion on Humen Righte at ite forthcoming sessilon',
53 The French delegstlon proposéd a vote by division on the first three
raragrephs of the preamble of the draft resolution A/C.3/L.182; Objection
was made to the raquest for division by the representative of Yugoslavis under
rule 128 of the rules of procedurs, The French motlon for division was
thereupcn rejected by 23 votes to 20, with 10 ebstentions,
5k, The joint draft resolution (A/C.3/L.182), as smended, was sdopted
by a roli-call vote of 29 to 21, with 6 abstentions. The votlng was as
follows:

In favoﬁr: Lebenon, Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlends, Wew Zeslend,
Niceragna, Nbrway, Paraguey, Sweden, Theilend, Turkey, United States
of Americe, Urugusy, Venezuels, Australis, Belglum, Bollvia, Brazil,
Canada, China, Colombie, Coste Rica, Demmerk, Dominicanr Republic,
Framce, Greece, Hondures, Iceland, Indis.

Ageinst: Indonesia, Iren, Irag, Mexico, Palkisten, Polend,

Seudl Arsbia, Syrls, Ukreinlen Soviet Socislist Republic, Yemen,
Yugoslavié; hfghanistan, Argentine, Byelorussian Soviet Soclalist
Republic, "Chile, Cubs, Czechoslovekia, Ecusdor, Egypt, EL Szlvedor,
Ethiopla, _ |

Abstaining: Israel, Peru, Philippines, United Kingdom of Greet
Briteln and Northerm Ireland, Burma, Guatﬂxala;

The text of the‘resolution,appears bélow es draft resolution I,

B, Droft resolution by Ecusdor end Guatemsla (A/C.3/L.189)

554 Tn the 396th meeting the Coumlttee Droceeded %o exemine.and vote on
the draft resolution by Ecuador end Gustemsle CA/C.B/L.189), This Araft
resolution stetes that the wording of the articles on economic, social and;
oultural rights ghould be lmproved, snd calls upon the Economic and Social
Councll to request the Commission on Humen Rights to fake into consideration
the vliews expressed during the discussion in the Genersl Assembly and o be

expressed by speclallzed agencies, noa-governmental organizations and Member
Stetes.
/In the course
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In the course of the exsmination of this draft resolution the
necessity 'of adopting it was questloned hecause in the vliew of scms delegations
it'Was 8 pure repafitiqn of the United Kingdom smendment (a/C.3/E.188) to the
Joint dreft resolution (A/C.3/L.182) slready adopted.. It wes explained,
however, thet the dvaft resolutlon by ousdor end Guetemale differed from the
United Kingdom smendment in several'reépects: sné partlculerly in not containing
g tims 1imit for commsnts to be submitted; and that it als§ contemplsted teking
into eccount opinlons of ﬁbn-govefnmﬁntal organiZations. '

The joint drafi resolution vas sdopted by 4 votes to none, with 8.
sbatentions, Its text sppesrs below 58 dreft resolution II.

C. Joint draft remolution by Afghenisten, Burme, Egypt, Indonesis, Iven, Trag,

Lebanon, Pakisten, Philippines, Seudl Avabis, Syries and Yemsn; =nd Indis
(A/C,3/L.186 end 4/C.3/L.186/AdA. 1)

56. In the 403fd meeting the Comulttes proceeded o vots on the Thirteen-
Power jolnt drafi resolution A/€.3/L.186 and Add,l,

The drafi resolutlon proposss that the General’Aséembly doclde %o
include Iin the Internationsl Covenani on Eumen Riéhts the following artlcle:

"All pecples shell have thé right to self-determinetioh”.

The Commlttee had hs;ore it the following amendments 40 the Joint

.draft regsolution:

Amsndmente %o drefy regnlution A/C.3/L,186
(a) Amendment by Gresce (A/C.3/i..205/Rev. 1) To request the Commisseion
on Humen Riglts tC prrapare recﬂmmandgtionﬂ corncerning international regpact

for the mslf-determination of peoples eud to submlt these recommendstlone

to‘the General Assembly at ite se#enth“sesgion,
(b) Amsndmsnt by the USSR (4/C.3/L.206): To edd to the text of the
proposaed article the following texy:

"States which have responsibilities for the sdministrstion of Nona-

Self-Governing Territories shall promote the reallzetion of this right,
belng guided by she purposss end principles of the United Nations with

. regard to the Pacples of sueh berritories.”
(¢) Amendment by, the United Stetes (A4/C.3/L.204): To substitute for the
Incisive langnage of the Joint draft resolutlon the decleion to include
in the. Covenant "s re-affiymation of the principle of self-determination”.
This amendment was. later revised [A/C.3/L.20k/Rev, 1) as follows: "Decides
to include... a provision reaffirming" the DPrinciple,
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To this emendwent s sub-zmendment by Afghanisten (4/C.3/L.209/Rev.l)
was movad ©o substitute for the words '"Decides to include a provisioa
the words "Deeldes to Include sn srtlcle"., This smendment was aecéptad
by the United States end therefore repiaced the United Statas emendment
AfC.3/L.20k/Rev.1.

Sub-smendment to the Greek amendment(A/C.3/L.205/Rev.L)
Amendment by Syria (4/C.3/L.221): To add the following paragreph to the

- operative part of the Greek smendment 4o the jJoint draft resolution:

"Such recommendstions mst inelude en invitetion to States Members
of the Unlted Nations, responsible under,thé United Nations Charter end
the Universal Declaration of Humsn Rights for the safeguarding and defensce
of the said principle; to avold recourse to manoeu&res calsuléted to
frustrate the principles of the right of,ﬁaoples to self-determination,
Including obstruction of the free expression of the people's will and
of the realizetion of thelr legitimete national espirations, aggression
under the guise of defence or mesked by disinterested motlves, such as
the struggle for truth freedom, humanitarian principles or any other
equally high ideal, the exploltation of internal dissensions, trivlial
or ephemeral naticnal divergencies or conflicting interesta in forelgn
countrles and the Non-Self-Governing Tervitorles, threats snd terroriem
or eny other mothod contrery to the purposes and principles of the '
United Nations as seb forth in the Charter," ’

Sub-smendment, t0_the USSR emendment (A/C.3/L..206)
Sub-emendment by the United States of Amerios (4/C.3/L.222): To substitute

- for the wording proposed By +the USSR in A/C.3/L.206 the following:

"States which have responsibilities for the adm;niStration of Non-Sslf-
cherning'Tarriﬁoriéa 88 well as all other States, shall promote ‘the
realization of the principle of self- determination heing guided hy the
Purposes and principlas of the United Nations."

Sub-smendments to the Afghan amsndmsnt LQ/G.S/L.EOQ/Rev.l)

_{1) Sub-emandment by the USSR (4/C.3/L.216): To add in the second line

of the Afghan smenfment, after the word "right", the words "of gli"
(i.e, the right of all peoples); end to add et the end:

/"The sald



Ery ——

Page. 31 .

“The sald article to stipulste thet States having responsibility for the

adminigbration of Fon-Self-Governing T Territories should pbromote the rezllza-

tion of that right, in conformiuy with the purposes and principles of the

Unlted NWetions in relstion 4o the peoples of such Territories.®

(11) Sub-amendment by Ireq (A/C.3/L.217/Rev,l): To provide that the erticle

40 be included under the text of the Afghan amendment be drafted in the
following terms: '

"311 peoples shall have the right to self-dcterminetion.”

Sub-amendment %o the USSR sub-smendment (4/C.3/L.2L6)

‘Sub-amendnent by the Uilted States (A/C.3/L.224): To cubstitute for the
text proposad by the USSR in A/G 3/L.216 the following text:

"The said article 4o stipulate thet all Staes, including those having
reﬁponsibility for the adndnistration of Won-Self-Governing Territories,
should promota the realizetion of that right in corformlty with the purposes
and princ ples of the Tnited Netions,™ '

. Sub-emendment to the United Stetes sub- amsndmsnt A/CA_[L 22k)
Sub-emendmsnt by the Byelorussian ocviat Socislist Republic and the USSR
(4/C.3/1..225): To add efter the Lext -..Q“Tcaine.'l in the Uni'i,ed Ssates sub-

. amendment A/C,3/L.224 the following words:

2T

“that States having reeponsibiliny for the adminlstratiOn of Non-Self-
Governing Territories should promote the realization of uhaﬁ right in ..
relation to the peoples of such Territoriea"

”he Tiret vote wae taken on the sub-smendment sibmitted by the

Byelorussian Soviet Socia;ist Republio end the Unlon of Soviet Social*st Republics

(A/C.3/L.225) o 284 to the United States sub-amsndmant asc. 3/L 22k}, after the

words Mnited Nat*ons" tha fo;lowing words:

"and thet Stetes hsving responsibllity for the adminlstration of Won-Self-
Governing Tarritorias should . promote thie raalization of that right in
relation t0 the psoples of auch Territories®,

Thig amendment wag adopted by a roll-call voté of 2h to 1L, with 9

abstentions. Tha voting wad a8 follcws-

In favour: Liberis, Maxico Pakisten, Philippinas, Poland Baudl Arabla,
Syrla, Ukrainien Sov1et Socialist Republic Unlon of Sovieb Socialist
Reﬁublics Yemsn, Afghenisten, Burma, Byelornssien Soviet Socialist
Republic, Chils, Colombia, Czechoslovakis, Egypt, Ethiopia, Greecs,

Mretarals . Tndle Thndmmealn Twvaa Talimers
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581.

Agning*: MNetherlends, Norway, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britein
and Northern Ireland, ‘United Stetes of America 5 Australie , Belglum,
Canada, China . Donwark, Frence.

Abstaining: Sweden, Thailand Umguay, Venezuela s Argentina Brazil,

" Cube, Dominican Republic, Isreel.

The Committee next voted on the Unlted 3tates sub-smendment {(A/C,3/L.22k)

which, as amended by the sub.amendment submitted by the Byeloruseian Soviet

Socialist Republic snd the Union of Soviet Socilalist Republics (A/C.3/L.225),

read as follows:
"the sald ar'bicle cls) Btiphlete 'bhat all Stetes, inclurling +hose having
responsibllity for the administration of Non-Self-Governing Terri: cries
shovld promote the realizstlon of that right, in conformity with the
purposes and principles of the United Natlens, gnd- thas States ‘having
responsitility for the administration of Non-Self-Governing Territories
should promote the realization of that right in relstion to the peoples
of such Territories".

The sub-smendment as thus emended. was ad.ojteri by & roll-call vote of 21

t0 9, with 17 abstentions, The voting wae as. folléwg:

53.

In favour: United States of Americs, Urugua.y,' .'Yugoslavia', Argentine,
Brezil, Cansds, Chile, China, Cube, Denmark, Dominicen Republic, Frence,
Greece, Cuatemels, India, Lebano::l;, Mexzico, Nicaragua, Norway,
Philippines, Thailand.

Ageinst: Union of Soviet Socislist Republics, United Kingdom of

Grest Britain end Northern Ivelend, Australls, Belglum, Byslorussian

' Sovlet Soclelist Republiec, Czechosl ovakia Poland. Turkey, Ukrainian

Soviet Soclalipt Rapubl:.c.

Absteining: Venezusle , Yemen, Afghanistan, Burma, Colombia, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Indonesis, Ira'n, Treq, Israel, Liveris, Netherlands, Pa}:istan,
Sandi Arable, Sweden, Syrie,

The Committee then procesded to a vote, by division, on the USSR sub-

emendment (A/C.3/L.216) %o the Afghen smendment (A/C.3/L..209/Rev.l).

Parsgraph 1, to add after the word "right" the words "of ell", was

adopted by 29 votes t6 3; with 13 abstentions.

Paragraph 2, &s emended by aub-amendmsnts A/C.3/1.225 and A/C 3/L.22k,

was . adopﬁed by 25 votes to 12, with 10 gbstentions.

/60 . The Commlttes
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60, The Comitt"ae next vosed rn the Ivagl sub-amandment (A/C.3/L.217/Rav.1)
40 add to the 1111.1.3:1 iine of the Afghan smeniment {£./C.3/1.209/Rev.l), after the

words "Ualted I\Iau.on" the following:
*drefhod in SHe Following terms: 'All peoples shall have the rlght %o
self-deterniration ', ' '
The Iraqi sub-smenfument. vas adopted by a roll-call vote of 3 wo 1k,
wlth lh abm antlims,. - The vetlng wes ae follove;
_EL}_ELC‘UJ"’ Gzechoslovalla, Bgype, Dthlcpia, Indle, Indonesls, Iren,
raq, Lebanon, Liberda, Mexloo, Pakleton, Phi'li]gpinaa? Poland )‘ 7
Bowdi Mrwbia, Syrls, TMailend, Ulkrein: » Soviet Socalish Repudlic,

Tolup of doviet Soclaiieh Republics, Yemen, Ingosiev.e, Afghaniptan,

Burie, E Bvelomssum Sovlet Socxalist I apubln_ug
f\_gain'-"-’- China, Denmayk, Freance, Iie“chs::-landu New Zeoeland, Norwey,
Tariny, United Kingloa o*’*‘ Greab Brtbam and Hovt,zem Irslend,
u’r_liu;el States o Amerlse, Uriuguay, Vt:na_z,uela, Avnstrailn, Eelglim,
Covdin. | 7 ' -
Lesteining: Chile, Colombla, Cube, Dowminiean Repubilc, Eouadow,
Sresce, -Guate:m,ia, Baltl, Israel, Nilcarogua, I—‘ew.,"&redan, Avgantina,
Braglld, o k
6L, Tha “‘Csrnmit{:ae +hen nrocesded to vote on The A ghon anendnaat
(A/c.g/b, 209/Rs.1] by dlvision, '
The 11 E:;:_T‘h"ﬁSﬁ in Ghi9 amondment davldes to -inc:.'l:u.de in ‘the
Intama‘bima «.c*rc.nan‘u“."‘_. weg adopbed by 30 w}otét: to 10, with 11 ebstentions.

"‘1"“ govend phrads:  Uor covenants on lmmon vighta", wes adanted by

Yo R e - r———

-

23 votes to 9. vith 15 sbobtenticns.

Ty

w

adopted by 2L wote
gchl a:rrbm.—xy ch She right of il neoplss und raticns 40 sslf-determination

lags pest, a5 emended by the QSSR_aub-amstamant (A[c,3f1;216), Wwas

#-50 9, with Li ahsbenttlone, It reud as follows:

in reaffirma im of iﬂ:.c poinziple G‘JU.CJ. lgted ia che Chaztexr OF the

Tnited Iebioua®,

/62, The Afghar
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62, The Afghan amendment as amended was put to the vote as & whols amnd
adopted Ty 33 votes %o 9, with 7 abstentions. e
63. The Conmittes next voted on tie Syrisn Eu'b-a.mandment A/C 3/L 221) to

- add to parag-aph 2 of the operative pars of the ‘Greek amendment {A/C .3/L 205) the
following texh:
"Such reoonmendatiOns must include an invitation to States Members of the
Uni‘hed Ne.‘tions » responsible undsr the Uni*bed Natlons Charter and the
Tniversal Declaration of Fumen Rignts for the safagu&rding and defence
of the said principle, to avold recourse to manoeuvres caleculated to
frustrate the prineciple of “the right of peoples %o s_elf-detemmation,
-including obstruction of ‘the Tres expression of the peoplels will amd
of the remlization of thelr legltimete nationel Aa.spira.tions , aggresasion
under the gnise of defence or masked by disinterested motives, such as
the strugglé for.truth, freedom, humenitarian principles or any other
equally high ideal, the exploitation of intermal dissensions, trivial,
- or ephemeral natiomal divergencies or confli&ting interests in foreign
co@tries and the Non-Self-Governing levrliorien, thrests and terroriem
or eny other method contrary to the purposes and principles of the
United Nations as set forth in the Chax vor".
The Syrien sup-amendment was adopted by & roll-call vote of 20 }-o 15 _
~with 15-abstentions. The voting wes ss Tollows:

Tn favour; Yemen, Yugoslaevia, Afghanistan, Burma, Byelorussian
Soviet Sbeialish Republic, Czechoslovakia, Egypt, Bthiopia,

- Indonesia, -Iran, Iraq, Lebanon, Liveria , Mexico, Pakisten, Polemd,l
Saurli-Ai-abié. » Syria, Ukrairian Sovied Socialist Republic, Union of
‘-Soviet Socialist Republics.

@ins Australia, Belgium, Canada, Chile, China, Cuba, Denmark,
France, Greece, Nethezlzmds, New Zealand, Norway, Peru, Sweden,
United Kinglom of Creat Britain and Northern Irelsmd, United
States of America. ) | | .
Abstalning: Uruguay, Venezuola ,» Argentina, Brazil, Coloumbia,
Tominican Republic, Ecuador, Guatemela, Haiti, Tndia, Isxzel,

wioavemm, Philippd nes, Thailand, Tivkey.

/6. Thne Commi¥Whes
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ok, " The Committee then procesded to vote by dlvision on the Greek amendment
(A/ C.3/L.205/Rev. l), as emended by the Syrien sub-smendment,
‘The word "internaticnal® wvas adopted by 21 votes to 5y with 17 abeten-

tions,-
The first part was adophsd 'b,;r 38 votes vo 3, with 10 abstentions, end
reads a8 followe:
"Requests the Commissicn on Humen Rights to prepax'e recomm.anﬁations
concerning internetional respect fon the ae]i‘-detarmjmtﬂon of peonles. .
The s€cond Er«, was adoptecl by 39 voten to 2 , With 9 abstentions » and
read:s a8 followa:
. "... apd %o cutmlt these reccrmendations %o the Goneral Assembly
at 1te seventh session”. '

65. The Grock amendment as 2 whole (birt without the. Syr an pub-smendment; )
was adopted by 39 votes o 3, with 9 abstentlons. T
66, The Committes then adovted by & roll-call wobe of 2L 4o 10, with

17 abstent: o8, the Jreek frendment a8 amended by bthe Syrian su‘b amepdment The

voting wes ag follows: ‘ :
In favour: Burma, Byelorussi&n Soviet Sociaelist Republic,
Ozéchoslovakia ; Bgyph, Ethiopls, Gresce, Gusterale ; Daiti,
Indoresin, Iran, Ireq, Lebanon, Liberia, Mexico, Pekistan,
Philippines, Polard.', Seudi Arebla; Syria, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republ.q.cs 3 Yemen,
Yu@nla,v1a Afgnanistan, '
Agpinst: Copada, Dermark, France, Netherlends, New Zealand,
Norvay, United Kinglom of Gréat Britain and Northern Ireland,
United Statas of Amsrice, Australie, Belgium,
Absteining: Brezik, Chile, Chine, Colombile, Cube, Dominican
Republic, Ecuvador, Imiia, Tsrasl A N.‘L‘c_:&ragua s Peru, .Swéien,
Theiland , 'Turkey_‘ » Uruguey, Venezuols , Argéntins.

/67. The Chairman
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é7. The Chelrman stated that there was no need to vote on the USSR amend-
ment (A/C.3/L..222) and the United States emendment (A/C.3/L.206) a5 these hed been
a.utbmatiéa.lly superseded by the Committes's adoptlon of -the United States sub-
emendment (A/C.3/1.224) and the joint Byslorussisn end USSR sub-amendment
(ajc.3/1.225). o
68. The Committes then proceedelto vote on the joimt draft resolution (a/c.3/L.186)
as smenied, In rosponse %0 A request by the representative of Frence, the
preamble Was put to the vote paragraph by paragraph, with the following resiults:
' The first paragravh was adopted by 30 votes to none, with |
13 ahstentions, |
_ The second paragraph wes adopted by 37 votes to nome, with
13 abatentlions, l
| The third L_peragraph was adopted by L2 votes to none, with
9 abstentions.
6. The dxalft 1esolu'b:.on a8 & whols, as smended., wes adoptel by roll-cell
vote 'by 32 to 9, with 10 abstentions. The voting was as Follows:
In favour: Uruguay, Venszuoele, Temen, 'Yugoslavia R ‘Afghg'mista.n,
Argentina, Bolivia, Braezil, Burma, Byeloz_'ussian'Soviet Soclalist
Republic, Czechoslovekia, Dominican Republic, Egypt, Ethiopla s
Greece, Guatemtla, Haitl, India, Indonesls, Iren, Iraq, Lebanon,
Liberis, Mexico, Nicarague, Pekisten, Philippines, Polend, Sauld
Arebie, S;yria. s Tha.iland, Ukrainlan Soviet Socialist Repuhlic )
Unien of Soviet Socie,lis‘o Republics.
Against: Auatx‘e.lia ; Belglum, Canads , France, Netherlands, New
Zesland, Turkoy, Unlted Kinglom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland., United States of America..
Abstaini ng: Chile, China., Colom’oia, Cuba., Dermark, Fcuador,
Isreel, Norvay, Peru, Sweden.

The text of the resolution appsars below as draft resolution III.

/70. During the
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T0. During the voting which is described in paragraphs 57 to 69 of the
present reporht, several representatives drew attentlon to the fact that in

thelr opinion the USSR and the United Stetes amemdments A/C.3/L.22L4 and
A/C.3/L.225 overlapped, and that there wes & contvadictlon between these bwo
amenduments and the Ireql emendment A/C.3/L.217/Rev.l, the contradiction con-
slsting in the fact that, while the Iraql amendment provided for precise terms
in which the article onsthe right of peoples to self -determination should be
drefted, the other two amendments (4/C.3/L.224 end A/C.3/1.225) contained
directives as to the contents the erticles should have. The fear was oxpressed.
 that the Commission on Humen Rights would Tind itself in an absurd positiom,

' for it would be called upon to draft an article the wording -of which had already
been established. Other delegabtlons pointed out, however, that they 214 not
8eec any difficulty in vhat cqnneiion,.since the text of the artlcls which the
Committee had just adopted (Ireqi amendment A/C.3/L.217/Rev.1) was the essentilal
slement in the artlcle enviseged. The Comlssion on ﬁuman,Rights was Gharefore
left & certain amount of latitude. One of the representatives who had dvawm
attention to the difficulty thought this interpretation satilsfactory, but fellt
thet the Committze should formally adopt this interpretation., The Cha.irmen
stated that & procedure by which the Commlttes would interpret & decision which
1t had Jjust taken would be irrégular. (ne delegate stated that the Commission
on Human Righta would be able to find the intefpretation'which had Jjust heen
glven in the Summary Records and in the Report of the Third Commitbes.

1. After -the closs of the voting, the representatlve of Letanon, speaking
as Rapporteur, felt that the various amendments superlmposed on the text had
made it rather incoherent. He too indicated that the United States amendment
AfC.3/T.22)k and the USSR amendment A/C.3/1..225 overlapped to some extent, and
he also pointed to the aifficulty of reconclling the Iraql amendﬁent with thoss
two amendmeﬁts. In order to rectify this staté of affairs the Rapporteur sug-
gosted that the Drafting Committse which would probably have to weet to review.
the various resolutions and to nake, waere nebessary, drafting changes in them,
should redraft the text of the resolution, 1t heing understocd that the text
reading "All pecples shall have the right to gelf -determination” should appear

- /in the article
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in the article snd that the provislons suggested irr the adopteld amendments of
the United States (A/C 3/L.,224) and of the USSR (A/O 371,225} should' be added:
to thie text by the Commiss;on on Humam Rights,. - The Rapporteur stataed. that
he understood that this was the inftentilan of the majorlty 6f "the -Committise
whilch bad voted for the amendmenus concerned. Ho actlon was taken by the -
Committee on the Rapporteuf's auggesthn._

D. Revised draft resolution by Guatemala (A/b 3/L 190ﬁRev l)

T2, In the h05th meeting uhe Gommittee deoided upon bhe draft rssolution
presented by the dslegauion or Guatemala on the rroblem of reservations.

By the operative varagraph the General Assembly recommands ho tha
”Economic and Sccial Council %o insuruct the Commission on Human Rights to "
prepare for inclusion in the” two Covenants on Human Blghts one or more cl&uaesl
relating to tbe admissibllity or non-admissib*lity of reserv&tions and to the.j
,effect to be attributed to them.

A Netherlands oral amendment to bring the second paragraph of the
preamble of the draft resolution into conformity w1th the (ensral Asaembly‘

_resoluticn adopted on 14 January 1952 (A/1..37) was &xmmtsd by the repreaenta-
tive Bf Guatemala and Incorporated in a revieed text of his &raft reaoluticn
(A/C 5/1:, lQO/'Rev' 1)

T3. The Commltbes adopted the Guatemalan draft resolution aa revised by g
roll-call vote of 28 to 5, with 13 &bstentions. The VGting was ag follows.,

"-In Favour: Greece, Guaterale, Haiti Iran, Israel Liberia Mexico,
Netherlands, New Zealand Nicar&gua Forwey, Sweden, Turkey, Uhited
Kingdom of Great Bt'itain end morthem Ireland United States of America,
'ﬁUTUguay, VénszuGLa, Austr&lia Balgium Bolivia, Brezil, Canada, china
Denmark_ Dominican Republic, Ecuaﬁor, Fthﬁopia F}ance.‘
Against: Poland, Ukrainisn Soviet Sosiaiist Republic, Unlon of Soviet
Socialist Republics BJe_orusaian Eoviet Socialist Republlc, Czachoslovaki&.
Abstaining . Indis,; Indenas*a Pakistan, Philipp*nes Saudi Arabia Syria
‘Yugoslavia, Afghanistan Argentina Burma chila, cuba ngpt.
' The btext of thils: re@oluﬁion appe&rs below as- draft rasolution IV

/B, Tour-Pawer
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E. Four-Power dreft procedural resolution by Demmark, New Zealand, Norwey an@
Sweden (a/c 3/L.229)
The At its LOGth, 40Tth and LhOBth meetiugs the Commlttee hed before it the
following draft resolutions and revielong thersto concerning different proposed
moasures for the lmplewentation of the International Covenanx or 'Covensnts on
Humexy Rights ard related sublects.

" {(a) Draft resolution by Syrls (A/C.3/0.191/Rev.2)

Request for the coneideration of the possibllity of intermatlonal
enquiries end investigations in the fleld es measures of implementation.

(b} Toylsed draft resolution by Syria §Ag0.3£g.121£§ev.§)

Request for the considerstion of the possibility of international
enquiries and sending of mlssions of investigation to the Fon-SelZ-Governing
and Prugt Perritoriles cs meLsures of lmplemsntation,

{e) Draft resolution by Isreel (4/C.3/L.193)

Propesal thet the Intermatiomnl procedure of Implementetion be different
for rights capable of effectively becoming a reality through legislative or
edministrative action and righﬁs vhich cennot effectively coms Into- existence
uwntil after the executlon of ecomomic and sociael progremmes; for States
signatories, each in 80 far as 1v 1s concermed, tn decide how the righta are, In
sffect, to be allocated 83 botween these twWo - categories in thelr countries;
request to the Commission on Humen Righte to undertake a new study of the text
with regerd to the definition of the verious humsn rights anﬂ‘their implementation
according to these primciples,

(d) Draft vesolutlon by C.atemals, Haltl and Uruguay (4/C.3/T,195)

Recommends the: revision of artiole. 52 of the draft Covenant £o that 1t

should recoganize (&) the right of Stetes Partles to the Covenant, of groups

and of individuals to apply to the eppropriate orgen, and (b) the right of the
‘orgen to ingtitute procevdings whén informed of serious violatlons of bumen rights
(e) Rovised Creft rosolution by Guatemale, Haitl end Umzuey
(A/0.3/L.295/Rev.2)
| Recommends the revision of erticle 52 of the dreft Covenent so that the
' provisions of the Covenent relating to pollitical and civil rights should
recognize the. competence of such orgen as way be egteblished to recelve comminis

cations from Stetes, Nom~-Governmental Organizations, groups and individuels
relating to the non-fulfilment by a State Party to the Covenant of such
provisionﬁ, provided that such Statés haverecognized ‘the gaid competence by -

ratification of the respectlve GOﬂanant or protocol, and that proceedings shall
- he instituted in the case of sericus charges supported by evid?nce.
Y Tyrafe o
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(£) Dreft resoluticn by Guatemmls and Uruguay (A/C,3/L.196)

Recomsnds thé IncIusion in the Covenant of. provisions for the
establiahment of &an Impertial emd politically independent body to reteive charges,
veri“y thelr seriousnesa attempt t0 reach a solution by friemdly means, and, 1f
_ necessa.ry, refer the matter to the United Nations orgen responsible for the

inveatigation of viole.‘l:ions.
{g) Revised draft resolution by Guatemala and Uruguay (A/C.3/L.196/Rev.2)

) Recommsnds the Inclusion in ‘the Covenant on Civil end Political Rights
of provislons for the establlshment of an impar“b*al politlcally Independent
and highl,y responsible 'body to receive charges, pronounce on thelr merit and
aubstance request the State involved to submit the e GosIary Informatlon,
v=rify the facts, lend its good offices for = frieﬂdly gettlement based on
respect for humen rights and if necosasary, take other apnropriate WeBIUTOS,
5. After a brlef discussion on gome of these draft resolu.tions , the
delegations of Denmark, Tew Zealand Norwey end Sweden. submitted a dreft
procedura.l resolution (A/C.3/1.229) wherehy “the following of the above-mentioned
draft resoluticns conteined in documents A/C.3/L. 191/Rev 2 ("yria) A /C 3 /1.195,
A/C 3/L 195 /Rev.2 (Gus.‘tem&la Haiti end Umguay) end A/G 3/];.196/Pev 2
(Guatemsls and Uruguay) would be forwerded to the Commission on fymen Rights &s
additional basie Working pepers on the subject with which ‘chey deal, and that this
‘Commission should algo take into consideratlon the discussions of the Gemeral
Asseubly conceming ‘these dreft resolutions and submit recommendations thereon.,
The words "ag additional basic working papers’ were added in accepﬁing an oral
amendment by the representative of Afghenisven, and the refsrence to A/C.S/'L.l%’
iﬁiaccep’o“ahce of & suggestlon by the representative of Lebanon,
76. A USSR amendment (8/0.3/L.230) to thls joint draft procedural resolu-
tibn_prcposed {a) that the cansiderafion éf the yar;ous draft resolutions on

mesasures of implenwnta'tion ghould be deferred unitll a comﬁlé*;_e toxt of the drafi
Covenent had been submitted to the Gensral Assembly; end (b) the draft resolution
by Isr&el (A/C 3 /L 193) should e added to the list of draft resolu‘bions
conslderation of whlch would be thus postponed

At uhe request of the rapresen’ca‘b.we of Israel the sponsors of this
Jolnt dreft '_procsdu:r"al resolution amendsd 1t to include reference to the
-dra.ft rasoluuion vy Isra.el.
T7. A Ohilean amendmen"c (.ﬂ /c 3/8.231) te the joint draft precedural resolu-
tlon proposed to delets from the 1ist of c'tra.ft resolutiens mentioned thersin

 documents A/C.3/L.195 and 4/0.3/.195 fRev.2 (C-ua.temala Haiti and Uruguay)
~ go that they might he d1scissed by the- Commlttee &t once.
/78. Before
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78. Before proceeding to a vote, the represantatlve of Syria announced that,
in view of the criticisms which hed been expressed by some delegatlons’ against
his dreft resolution conteined in document .A4/C.3/L.191/Rev.2, he would withdraw
thet dreft and replace 1t by & revised text (A/C.3/L.191/Rev.3), After a dis-

‘cussipn.of the gquestion whether referenee Lo the withdrawn dreft resolution

A/C.3/L.191faev.2 could nevertheless appeer in the Joint draft procedural reso-

‘lution,'théléponsors of that draft agreed te include amongst the dralft resolutions

to be forwarded to the Commission on Humen Rights the withdrewn draft resolution
ag & documsnt and not as & Syrian dralt reeolution. “On the other hand, bthe
sponecrs of the Joint draft procedural resclution did not agres to the addition
of the latest revised text of the Syrien draft resolution (A/C. 3/L 191/Rev.3)

to the list containeu in thelr proposal. The repregentatlive of the USER
thereupon proposed orelly that a refersnce to that document A/C.3/L.191/Rev.3
(syria) ve edded to the list. contained in document A/C:3/L.229..

9. The reypresentative of Uruguey proposed orally thab document'A/C;S/L.l96
be added to the' list contained in dogument A/C.3/1.229,
80. The Committee vobed on paragraph 1 of the USSR amendment (A/C.3/L. 230)

%6 replace the words Yo request the Economle and Sccial Council to forward" by
the words "to defer consideration of the various draft resolutions cn measures’
for the implementation of the International Covenant on Humam.Rights namely
This amendment wae rejected bT & roll-call vote of 33 to 5, with 11 absten%ions.
The vnting was as followa:
favour.' Polapd, Ukrainian Sovieh Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialiét Republics, Byslorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoelovakia,
Against: EBthiopla, France, Greece, Guatensla, Haiti, Indomesia, Trag,
Israel, Lebanon,_métherlands, New Zealand, Norwey, Pakistan, Peru, '
Philippines, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Briteln and Northern
Irelend, United States of Americe, Urugnay, Venezusla, Yugoslavie,
Afghenlistan, Austrella, Belgium, Brazil, Canads, Chlle, China, Cula,
Denmark, Déﬁinicaafﬂepublic, Egypt.
Abatéining: India, IT&h, Lihefia Mexico, Saudl Arable, Syria, Thalland,
Iémen,-Argentina Burma,, Ecuaﬂor.
81. The Chilean amendment (A/C.3/L. 251 “to.delete from the list of draft
resolutions "A/C.3/1.195 end 4/C.3/T.195/Rev.2 (Guatemala, Haiti and Uruguay)"

‘80 thet ﬁpe Third Committos should take & decisiom on it during this session wag
reJected by e roll-cell vote of 2k to 12, with 13 shbstentions. The voting was’

eg focllowa:
/In favour:
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In favaur: Uruguay, Chile, Cube, Lgypt, France, Gualemala, Halti,
hrlla B Iraq » Liberia, Mexico, Peru.
A@inst Tuxiey, Ukrainien Soviet Scclalist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialiet Republics, United Kinglom of Grest Britain end Horthern
‘.Irej_.a:oxi, Uni'_bed Sates of America, Venezuela » Argentina‘, Australis,
'B;*az;l,- B;;y"e_lorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Camada, China ,‘Czecho-
slovakia s Denmexk, Deminicen Republic, Ethlopls, Gresce, I'xfa.n, Isreel,
Netherlands, Wew Zealand, Norway, Polend, Sweden., ‘
A‘bstaining Yemen, Yugoslavia, Afghenistan, Belgium, Burma s Beuador,
Tndonesia, Lebanon, Pal«:jstan, Philippines, Sandl Arable, Syria.,Thailanﬁ..
g2.. The USSR oral amendment to include a reference %o document
A/¢.3/L.191/Rev.3 (Syrie) wes adopted by 17 votes %o 13, with 18 abstentions.
' 83. .“ The Uruguayan oi'al_ ameﬁdment to include & reference to document
A/C.3/L:196_wa.s adopted by 29 votes to none , With 17 abstentions.
| 8k, . | Upcn & re’ques'b‘ far division, the Comittee voted serarately on the
remaining docume:its- mentioned in the joint.draft procedural resolutions &g follows':
Tt was ‘decided by 37 votes o nome ; with 12 ebstentions to include &
reference to doomuent A/C 3/1.196/Rev. 2 (Guatemala and Uruguay)
. It was decided Yy 27 votes to T, with 16 abetentions to include a refer-
ence %o document A/C, 3/L. 191/Rev 2 (the withdrawn Syrisn emendment ).
It wes decided by 30 votes to none, with 12 a'bs sentions to 1nelude a
reference to document A/C. 3/L 193 (Israel). | -
85, The Committes also voted weparailely on different perts of the joint
draft procedural resoluticn, (A/C.3/L.195/Rev.2), as amended, as Tollows:
Thé first pars vas adopted by 31 vobes to 1, with 1% é.hstantions s g

follows e _

"The General Assembly

"Decgdes to request the Beonomic end Soeial Cowneil to Torwvard the
follpwi:ig documents on mesgures for the implementa’ci.on of the ,\In’u'e'mational
Covensnt on Humen Righta: A/C.3/L.191/Rev.3 (Syria), A/C.3/L.193 (Israel),
AfC.3/5.195 and A/C.3/1.195/Rev.2 (Guatemala, Haiti and Uruguey) and |
A/C.3/1..196 and A/C.3/L.196/Rev.2 (Guetemalz and Urugtmy), and &ocument
AfC.3/0,191/Rev, 3",

/The words "as



The words "as additional beslc working papsrs on the subject wilth which
they deal” were adopted by 26 votes to 6, with 15 abstoations,

it

The words "for lts consideration' were adoptad by 27 votes to none,
with 21 sbstentiona.

The words ",..in conmexion with the drefiing of provisions on
implementation in the Covenents o Humen Rights., The sald Commission should
alsg teke into cong;ﬂér&t;gn ths discussions of the Geng;g;;ASsembiy concerning
these dotuments end submlt it recomrendations, ... " were adopted by 31 votes to
none, With 17 ebstentlons,

The worde “,.. to ‘the sevonth sesslon of the Censral Assembly” wers
adopted by 29 votes to none, with 17 abatentions. '
86. The Comsivice adopted the Jjolmt draft procedural vesolution (A/C.3/L,22
a8 & vhole bj‘28'votes L0 none, with 22 ebstentione. The text of this resolu-
tion, a8 leter emended by the Inclusion of & referenvce to the Iebanesa draft
resolution (£/C.3/1.198/Rev.2} roferred tu in paragraph 87 of this Report,
appears below as drafy remolutlion 7,

Decision concerning the Isbenese draft vesolution (A/C.3/L.158/Rev.2)

87. At ita Lioth moeting the Comittes had befors it & revised Lehanese
draft resolution (a/c.3/L. lQB/Rev 2) which recommended: (&) ihe inclusion in
the Covenent on Civil emd Political rights, inter alia, of provisions relatling
to the righte at present eppesring/the third part of the "draft international
covenant on buman rights” and'bapabIP of impiemsntation by lmmediete legislative
or administretive ection, independent of the social or economic conditions of
the country; amd (b) the strengthening and remdering more expllcit, in the
draft covenant on ecomomic, soclal-snd culturel rights, of the obligstion to
achieve the full reslization of the rights recognized therein,

88. In ths course of the discuzpion of thig draft resolution 1t was
generélly agreed that, due to lack of time, and the necessity'of taking & con-
sidered declsion on the recomwsndations contained in the draft resolution, the
draft resolution skould be tremsmitted to the Commiscion ori Human Righte for
conglderetion as had been done in the case of the draft rescolutlons on measures
of implementeticn. The representotive o% Canads, propesed that document
A/b.s/t.lgsﬁRev 2 should be added to the list contained in the Joint procedural
resolutlon, There vae no objection to this proposal. |

89. The Committee declded, by 30 votes to 7, with T abstennions, that the
revised Letensse draft fesolu+ion (A/C.3/0.158/Rov.2) should be added o the
1ist of documents to be tranmulited to the Commlssion on Humen Rights by meens
of the joint procedursl ressluticn previcusly adopted (draft re=zolution ¥
balow) . '

/¥. Draft resolution




F. Dreft resolution submitted by Mexico (A/C.3/5.194)

Go. In the LOSth meeting, the Commlttee ememined and voted upon the draft
resolution eutmitted by Mexico (4/C.3/L.1S4) concerning the sdoptlion in Spenish
of the terms "Derechos Humenos" instead of "Dereéhog del Hombre". ‘This draft
regolution proposed thet in future in sll United Netions vorking documents end
publicetiona in Syaniah and in the Universel Declaratlon of Huwan Rights and in
the draft Covenant the worde "Derechos Humanos" should. be used instead of the
words "Derechos del Hombre".

In the course of the discussion of this dralft resolvtlon, the repre-
. sentetive of Mexlco scceptoed an orél emendment by the USSR to Imssrt the words
-"in'Spenish" hafors %hé words-"By the ternm tDerechos del Hbmbﬂéi“, in the.
gecond paragraph of the preemble, which therefore read -aa'foilowei '"Whereas
the content and purpose-of the Unilversal Decleration of Human Rignte eud of
the draft Covement have & wide signiflcence which s not covered in Spenish
by the term "Derechos del Hombre®, Tha representative of Tebanon Huggasted
g drafting changé ﬁhibh, he submitted, would sever the resoluticn from:the
philosophicel motivation édduced by ites eponsor. He pfoPosad to substitute
for the third Paragraph qf‘tha proamblse ﬁhich read "l'aking Into. acoount tha
stetements to thls effect made by'prbminent reprasenﬁétiVes of Spanish-
American countries in the gsnersl dipcussion on that guaestion in the Third
Committes during the e.7th session of the Ceneral Assemb ? the following
text: '"Takiug into accovnt the fact that in the general discﬁsaidn on this
matter in the Thixrd Ccmmitteé &urihg the sixth session of the CGeneral Assembly
prominent represantatiyes of Spanish-Americen countries exprssssi thelr
preference fox the term employed 1n the Charter”. The representafive of
Mexico accepted this drafting change.

Voting on the ‘reft wesolusion

9L. The Committes adopted the second paregreph of the prosmble, as
amsn&ed, by 33 votss.tﬁ 1, with 12 abstentinns. The Commitbee asdapihed the
Mexicen draft resoluiion as anWhole; ag emendsd by the Lebanese amenduwsnt
to the third paragraph of the preswbls, by a roll-call vots of 36 o none,
with 9 abstenticns., The vobting wes as follows: '

/In_favour:
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In favour: Philippines, Poland, Ssudl Arabie, Sweden, Syrie,
Ukreinien Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Sovlet Soclalist
Republics, United States of Auwerice, Uruguaey, Venezuels, Yemen,
Yugoslavié, Afghanlsten, Argentina, Bolivla, Brazll, Burma,
Byslorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Csnade, Chile, China,
Czechoslovakia,;Denmsrk,_Dominicaﬁ Rapublic}'Ecuador, thiopia,
Gresece, Indonesia, Iren, Iraq, Lsrael, Liberla, Mexico, Netherlands,
Nevw Zealand, Norwey.

Againsf: Tone.,

Abstelning: Theilend, Turkey, United Kingésu uf Great Britein ond
Northern Ireland, Australis, Belglum, France, Indla, Lebanoh,
Peklstan, '

Ths text of the resolution will be found below és draft reaclution F.
k] ' .

G; Draft resolutlon submitted by Chile concevning the convenlng of a spsclel
sesslon of the Economic and Sooisl Council (A/C,3/L.218/Rev.2)

%. At the 378th, 387th and 410th meetings, the Third Committee wes
seized of a proposal by the representative of Chlle wﬁich, in 1te reviéed form,
proposed t0 request the Economic and Sociel Council, in accbrdance with its
rules of procedurs, to hold a special sessldn to precsde the eighth seesion

of the Commiselon on Human Rightse, et which it shall teke the ﬁecassary actlon
to enable the Gammisaioﬁ 1o complets the work sntrusted to 1t in connexion
with the Covenants tefore the end of the fourtsenth sesslon of the Counell,

80 that the Covncll may submit the drefts o the seventh reguler session oOf
the General Asseubly with 1ts recommendstions,

' The representetive of Afghenisten moved an emendment requesting that
+he Cormisslon on Human Rights glve pribrity to the guestlon of tho right of
‘peoplés t0 @slf-determination, A
93. The mover of the dreft resolvtion (A/C.3/L.218/Rev.2) and those
dolegetions which supportsd him stressed thé nacessity of a spscial session
because of the facts that the Enoncmic and Soclal Council at 1ts rosumad
thigteenth session hed decided to wold in 1952 only ome oingle session, o
begin on 13 May 1952, 1.e, after the beginning of the schedrled eighth‘sessidn
- of the Commisslon on Humen Righte, and that the Committes was ebout to adopt
and approve dvaft resclutlions cohcerning the draft intérna%ional Covananté on

/Humen Rights
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Human Righis ca -which ection by the Economic end Social Councll wes necessary
both ':ri*;;li regard to substonce and with regerd to procadural' arréngemén-bs for
the elght  sassicn of the Cormdesicon ¢n Human Rights.

Otnecr renress &ﬂtatives reld that & specisl sessicn of ‘the Econowlc and A
Soclal Couzsil wag asithew ascessary now cpportune and that the Secretery-(}eneval
could be regquesteld o b";ng the declslons of the Generzl Assemhly w Tho
attenticn ¢f ths Cw:nmlesior cn Euwren Rights, in which cars sciion by the
Economic snd Social Cou.ncil would be superluous,

ok, The Coolbbee adopled th3 Afghenisten emendment to be the firat
operative parcgraph of the draft resoiution by 26 votes to 7, itk L abstentions.

The oberstlve marecraph prososed by Chile ad adopted by 20 votes to 6, with 5
abstenticna; t0 bsotms peragraph 2 of the cperative part of the (walt resolution.
95« Tho revised drefl wesdlition 20 a whols,. ag emeads &, was écicp-‘r,ed by

23 votc—:-a to 1, wilth 18 ebstentions,

mhe text of this weeo-.uvi;ﬂn w111 be found belcw es drafs reaolut" on G,

H. Draft vesolutlicn submltied by Chilo (/0 .3/1.180) end. amendrments Hherato

96, Tn addition %o the varlous dreft resclutlons end smendmente which weve
disposed of by tlhe voﬁing describald In t};le precéding varsgrephs of thls report,
the Commitbee also hed before it a dvart resolution submitted by Chile’
(4/5.3/1..180 end Gﬂr"’..n.) coacsrning tie reaffirmetion of the dlrsctives given
| by the Ceneral Azcembly in wezoluticn 421 (V): +the transmission of the General
Assembly vazeric o ths (omalasidm o Huusn Righte; .and Sha roquest o the
Economic and Sonicl Cmumeil to previde the Commission on FEvman High’bé’ with the
necegszTy tiva *_.o somplete iis sank. Ansndments were propomed o this drsfy
résolution' oy ia-a‘lgium, India, Lebancn end the United Stetas of fuerica

(a/G. 3/3.18&/5@.1) and by the Unltud Kingdom (A/C.3/L.187). ‘taese smendmente
wers id.an.tica... in eubssence with ulm smendments proposed by the same Povers to
the dralt ”esn.i. aticn subiitted by C.:iile Eeypt, Pakisten end Tugces'ovis
(a/c.3/5:182) in dosvments A/C,3/L.185/Rev.l and A/C,3/1.,188, The amendment
submitted by Fromce (8/C.3/L.192/Rev.2) to the joint auendment rutiwdctsd by
Belgium, Indis, Lebanon end the United States of Amsrica (AfC.3/L.18L} spplisd
aleo to k3 joini auendment of tho Seme four Powers moved to the Chilesn
proposal (4/C,3/7..280),

/97. A% the 396th
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97. At the 396th meeting, Tollowing the adoption by the Committee of the
Joint draft resolution submitted by Chile, Egypt, Palkistan and Yugoslavie

(A/G \3/1..182) and the amendments. thereto, the representative of Chile announced
that, in view of the adoption of that texb, his draft resolution (A/C.3/L.180)
was withdrawn. ‘No voting on this draft resolution hes, therefore, ‘taken place.

I. Dreft resolution submitted by Poland (&/C.3/L.203/Rev.1)

98, As. stated in paregrath 41 of the mresent report, the Third Committee .
decided at ids 387th meeting in a roll-call vote to postpone consideration of -
the Polish draft resolution for 48 howrs in order to ensble the Commlttee to
obteln factuwal information,
Accordingly the Cormittee rssumed the examinatlon of this quss‘bion at
'its 391ls% meeting. The deleagatlon of Poland submitted & revised text of 1ts
draft resolution to read as follows:
"The Thivd Commlttes of the ‘C—eneral Agsembly,
Concerned over violations of human rights in Spain,
Noting that Wenty—four irhabitants of Bercelona, améng them
Gregorio Lopez Raixmmdo, have. been arraigned before a military cowrt
for participation in the Barcelona strike and -i:ha'b 'bhey gre under
threat of death penalty,
Regquests the President of the General Aéaem’blly o take the
necessary steps in order that the appropriate authoritiss in Spain
take measures to ensure the cessation of the :persecution of the
a.'bova—men'bioned twenty-four inbabitents of Barcelona and thelr
:Lmedia'ba rélease” .
99. 7 At the same tlme the Committse had before it an aIBVen—-Po't-rgr
pocedural motion submitted by the representatives of Brazil, Colombia,
_Costa Rica, Hondurss, Netherlands, New Zealend, Nicaragua, Peru, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, _"Uni‘bed States of America and Venezusla
{a/c .3/L.220) according to which the Rapporteur should include in the report
a statemsnt that the Committes without consldering the substance of the draft
resolutién-submitted by the delegation of Poland would decide that the subject
matter of the draft resolution was not withln item 29 of the agenda of the
General Assembly and that the Cpmmi'btae was not authorized, under rule 97 of the

[rules of procedure,



iniciavive. The sponsorz of the eleoven-Tower mohion also propossd that the
Covmaittes apould note that tha gubjiect iathtey cf the dralt resolutlcn nas not

bzen placed on ite =genda in accordance with rulss 15 and L0,
100, Introducing the cleven Tor motlon, Sfeveral oi
vell a8 a nunmbsr of other
12ll within the scops of agenda 1t 20 devotad the 6raft Covenant, butb

that 1t was 2 nsv gueation: that ruls o L v alee of procedurs provided

initiative; that

rovidad that the Gsneral Conedttss shonld mole recommendations on the inclusion

|..l

or relection of additional Itswz: thot the dussition of compstence did not ariss

in connexion with the folish draft yesoluticn, buh only 2 ausstion of correct

mrocedure, VWhich would require the Iptroductlion of tho gusotion as an itenm on

the 2genda in zccordance with rulez 15 and 40 of {he #vlcs of mrocedure. T

vaza also argued that the Urugvayan drait resclution on the floods in Ttzly

c.

could not e invoksd ab & precodent. slince it must be consldersd &z gn

evceptlion justifie; by wridue civewmstances and that the FPolish dratt resolution
rould cometitute interference in the domsstic afiajrxs of & Stzte, in contrz-
vention of Article 2, pavapwrarh 7 of tﬂe Charter,

191, In roply to these arguments, 1T was oargusd that the TFolish draft
resolution wes concernsd with an sesentially humanitarlan problem with nc

rolitical implications, that it wes 2 wmatier of grave urgehey in which human
a

iives vwero 2t 2take and thet For theds veasons 1 't resclutlon
showrld not be elimiratad by the submissicn of £ 80-2alled procedural moticn,
hat the arafi resolubion fell within the maview of itsm 29 and should

that no rocedural opjociion had been railsed agzinzt the

nited ations mobiop on behslf of nolitical migoners in Greeca 1n 19h9, o

concerning victims of the Tloode fu Tizly at the current 3ession,

Jitz. At the 3%2nd
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102, At the 392nd meeting of the Connni’btee ‘the Chairman sald thet the
Mexican proposal adopted at the 387th meetmg to the effect that the consideration
of the Polish draft resolution dhould be resumsd after an in'terve,l for the
collection of further informatlon Would stand only if the jelinv procedural
proposal (A/C.3/L.220) was vejected. The Committes Led declded et 1ts
rrevious meetling t‘-,ha;t: the vote on the jolnt procedural motion should be taken
irmedistely, At the 392nd meoting, the representative cf the USSR formally
moved: & procedural amendwent to the eleven-Power nrocedwal proposal. as followa:
"Delete all ywords after the word 'decides' and substitute the
following: ‘to trenomit the draf't resolntion embodied in document
Afc.3/T.203/Rev.1 end the records of the Commiiteé containing the
discuesion 'c.;::f‘ this matter to the President of the General Assenbly, So
that he may decide in connexion with what Item of' the egendsar & the '
sixth session of the General Asgembly it showld.be considered ™.

‘Voting ob the elever-Power procedural motlon.
103. After a discuselon on whether or not -the procedural amsndment of
the USSR wes in order, the Cheirman ruled that the USSR emeudwent was out of
order in view of the Commlttee's decislon to vote immediately on the eleven-
Power procedural proposal., She said thet she wvould put the proposal to the
vote imdiately unless the Comiites decided to reverse its previous
decisions, The Committee accordingly proceeded to the votbe by division
on the joint procedural motion (&/C.3/T.220).
10k The Comuittes ‘adopted by 29 votes to 13, with 12 ebstentione the
following pﬁrase:

"without considering the substance of the draft resolution submltted

by the delegatiin of Poland (a/C.3/1..203/Rev.1)",

105, . The Committee adopted by 22 votes to 14, with 10 abatentions the
following text for the first part of the fiwst sentence:

"The Rapporteur shall Include in the report & stutement that the
Coumittes, without considering tho substance of the draft resolu,tién
submitted by the delegation of Polend (A/C.3/L.203/Rev.l}, decides
that the subject matter of the draft resolutlon is not within item 29
Draft International Covenant on Human Rights a:ia_ Moasuren of Irplemantg-

tiont, "™

106, The Committes
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106. The Committee adopted by 29 votes to 13, with 11 abstentions the
Tollowing text for the second pert of the Pirst semtence:
"end the Cormittes -is not authorized, under rule o7 of the rulss of
procedure,- to Introduce this draft resolution a5 a new item on its
own initlative.’
107. The Committee adopted the final sentence of the Proposal by
29 votes to 13, with 12 abstentlons, as follows:
Ths Commlttes notes that the subjecl matter of the draft
reaolﬁtions has not been ﬁ]ﬂced on ite agende in accordemce with
rules 15 and- 40."
108, The Committee sdopted the Joint procedural motion (A/C. 3/1 220)
as a whole, by roll-call, by 28 votes %o 13, with 13 abstentions,’ The '
voting was as foilowei s
In favour: Netherlands, New Zesland, Wicarague, Novway, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Grest Britain
end Torthern Trelsnd, Unitod Statos of America, Vermezuela, Argentina,
Avstralia, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canaﬁa, Chipa, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Denmsrk, Dominicen Republlc, Houador, EL Salvador,
Gz'eece Honduras, ‘Teeland. -
Agalngt: Mexico, Poland. Ukrainlan Sovied Socia'iist Repubiic,
Unlon Of Soviet Soclalist Republics, Uruguey, Yugoslsvia,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialieh Beﬁu.'blic, Cuba, Czechoslomkia,~'
Guatemals, Haitl, Tndonesia, Israsl.
Abstaining: Lebanon, Iiberia, Seudi Arable, Syris, Yemen, Afghanistan,
Burme, Chile, Egypt, France, Indla, Iren, Iraq.
109, The Rapportewr has tkerefore included in the report the statemsnt
that the Committee, without considering the substance of the draft resolution
submitted by the delegatlon of Poland (A/C.3/L. 203/Re7.1), decides that the
subject m_a.tter. of the draft resoll_ltion is not within item 29: "Draft Inter-
national Covenant on Humen Rights and Measures of Implememtatlon", and thet
the Comnittee 1s not authorized, under rule 97 ‘o.f“the rules of procedire ,
to introduce this draft resolution as ﬁ new ltem on it8 own initlative. The
Commitbee notes that the subject metbter of the draft resolution has no‘b. been
placed on its agenda 1n accordence with rules 15 and Lo,

/3. Joiut draft
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J. Joint draft resolution by Chile, China and Colombia {A/C.3/T.197)
Recommendation that Member States should redouble thelir efforis to
roctlfy past injustlces and stop denlals of human rights,
110. The Third C‘ommittee commenced 1ts discusslon of this dvaft
vesolution at 1ts L10th meeting end continued it at its 41lth meeting
during which the consideration of item 29 on ite agende "Draft International
Covénant on Humen Rights and Measures of Implementation” wes oompleteq. At
this meeting, the repressntative of China proposed thet the Joint draft
resolu:bion of whidh he was a co-sponsor be considered in connexion with
item 11 of the agenda: "Report of the Economic and Social Couneil", It
wad 8o egreed, An account of the 60neideration of the voting on thie draft
resolution wlll thersfore be found in the veport of the Falrd Cormlties on

The Report of the Economic and Social Council, Chapters V and VI.

v
T

,Rec’cmmandations of the Third Committes

11, The Third Committee, therefore, recommends to the General Assembly
the adofrt.ion of the fcilowing reedlu'tions:
| Resolution A
FREPARATION OF TWO DRAFT INTERNATIONAL COVENANTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS

Whereas the Economlc and Social Council, by resolution 303 I (XI) of

9 Awgust ‘l§50, roquested the General Assembly to make a policy decision con-
ce:ning the inclusion of economic , social and cultural righte in the Covenant
on Humen Rights, |

. Whereas the General Assembly affirmed, in its vesolution B2l E (V) of
k Decermber 1950_,' that "the enjoyment of civic and’ pollitical freedoms and of
ecbnomic , soclal and cultuxal rights are interconnected ard interdependent”
end that "when deprived of economic, soclel and cultural rights, man does not

'reprssent the humen person whom the Universal Declaration regards a8 the 1deal

of the free men",

Whereag boe General Assewbly, after a thorough and all-round discuseion,
conflrmed in the e.forementioned resolutlon the principl. +that economic, soclal
‘and. cultu.ral rights should 'be included in the Covenant on Human Rights,

filhereas
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Whereas the Genersl Asseubly, at the request-of the &conomic and
Social Council in resolution 3@ (XTIT) of 29 August 1951, reconsidered this
rmttar at {ts sixth sesaion

The Gene:-:'al Asssm‘bly

i, Requests the Economlc. and Social Council to ask the Comnission on

Fiman Righ‘bé 'Eo dra;f‘t_ two .covenants on human rights, %6 be.' submitted
Bimulté.neously' for. the conslderatlon of the Gensral Asssmbly at lts seventh
session, one to conteln civil and political rights and the oblier to contain
economic, soclal and cultural rights;, In order that the General Assembly may
approve the two covenents simultsneously and open them at the same time For
signature, the two covenantsé to contain, in order to emphasize the unity of
the ailm in view and to enéﬁ‘?"e"—féapec:t for and observence of humen rights, as
many s8imilar provisions as posslble, particularly lnsofer as the veports
to be submitted by States on the implemsnta.tion of those rights are concerned;
2. Requests the Secretary-General 3 ask Member: States and.
appropyr iate apecialized agencies to subiit drafts or memora.nda. conta.ining
thelr views on the form and contents of the proposed tovenant om economic s
soclel and cultwral rights, together with theld observations thereon, to
reach the Secretary-General before 1 Merch 1952, for the infcrmation and
guldarice of the Comufssion on Human Rights at 1ts forthcoming session.

Resolublon B
TREPARATTION OF ARTTCIES QN ECONOMIC » SOCIAL AID CULTURAL RIGHTS

The Generel Assembly,
. Consldering that the Commlssion on Humen Rights bas, by virtue
of General Agsembly resolutlon Yol B (V) of b Deceuber 1950, prepared va.rious
artlcles on economic, social and cultural rights _ '
Consigier,ipg that the wording of those Articles,' which ‘have been ex-

emined during the present session of the General Assem'oly',' should be improved

In order to protect move effectively the rights to which they refer,

fCalls vupon
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Calls upon the Economic and Social Council to request the Commission on
BEumen Rights to take into considera.tiin; when revising those articles of the draft
Covenant the vilews expressed. during the discussion of the draft Covenent, and
also. such views as the CGovermments of Member Stabes, the specialized. agenciss and
non-govemntal orgenizetione may think £1t to edvencs,

Resolu'!: ion C

INCIXSION [N THE INTERNATIONAL COVENANT OR COVENANTS
ON HUMAN RTGHTS OF AN ARTICIE RELATING TO TEE RIGHT
OF PEQPLES T0 SELF-DETERMINATICN
Whereas the General Apsembly at its fif‘bh session recognized the right
of peoples snd nations to seJi‘-detemina‘bion as & fundamental humen r:‘l.gh’b;
- Whereas the Economic a:ncl Social Cowmeill and the Commission on Humen
Rights, due to lack of Vtime , were wmable to cerry out the request of the General
Assenbly to study ways and méana.which would ensure the above-mentioned right to
peoples and neticns,
Whereas the violation o:f' this right has resulted in blood.shed and way in
the pa.st and is considered & continuous threat to peace
The Genera.l Assembly
(1) To seve the pressn'b sand. succeeding genera:bions from the

scpurge of way,
(11) To reaffirm faith’in fundamental humen rights, and
(111) To teke due accoumt of the political aspirations of all
peoples and thus to further international peace end security, and to
develop friendly relations emong netions bhsed on rogpect for the
_fgriﬁciple of equel _rights' and sé]i‘-de%emination of pecples,
1., Decides to include in the Internationé:l Covenent oxr Covenants on
Humen Rights en article on the right of all psoples end na:tion: to self-
determination in reaffixmatim of the principla snunciated in the Charter of the

5/ See General Assembly resolution 421 D (V) of 4 December 1950,

[United
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United Na‘bions. This article shall be drafted in the following terms: MATL
peoplee shell have the rlght of self-deteminatim” end shell stipulate that aJ.J_
States, including 'l:.hosa ha.ving reeponsibility ‘for the administration of Non-Self-
Govemin.g Temtories ‘should vromobe the realizabtion of that I'ight in ccmfomity
with the purposes and principles of the Tnlted Watlons, and tha:b Sta.tas having
respensiblility for the administretion of Non-Self-Goveming Terri'boriea should
promote the realization cf that right in rela.tion to the psoples of such
Territories; 3 .

2. Requests the Commission on Humen Rights to prepare recommendabions
ccnecorning in‘berna.tional respect for the ,self-d.e’oemination- of peoples and to
sutmit these recommendations to the General Asseubly eb its seventh sessiun, Such
recommendations must -include an invita:bion to State Mem‘bsrs of the T.Tni'teri Na‘ticna
vosponsible wnder the United Nationa Charter .and the Universal Deglaration of
Bumen Richts for the safegnarding and defence of the pald principle , toavoid
recourgs to HENOBUVYES caleulated o fmstra.ﬁe the principle;"';of the right of
peoples to self-d.etemination including o‘bstruction of the free expression of the
people’s will and of the realization of their lsgj:bimate na.tiona.l a.spira‘tions
u,g.grasaion under the guise of defence or masked by disinterested wobives, such as
the stmggle for truth, freedcn,. hwnanitarian principles or any ,ether equally high
iderl, the exploitation of intemal diasensions trivial or sphemera.l netional
divergoncies or conflichbing Interests in foreign comtries and ‘tho Non-Selfw
Governing Terr torios; threats and terrorism or any obher méfchdd contrary to the
purposes and principles of the United Nations as sef Porth in the Chaxter.

Resolub ion D

INCLUSION TN THE DRAFT INIERNATIONAL COVENANTS ON
HUMAN RIGHTS OF PROVISIONS REGARDING RESERVATIONS

The Génerai Assem‘b‘ly,‘
| Considering thet 1t 1s desirable that the two Covenants on Humen Righte
should include provisions relating to the 'ad.missi'bilitjr or non;adm:lssi‘bility' of |
regervabions and to the effect to be attributed to them, In perticular with rega:rd
to the valid,i'by of the Covenarts between “the reserving State and cther, S'bai-,es B
retifylng the Covenaent,

/ Congidering
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- Considering thet the CGeneral Assembly in its raaoluﬁion VI)é/ of
12 Januany 1952 has rocommsndod that the organs of. ths United Nations, the
speclalized agencies and Stetes should, in the course of pmeparing multilateral
conventions,:coneider the insertion therein of provislons relating to the.
admisoibili%y or nonradndosibility af roser#ations end to the effoct to be
attributed to them,

Decildes to recommend to the Economic and Social Council thot it
should instruct tho Gommission on Humen Rights to prepare, for inclusion in
the two Covenants on Euman Rights, ome or morg clauses rolating to the
admisoibility or non-admiasihility of resarvations and to the effect %o be-
attributed to them.

- Resolution E
MEASURES FOR THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE INTERNATTIONAT -
COVENANTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS -~ FROCEDURAL RESOLUTION

The General Assembly

‘Decides to roguost the Economic and Social Gouncil to forwerd the

. folloWing docurents on moaoures Tor the implementation of the Intornational
Covenants on Himen Rights: A/, 3/L.191/Rev.3 (Syria), afc. 3/5.193 ( Israel)
A/C.3/1.195 and A/C.3/5.195/Rev.2 (Gua‘bomala Halti end Uruguey), A/0.3/L.196
and A/G 3/L. 196/Rev 2 (Guatemals end Uruguay), A/C 3/L.198/Rev 2 (Lebenon) -
and document A/C.3/5.191/Rev.2, to the Commisslcn on Humen Rights as additional
basic working papers on the subjects with which they d@al for its
congideration In connexion with the dxofting of provieiono on. 1np1ementation
15 the Covenants on Human Rights. The -said Gommission should also take into
consideration the discussion of the General Asgembly concerning these documonts

and submit its rocommondations 1o the sevontn sesoion of the General Assembly.

,Rosolukion F

ADOPTION IN SPANISH OF THE THRM *DERECHOS HUMANOS”
INSTEAD OF THE TERM "DERECHOS DEI, HOMBRE"

Wherees in the Spanish text of the United Nations Cherter, Articles 1,
13, 55, 62, 68 and 76 refer to “"dwrechos humancs” end not to “derechos del
hombre",

/Whoroas

&/ See document A /.37
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Whereas the content end purpose of the Universel Declaration snd of
the draft Covemant have a wide significance which is not covered in Spenish
by tﬁe term "derechos del hombre",

Taking into aececount the faet that in the general discussion on this
matter in the Third Committee during the sixth seaaion of the Generel Assembly
prominent representatives of SpanishuAmeric&n countries expressed their
preferencs for the term employed In the .Charter,

The Goneral Asggembly

Decides that, in future, in all United Natlons working documents
and publications-in Spanigh, and in the Universal Declaration and dreft
Covenent, the words "derschos humenos” shell be used inatesd of the words
“derechos del hombre”, used at present.

Resolution G

SPECTAL SESSION OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCTAL COUNCIT

The General Assembly, |

Beering in mind the resolutlcns sdopted at ito present session which
relate to ﬁhg-draft'lnﬁernational Covenants on Humen Rights and measures of
implementatlon, | M |

1. Requests the Ecomomle and Social Council to instruct the
Commisglon on Humen Rights to glve priority to the questicﬁ of the fight of

_peoples to self—ﬁetermiﬂation which the Commission was forced to defer at its ‘

seventh session duse to lack of time,

2. Raguests the Council in accordance with its rules of procedure,
to hold & special sesslon, to precede the elghth session of the Commissicn on
Humsn Righte, et which it shall teke the necessary sction to-emable the
Commission to' complete the work entrusted to it in connexion with the said
dreft Internetional Coversmts on Fuman Rights and measures of tmplemsntetion

before the end of the Council's fourteenth session, so that the Councll mey submlt

the drefts to %he aeventh ragular sessicn of the Ceneral Assembly’ together
with its recormendations, '

.
A ik bt e e ] st ol





