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tX-'S1EstI~11c:\~~:it':1ii!i~]jjf {;~~i'.i~i;i{: .:.,: .• /: :~---· __ ·· . • :.i>~ . 
. :·.<>:, -·/.;;._-·:.-,.: J-..t the President's 'request,'Mr . . SCHR.EIBER :(.Executive S8cretary of the 

?-/t<c~ni'?r~~~c) ~~~d. out -~h/.t~;/~/ .a ·m;ssug~ _reci i,i'ed ·:iro~ .the· Government of Peru 

);/:'>":iind(.r··.the;- ~i~na.tur~ 0~ .the Mi~istcr ~i Foreig~ i-furation~ .§/ 

· \ ... :i,',- REVIEioF -PROGRESS 'f1CHiEVED i~ND IDENTIFICi,TION b/ t-1!.JOR OBSTACLES ENCOUNTERED, AT THE - . 
,:i< ·. := .. ::rnTERNf1TIONi.L, ~GION.i\LJi.&'D ' N." .. TIONi,L' LEVELS, • rn ·THE FIELD OF HUM/.N RIGHTS SINCE THE . 
{' ·:·.:··.f.DOPTION i.ND PROCLAM:,TION OF :.THE UNIVERSJJ, DECLii.RLTION OF HUMaN RIGHTS IN 1948, 

,_: ·;·:,·, · PARTICULt.JU,Y ·rn THE PROGR.ii.MMES UNDER.Ti,KEN BY THE UNITED NI.TIONS I.ND THE SP3Cli,.LIZED . 
'-:t:~-_--(·/ .. GEN~IE~ .(item: 9 of the.pr ovisional agenda) (!i./CO~F. 32/8 ·and 9, ii./CONF. 32/10 and · 
,. ·· : .Corr,l, . l./C0NF. )2/12, !./C0NF, 32/13 and Corr.l, . A/..,ONF , 32/16; A/CONF • .32/1. 9-1.11 
.. ;,-._: .. ' ( continued) · · · .- ·' .. : . . 

, -?·.'· :· <G~~eral-debate (continued) . ... . 
.. ~;,· : : ~=~:;__;;;;;;..:;=.;;;.;:; • 

:-./.:<:: ~-. , ·Mr. ·sAL11S (Philippines) con~idered {t ~ good augury for the success of the 

: ( ·:_.: ' ,-qo~~ren~e that it· W!.l.S being held ·in a progres~iv~. count~y like Iran, which was 

·:'./) .. ::.~ctively· engaged in far-reaching land reform and iitc;acy· programrnes . -

/·: :::: "_-;·_. ' The p;inciple~ enunciated i.~ the ··univers~1 · tiecla;ation of Human Rights had been 
·: .. i.: . . : .: ·:. : .· . ·. . . ' : . ,-' ' . . . : . . . ' . . 

~_- -:,_:: /.·: _.'embo_di~~- in many nat,i ~mal ·constitutions; they .represent~d th? moral force backi~ 

\ :: ,.; .. : .individual., national: and internatio~al : deci~io·n~ . The t.-wenty years since the 

/ :-:>> ado~t.io~ oi t _h~ U~iver
0

sal D~ci~ation ha_d sho~ \ hat :in'justice could exist . irrcspectiye 

//'.':·::·. ·of: politic~ systems o~ _materitl. ~chi~v~~ents . : :· Pro.moti~~ of -·humun ·rights -w,,mt beyond_ 
: • • • \ . . • . • • i ' • • 

. :,_::._:-_. }dool?gy_·u~d technology , an·a w~ys mus t ~c sought to : cnsur,c that the inherent principles 

· ::. · ·.· :were . not· invoked merely when·· it was . convenient; :. . : . ·. · .. . . .... ' . . . ' . . . ' , . 
· < ···.• ·'. ·: -.-- , ·concern for_ human rights "1as the most binding •factor in human relatio~s, and th~ .:·. 

: · ·;. , b~!,ld · co~d be prog~essively strengthened if ev(Jr/ country set i ts3lf to apply the 

_:_··:, : lofty pr-inciple·; affirmed in the Universal . . Decl~ati~n. . It was to be. hoped that a 

,. : r e;ie~ of past accomplis~en:ts wo1;1ld serve to -r ~invigo:r:~te the resolv~ to · eliminate . 

prej.udices , inequalities and inju_stices still 8?Cis{ing~ . ·· T·he most easily identifiable :. 
·. ,. . 

.or' .the ·obstacles to univcrsal ·application of the: pr:i,nciples laid down- in the United 

Nations Charter and the Universal D,;_i;la:t:8:_tion, ~-; ·swning· 'that . nationolpolicy was 

· Aisp,;sed to -their cnforccm~nt ,- -was· corr~ct interpretation< Admittedly, th0 

·'.,.' Iniernati'onal Covenants on Civil and ' Poiitica.1 ·Right·~·:ada ·on Economic , Social and 

. - ·cuiturai' Right~ had. given gr~ater precisi~n ~o 'the abst~ac~. generfl]. _definii i ons in the 
. . . . . ) . . . . . . . . . . . . . ' ~ 

" · · Univers!U, Declaration, and some rights had been made · the subj 0ct of· separate 
. ' . . " , 

. / · . c'om~?ntions . ,- · ~everthel0ss , furth0r· studies were needed t~ define the scope 0f each • 

•' .. ·· of :the provisions concerned , and -th': technique . of using specia.1,-rapporteurs vas one 

that' :deserved to be endorsed in that connexion • . 

§.I . The_. text of this mes sage appears in the Final .Ket of the Conf erei:ce, 'annex III, IV. · 
I . 

· ... , 
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. ' One formidable obstacle to the univor'sal ~nJoyment ~f-~1.UIUUl :righ~-s ruid fund~~ntal 

freedoms ~s whe;e national policy was _inconsistent with·: or ,in violation ~f the Charter 

and ·t~e Universal Declaration, ~. g~ the present racist policie~ of some Governments 

o.nd the anachronisti c .colonial and . neo-colonial policies of a few other_s . 

Such problems illustrated the. difficulty of promoting human ·rights by nati onal 

legislation. Uh.ere the legislation in itself' involved violations, the remedy was 

amendment or repeal by government action. But where the obstacle lay in tradition 

or custom, the ultimate remedy would be re- education ~r r _eorientation· of the masses, 

backed by legislation. Mass media and public information techniques were especially 
' , 

appropriate in such situations. In the same connexion, ~e would· emphasize the 

important role cf co~unity development in ensuring that the under-privileged r eceived 

their 911e share of the bounties or· civilized society. His own country would be ·willi~ 

to share its experience and modest know- how in that field. 

In 1966, the Regionai Seminar on.the Status of .Women .held at Manila had r esolved ·, 

·to draw up long- term programmes for the advancement of women which he thought would 

.,. · ,;. 

.. . -· 

greatly assist in the implementation of the Declaration on the Elimination. of ~ 

Discrimination against Women. By participating in . the socio-economic development of - ·· · · 

their countri es , women would hasten their full enjoyment. of human rights; in 
' .... 

. recognit ion of that fact, the Philippines was creating a commission on the participation 
. . 

of women in national development in lieu of a commission on the statu~ of women, and: his 

_country .would watch 'ldth keen interest the progress of the long-term progrrunme for· 

womenrs advancement recently announced by t ran. 
SpeciaJ. measures yere sometimes· warranted in order to allow cultural minorities 

t,u catch :up with the dominant groups; but the p:rotectl. on of ntl.norH,le::; should not · · 
I . . ' 

go beyond such gestures .of belated justice less separatism or secession be encouraged • . , ,_ 

Basic rules sanctioned by the United Nations woul~ go a long way t owards preventing 

oppression or rebellion and thus maintaining the sometimes delicate _and precarious 

· balance. 

, One common feature of the plight of developing countries was that national ,will 

and :::elf-r eliance vere often not enough to -ehslµ'e the enjoyment of economic and social 

rights ~ssential to a decent standard of living. There 1,1as a built- in apathy in the 

United Nations toward~ international assistanc8 in promoting economic and social '. 
' 

rights. The tactical mistake of separating those rights from civil and political 

rights in drawing up international covenants had created an unfortunate psychological 

• . . ,.·. 
r .' •! . ' 

.. · ' • 
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climate o( a~quiescence in_, the_· status guo in economic and social matters, making it 
# • ~ .,. • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

0ve:q. ,more ·diffi'cult. for the developing countries to ·obtain the requisite international -
' • • • • • ~ • • • : J • • • .• • 

3.ssistancc - _witness the reluctance of th•.:: devoloped countries_ to contribute their 
I • • • • 

due ·share toward fu],filmcnt of the objoctives of the United Nations ·Development Decade. 
. . I • • , • . 

. Notwi tp.standing the basic principles of . international co- operation between tlie 

dev~l-:ped and the c,lveloping countries f ormulated a.t the first session of the- United _ 

· Nations Conference en Trado an~ Development, the second session of the_ Conference had 

f ounc. i_tself no nearer the goal ~f tra1;-sfcrming accepted principles into living reality. 

The dov8loped countries were well aw~re of the neeJ t? bridge the ever- widening_gap in 

~conomic growth ane production sc?parating them from _the developing countries; . but the 

bitter fact was that _they lacked the will or foresight t~ take the urgent action _ . 

needed • . It was time that article 28 of the Universal Declaration was implemented. 
, . 

By now, the developed countries must have realized ~hat they could not lorig survive 

in .peace and prosperity while more than two~thirds of the world's population was 

livin~ i~ desp~rate want . 

One lesson that had emerged ovar t~e pnst twenty years was that the concept of . 

human rights was a dynamic and not a static one. During that period, the_matter 

of enforcement of .those rights had moved beyond .the exclusive do.mestic juridisdiction 
' . - , ' . . 

of_ States. The_ aspirations of man to achieve the full enjoyment of human rights bad 

become as irresistible a force as the drive of the colonial peoples towards self. _ 
. . ' . .. . 

_ government ~d independence. The int-ernational evolution of the _concept_ demanded a _ 
' , . . • 

parallel evolution in the techniques and procedures for the universal enforcement 

. of human rights. Revision of discriminatory legislation and practi~es was no longer 
. ' . 

- ·enough: the goal should be condemnati~n, prohibition and punishment of discrimination 
/ by law. _ . 

Overhaul of the United Nations bodies dealing -with human rights ·l<ms also called 

for. t..fter twenty years, the bodies in. question should surely be able to hear and 

. investigate complaints against Member States_ concerning violations of the provisions 

of the Universal Declaration that lay outside the competence of the orgnns establis~ed 
... . . . . . ' 

·by the interno._tional covc::nants and other international instruments on human rights. 

The Conference sho_uld fornrulate .o.nd a.do~t recommendations in that sense. 

The world was said to be witnessing at the present time three r evolutions 

of vitsl importance __ for the future of mankind: ~he teclmologicai achievements 

- ushered in by. man 1s _mastery of the secret of the atom;. thE_ ideological confli ct 
' . 

between .capitalism and communism; and the revolution of rising expectations among 

/ 



,. 

, the emerging new nations • . The Conference ~uld. fail in its· purpose if it· ignored 

the _far-reaching •implications ·of those three movP.mAnts insofar as they affected the · 

dignity and worth of the human being. · 

Mr. MESTIRI (Chairman, Special Committee on the Situation with rog8!d to the 

Implementation Declaration on the Granting of Indepeqdence to Colonial Countries and . 

Peoples) said that th~ General Assembly, by its r esolution 2326 (XXII), had wished· to 

give the Conference the opportunity of making an up-to-date assessment of the 

situation of the millions of human b'eings still under. the coloni al yoke. 

The clause in the· Universal Declaration of Human Rights stating that the 

principles embodied therein should apply equally . to colonial peoples might never 

have been a~opted, to judge from its .effect in the subject territories, where 

individual and collective freedoms were still being cynically -violated and trodden 

under foot with impunity. How could the situa.tion be otherwise, when the very 

philosophy of colonialism and the methods it used were directly opposed tc the 

Declaration1s ideas and principles? How could the notion of all human beings being 

born free and equal in dignity be accepted in the face of the belief in inferior 

' subject races? Inequality based on race, colour, l?nguage and religion lay .at the · 

root of all .the injustices and abuses prnctised in the colonial countries. llnd 

the colonial peoples, deprived of all c.ther recourse, had in many i!J-stances been forced ·· 

to resort to justifiable resistance against tyranny and oppression, thus bringing on 

themselves still greater measures of repression. · 

Items of particular interest for the work of the Special Committee of Twentr­

Four included the International Covenants on Human Rights a~d the International 

Convention on the•EJ..imination· or all Forms of Racial Discrimination, adopted by the 

General Assembly _in 1966 and 1967 respectively, and resolution 21/44 (XXI), in which 

the General .Assembly had expressed its gr owing concern regarding violations of -h'uman 

rights, including those practised under the policy of.racial discrimination, 

segregation and apartheid, as applied particularly in colonial and dependent. 

territories. 

But the mere adoption of declarations and covenants was nOt enough: what 

was needed was r atification as appropriate and translation of the adopted principles 

into l egally binding rules under. national legislation. Regrettably, Member States 

had failed to ·take the riecessery action as speedily as was desirable, but even so, 

it was of great significance that universal recognition was acc~rded within the United_ 

Nations to the right of every individual to. respect for his dignity as a: human being 



I: r:: ··- -~~ .. 
:,:· ,;•:·_in all ·spheres of -life·;· : ,Plainly, ,:tha.t -was a _prerequisite ·for" tl_le .progressive at t .ainnient 
. -~·" .. . -.. : ~- ,., . . .. • ~ . . •: , . . . . , . . : . . ., . . . ... ~:. . 
;_'.-\ ~·.: of: universal peace aria' peaceful ,'-e'co~omic and• social : ci~operation arid development as 
,•, -:-:•,.• • ,:• : •. ••~:..,. ' • ' • • , • • ' • • • • !' • • • ' ,I • • : ' • , , 

1
:\ :'..· ·l~d d_oim in_ :the United Nation's Charter. · .· · . : . . · ··" ' 

':./...',:. ::,·.::·····;:_~ii~ 'un1t.ed .·Natii:>r.;s. had, thus C;)me t o i'e~l :~ particuiar: se~~e · of urgency regarding 
.. · :.:, '..:.i ~ .;: • ... . . -...: ' . . . . . : . ! . . . . . ~ : . . . . . . ' .. 

. =·<; .. ·.:' the elimination· of .colonialism 'and . the task of· combating racial discrimination • . ; ·,; .. - . . ; . . , . ' . .. . , .. . 

·/::.\ ._· 'Ph~ .. c~lonial_ :~it uatior in '. S?Utherri l~frica :was . still ·dl~acteriz~d by . the_ most flagrant ·_ 

t/f'.~:an9 ~a-cbronostic' ma~s vi~lation ·;f. hurnan .ri~hts and furiQam·ental .freedoms: · ;~s the 

{;>. -~'e"c;etary..:.~en~ral 'h~d .recogniz,ed, : th~. coll~ctive determinat ion C?f the' United Nations to 

) .:/ :-:br1~~6~~o~ialism:_to: aµ end s~~med._to have· come up ~ainst a solid _wall of defiance in . 

·::/ : .:·· jh;t,,·p~t . of t ne . wor ld/ Nor . _had . th~ri,:· ~Qen. ~ - ~batemont in . ~he pers;ts,tent viola.tion 

\ ... ,._, ' ;of t h~ · right· ~f ~eif- det~rmiri~tion; ,. the national· liberation mo,;em~nts vere still 
·:,:,..,·;,: ... ,, · .. · ~" , · .. , , · . . . ·: .. ~. . . .. . . ·. . . 

-:_ ,:=,: :; be~ng· savagely repressed by th~ authorities concerned, · in collaboration and collusion 
<>·· -~ith .c~rtain v~"ated .econ.omi~ ·ana· other ·interes.ts.' . . 

·:>:-·.' ··,. >-The ~·easons 'tor ·.that ~tat~~ of ~f~irs wer~ •not diffic~lt 'to determine. _They · 

}:'. ·:; >· ley :•ir(·:the· ·d~lib'era,te .oppo13:iti; ~ imd co~tinui~g:·n:m- cooperatio~ of the administering 

1 < ·. ·.- P~we; ~ ·:concerned ~ci in th~ ~e1u·ct·anc·e·. of . cert ai~ other States to' collaborate . with . . ... .. . . .. . . 

. ~-·:.· . the µ-q.i ted Nations . in applying -~!fectiVe . solutions ' t o . outstand:lng . col~nial .. problems.· 

• '.} -~\ Th~:-,-r~~:~rnationtl _' co~i ~y 'sh;uld. not ' and, ~ould not ' ~ccept , that si t ua~ion ~s 
"'° • ••.: ')' .' ' • •'• . . ' • • • , • I • , , , , l • • .,_ • • • • • ' 

,. ;, . '·, ·irrevocable;'-· it mus't-.redouble · i t s'· efforts t o -eliminate· colonialism in all its· 

_ .. . _.' .·.· .'inapj.,festat,i~ns.' · \ ,h~ U~ited. Natio~s .Yould r ~main the · fo~el .point for that ·noble 

/:.\ :; · ; nd~o:\;our,' ~o whl~h the .Sp~§ial' Comrrltt.ee ~f . Twe~ty- F; ~ ·,- would, .he was · sur~, c~ntinue ~ 
·.:·:· .. · -. ·to-make a po~iti y·~ 'c6~tributio~. · · ,-l~deaa~-· o~ it/initiative,' the.- General :Assembly · ·· 
•, , •"' I ' • • • • • • f • . •• •" / • • • • _. ' • • - , • •' ' •• 

"-. . · had in recent years taken a -number ' of · decisions tha. t · marked a new and important stage 
': : .. . .: . ·.. . . .· . . ~.. : ' . . . : . . . . . . . .. . . 

in :the .:Jevelopnient of. the principles · and · the .process . of· ·decolonization. Important · 

"'~ .. ,.: . _:;t.epi included thi -·~xpa.nsion in 196'5 :of the .con~ept of.the inal:ienabie ri~hts of . 
• • : • • • • • • • ; ~ • • ' • • • /. • : • • ; •· • • , , • • • ( • I ~ 

· · colonial peoples to self- determi·na tion . and independence. to . include recognition of the · 

·.>._': · i~git~acy . of the~r · str~gle to/ 1:,~hieve .· effecti v'e ex~;ci?·e ~d· ·enj o~ent ·of t~~se · · 

,·:: : . ~. _;ight s.; - and the Special, .Commi tt~e ~'f. ienty-;-~Our hod app~tled 'to ··a1i Sta~·es . _to give 

·. :". ·: ·· th,e col6niru.' p_eople~ the morni and. in~teri ai' -~upp6';,~ needed for . that p~rpose. ·>.- . 

<· .. · -~: , ' .. :· .I~ 1967, ·t~e . Sp'ecia.l . Commit te~ · had note·a ~ ·th ·so:tfsf~ction :the.· progress :~de by 

1/' :. th~· ~ational libe'ration ~o-~e~~nts . in 'the. t~r;itor'i~·s .. ~der P~~tugue~e administration, · 

, <: i bot li- in ' th~ bas~c struggle and ; in ;econstruction' prog'r~e; in-·liberat~ci" area~~ :ana· 
: : • • • .,, • - • • ' • • • • • • • • • • • f' ) • •• , • 

'· .:· .. had :asked that i nternational assistance t o the iv:ictims. of Portuguese military-. . . ~ ' , . . . / 

··.·: ... ·.··op~r~ti~ns be 'ren~ered in._ cp- ·operation· with tlios~ 'movem~n~s~ thus implying recognition 

::~ ... · .. \)f 'th; role the libera~ion mov~ments c;uld ~a: sh~uld play in freed areas .· . :-,-. .. 
·. . , ' . . . . . . 

, I / 

; . 
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\!51 '~~m ~-~~ 
-· ,The· incr easing co~cern · o~ the Uz:iite~ · Nati ?ns · regarding col(?nialism was also_ . . .... . , . , -:·:·•.':-

. . . . , . . '. . . ... . . . , . . . ·, . . . .. ' . . . , . : ' . ~ . . . . . . ' . ' \, .. .. ,: : ~ ·-:· 
reflect ed i n the affi rinatiori_'m~de by the ~en~r.al _Assembly in. 1965 and ·reiter ated_·.·.:._,.:-..-_,:.•;,;_ 

subs~quentl y , to the .eff~ct that th~ coritin~atlon -~f _coloniJ .rul~ and. the p~act~~~ of' : .. :·::>,-:} 
aparthei d, as well as ill other forms .of· raci;,,.i :tlis~~iminati~~, . \hr~atened intern;ti;nal: ·:~'-},-. )j 
peace _and consti tuted Ii .crime ·ag~i nst· hciilani ty_. ~--.: in ·th~'t ~oniext :tne Special, Coinmi~tee; ··: ::· ·:·t 
and the· Gener al Assembly had,. i~tensif~ed effort~ to ·eniist: t~~' ~~tive suppor t ~d · .. ' . _:•::',\t{ 

• • • • • • • • • • :• : I • , • • • • • • •." • • • • • : • - . ,~ ., • -~> 
involvement of the Security Council in decolonization matters , by 13.Sking the Council· \ .· .· .;.' ·:·, 
. . ; .. . . . { . ' . . . . ; . . . ..• : . ·. ·. ~\ ·•.·. ~. 
to put. into effect appropr iate .measures · bindi ng on all States and directe.d at t he :, .. · ;-. :. : ... :·-:} 

offending regimes i n .Souther ~ ~odesia•: . Sout·h- We~t f..fri.~a, . th~ territori~s . un;e~-, -' , .· ... ·\:;::..:·/ 
. . . , . . . . . . : . . / ' . :.. . .. : ; ; . ·. ·-~ \. ·-: 
Portuguese administr ation, and Aden tcj · ensure the .implementati on' of the relevant·_ .: ·:·;_ ,-,: <:':' .': _ 

tJni teci Nations decisio~s . . . ~ · .: · .- \ -·t; 
·commenting on the 'close relationship and differences 'in -emphasis that ' : .. ·_'..''. >:"-:{ 

. ' ~ ·= ' . . . . . . .. ,- .. ~· .... :. ~J 

• undoubtedly existed ~etween the question· of . decolonization and the·· question of human ,., , · · · · .... 

right~, ·with particulaz: . refei-enc·e to : the. elilnination of ·r~J.Ci al. d_iscr1minatio~ and ,:: .-: :_ :·/·/~.-} 
.• '• • '. ' • •. • ' • • • • • • • • • • I ·. , : • • ·: · ,:' •: 

apartheid in souther n Africa; he pointed .out that the full •:inipleinentation of the •·. : :: · .. · : :.;.r, _: ') 
. . . .. ., . ; ' .. .. 

'Declaration on t he Granting of Independence t; ·colonial . Count:i-ies and P~ple_s _,. , .//;-._ j 
; necessarily implied the exer ci s~ . of the right ~i sei.f- ciete~nati~n: -~d the tr~s_:1'~~ :-,\., · :( . ·./ 

' . of all pover s to the . c~{on.itl ' peoples co~cer nod . ·; 'since the' Generai Assembly had ';_ ''. :-" '. '/·>: 
. . " . ; . . : . ;• . , • . , ) 

recogni zed i n r esolution 1850 (XVII) that r~cial discrimination · and segregation: : ' . .' -.: : . ··/::_:} 

. in non- self- governing territpries could b~ eradi~ateq fully and ·with the great.~s{ ~ : . :7 :;_f\\ 
: . . . ' . . . . . . . . ,• ' . ' , ' . .. 

' speed by the faithful implement;ation . of-_that' Dec;ta.ration; it 'follo'Wed inescapabl;y_ _ .·.: ·_':'/, 

that the solution to ~he '. human . rights problem. insof~ . a.s col o~al t~;ri tories we;e : ' ... ':_ ·.- :, ·,f. 

··concerned lay in the', t~tal: ~d speeoy i ~pl ementation ot, the 'De'cl~atio~. He ' '::.' ,:::_\. 
. . . ... . . . ' . ' ;:: ... .:' 

. accordi ngly hoped t~t the _Con.ferenc~ \.PUld :st~ongiY: stress that aspect ~nits . '~··· '.: . _;--_· .... · .. ·.:.>_,· 

conclusions under agenda ·iteril 11 (b) . : _, · . . ., . :' ., . ·:.::·<: ~) 

The urgency . of the 'rieed ' for stronger action in r egard . to . the 'colonial terri to;ies : I:':, 
. . . . . . . . . . . . --~ 

could not be over- empMsized; f _or scver,al :million' .peopie wer~ stili·'today l ~ving under ·,., · 
coloni al rule. and mostl y urid~r- regi.n:~s offering no hop~ . of· e~ly emancipation. ' '.: Fo~· ' ,.: >:~·'.,' 
Those p~ople , confiden6e in the: United Nation~ might r·eadily b~ · ~epl aced by bitt~x:-. · · ·. · , , :; -:{; 

. . . ' . . ~ . . . ' : . '· 
dissillusion if effective action· w.s long del ayed.··. , ·: ·. ·, . ; .: · :, '::: 

. . ' . Mr. cow~Y' (Isr{lel) .said that_ Iran wa·s -~_th ~ admirable' host 'to the . ·,, - :· ··:.-<<:\ 
9onference nnd a. living e~ampl: of its theme. Under; the leadership of H. I.M, · ··. . .. :-'. · .... ~- :·~,: ~ 
The Shahinshah, i t ·was carrying out n ' r e'm~kablc bloodless revolution which was' : . _... .: :./ J 
steadily raising th~ .'social, · ecorioroic arid educational standards· of its 

maintaining t he st~bili t y of -the raal.r!l;: ·, .: , . 

... ,' 

' . : ., 
V• 

.. .,,,• 

: .. : . . : :/~ 
pe_ople , .while· ·: ..... :;. •· 

. •. , ·> , • . I :· ' . ........ ' .. 

, · 
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His delegati~~ would rnak~- ·every·_ ~~de~vouX-: to' c~nform t .o · the Secretary-General 1 s 

• plea for avoidance ~f p91itical ~ecr.iru.nation during the ·Confe~ence. . Unfo;tunately, 

. issues arising ~ut of the · l-uct<:11e East conflict, whi_c~. was beirig . dealt with by other 

competent United Nations organs, had . been raised by representatives . of Ara~ States, 
' ,· . .. . 

who had launched_ their customary vilifying ~ttacks on ' his .country ~nan attempt to 

discredit . it. The Middle East situation ·oa.d been dis·cussed in the Unit·ed Nations 

for six months in 19b7, and the ·Special Representative of ·the ~ecretary-Genera.l was 

c~rently engaged in the. delicat e task of peace-rn~ing. Israel had welcomed ·the 

fact-finding mission sent to the conflict area in 1967 and ~ould likewise ~elcome the 

new· mission which the Secretary-Gene·ral had asked the Governments involved in the · 

c~nl'J.ict to ~gree to, sincti it. had ·not hing to hide regarding the adm1nistrat1on of 

Israel~occupied territories or the measures which. the ·Israel Government was taking 

for the safety and welfare of the civilian•population there. On the other hand, 
Israel-was concerned about the ill-treatment of Jewish ~ommunities in Arab countries . . 

and was glad that that situation would also be covered by the fac t-finding mission • 

. He would remind the repres·entative ot' the Ukrainfon Soviet Socialist Repuo.1.ic 

· that his observations. on the Middle East situation reflected ·p~oposals -~hich had 

be~n re jec~ed by the Unitea Mations. l_ie hoped that· the aubjeot c<Juld be left to 

the app~opriate United Nations organs t6 deal with. If not, there was a danger 

that the work of the Conference would bs· disrupted and prejudiced. 

Over ~he past twenty years much solid work bad been done. to promote human -rights 
. ' . . . . 

nt the · international level; but that was not· a reason for pious self-congratulation, 
for the harctest part oi' the task lay · ahead·. The United Nations could put forward 

great ideals more , easily than it could convert them into reality. The norms ·or 
, . ' 

international behaviour it recornmcnd~d became binding only to ·the extent to which 
' . 

sovereign States subscribed to them, and tho precepts contained in the Uni:versal 
• ' I • • . . . 

Declaration were still a long way from being universal commitments • 

. · unit,ed Nations concern with the subject of human rights ns:d begun -with the 
. . I 

drafting of the Chatter at San .Francisco, at a time when Europe had just been .freed 

from Hitlerism and all the.bestiality of the Nazi systen _lay exposed. Tens of 

millions of people had been deprived of their most elementa.r1 rign,:,s as human 

beings on racial, ,religious or _political grounas a:hd it was· considered essential 

t1:> reaffirm• the dignity and wrth of the human person and to re-state. the fact th~t 

human beings had the right to be free. Those concepts had accordingly been 

expressly written into the Charter , and the basic human right's and freedoms tnto 

the 'thirty articles of the Universal. Declaration: of fruman Rights·. 

' ' 



•• , J 

\ -

.. _A/CONF.·J2/SR. 4· 

In 1965 an _;i.mport~t milestone had been reached in the Interpatiorial Convention 

on the Elimination of all Forms of Racial Discrimination, and a _·convention on 

reHgious intolerance was now in draft form •. . :.. However, it had not been considered 

practicable or desirable for_ the contents of the Universal Declaration to be . 

develooed in a piecemeal manner. Hence the ta~k_of spelling out its abstract 

pri_iiciples in two comprehensive covenants had been undertaken with the aim of 

binding States to agreed international norms. The work had taken twelve years to 

acc~mplish, but an even -more difficult phase had now been entered. The Universal 

_Declaration had had· great moral force, -but only moral force • . With the completion 

of the Covenants, Member Stat~s had to decide whether they were prepared to 

assume a binding commitment and to bring their own laws and practices into line 

with agreed international standards. -

. On the key issue of implementation, only the first experimental steps. were 

being -taken. In the case of the Covenant on -Economic, Social and Cultm:al_Rights, 

signatory States were l eft to furnish their _own raports. · The Covenant .on Civil 

and .Political Rights provided for the establishment of an internatio~al cornmi~tee, 

_but it would not be competent· to consider compl~ints by another State ~d still·_ le_ss 

by individuals, except in cases where the States concerned _had voiuntarily agreed to 

that procedure. 

Israel had in the p~st supported the idea of a United Nations Commissioner 

for Human Rights and continued to believe that the concept could be reconciled 

with the principle of national sovereignty. The Commissioner could ha:ve a 

constructive influence without being a judge. 

T~e Jewish people had made a distinctive contribution to the recognition of 

hu.~an rights and the dignity and personality ?f ma.1, and contempornry civilization 

had drawn he_avily on tne inspiration ·of t he Old Testament and the Hebrew prophets, 

with their insistence that all men were brothers and equal. When H.I.M. The Shahinshah. 

hno referred to Cyrus the Great as a pioneer of human rights, the Jewi~h people's 

. struggle for liberty and nationh00(~ in the same areas of the world thousands of 

years ago had at once come ea mind. Iran and I srael represented two ancient and 

continuous civilizations with ties of history, culture and friendship that went 

back for twenty-five centuries. The region in which both States were located was 

one of rich _diversit:y of race, nationality, f aith, tradition and language an.d. 

could never be ex~lusiv~ly identified with any one peopl e or dominated from any 

one centre. 

·/ 



earlier, the 
: ,. .. 
~~ . Israel- D~claration 6f Indepen~~nce had guaranteed equality of social and political 

'-.:-,.-: . rights io 'a1.i inhabito.nts of t he Stat e, which was to be b?ised on freedom, justice . 

~·: ··· ·. and pea~e ~ .envisog~d by .the prophet~ ·of . Israel. Humanistic i deals had gained · · 
. ./,.- ' . . . . . . . 

int,ernational v~idity with the general spread or enlightenment and liberal thinking -

~ '. _

1

' afte~ the. French ~evolution, and a~ t~e end of the Fir st World War, they had b een 

. ,·· written into t he Minorities ~eaties. • The emphasis at that t ime had been upon 

: ·\ .. ·: inte.rnationo.1 prot~ctio~ of minority groups . What had been relatively overlooked 

· .. : : . -; had · b'een the need f er international protection of i ndividual human beings , even 1f. they 

~;- .\ ma·d~ . up the maj ority groups in any . State. The significance. of the United Nations 
. . . 

Charter va.s that it treated all men and women on en equal f ooting . Yet there was 

:: .. · ~~oom for concern lest the s"1ing from minority rights to individual rights might have 

- . 
: It was true that in r ecent years individual rights had b een balanced byra major 

. . . ~ ' 
: .' '_emphasis on self- determinati on ·and t he right of each peopl e to political independence . . . . 

That_process \/as perhaps t~e ~~st striking evont ·of the pr esent age . Yet somewhere 

-bet_ween the r espective right. of ·persons and of peoples there was also the right of 

· . · ,··a ,distincti•re gr oup withi~ ~ State to maintain its own character and i dentity if it so 

chose. His delegation considered that in the br.oad advance on the human rights front , 

insufficient ·attention had b ee~· paid to that particular aspect . The sub-commission 

~f e)q)erts set up ·in 1946' by_ t~e Commissi on ~n Human Rights to advise it on two r elated 

.topics - •t he pr ev entron of discriminati on, and the protection of racial, national, . 

.'religious a.nd linguistic minorities ~ had s t ated.at its first ·session that it 

under s~ood ,tha second of its. t 'aaks to be the, protecti on of non- dominant gr oups which , 

. whiie wishing in general .f or equali t y of treatment with the maj o;ity, desired a _ 

:·_·meas~e of differential_ t r eatrn.aot in order to pres~rvei bnsic._ char~cteristics which -t hey · 

possessed and which di sti nguish~d them from the majority of the population. It was a 

pity 'that, after . some initi al·· ~tudies the subJect· had been neglected by United Nations . 

. organs. The Sub- Commissio_n its?lf had herdly toue:hed upon _ft since 1954. 

Is;ae1 r; concern with th~t ~spect of human,rights was not _sfmply academic but 

-~,v.s r einf'orced by the t r na~c -~xperience of J e~sh minority gr oups Qlsewnere . 

· ·. · · The J e vs had surviv~d _as·, n dist i~ctive people , w1 t h a common ethnic origin, 

conm~n religion ·ond :hart:3d tra~ tions' , ~ul ture and l anguage. For many centuries 

and 'i n many countries Jevish minorit i es had ~een per~ecuted f or clingi ng to the 
I . 

I 

' 

.... . . 
·.· ... 
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faith :of their forefathers. ·.But 'in Nazi- occupiea Europe 6 million Jews had been 

, • I , ,. •.,: ·, . • .' . . ' .. • • •. • 

sacrificed by t he Nazis on the ·ru.tar. of their racial gods. -It was little wnder · 
. ' . : . . 

that Jew~ remained intensively ·aware. ot fresh manif es_tations of anti-semi tism • . · 

It. was shocking to note that at the pres~nt time anti~ewish sentiment ha<i .be~~ 

revived for . inter.nal political purpose·s .on_ s~il ~oak~d with th~ blood oi Jewish 
. . ,,, . 

victims of Hitlerism. The Jews also refused_ to take lightlr any revival o~ neo-~azi · . 

tendencies wherever they might occur. .Moreover, the~ r~roained sensiti~e_ ·to the ,,, . . 

form of discrinination· which den'iecl' t o a 'ru.nority group the free exercise of its - .·. 
• • ... : • • • • • - - • • .. ...• : • • , 1 

ow. distinctive faith ahd culture and ·were deeply disturbed nt the fact that a _large · ... •: :' · · :·: 

section of the Jewish people were . at pre~ent suffering fro~ ·such cultural . d~privation ·: ·( ,. ·,. 
V • • 

and did not enjoy even th~ · ,same- degree o.r ·religious auwno.my as was - sn.J.J. extended ·)·;··-: : .. , 

to other faiths. For those ·r easons n1s deleg9:tion welcomed the in~lusio~ of arti~l~ ·:--;··\·· .. :· 
Z7. in :the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. · · · · . · . ·.' · ,,. · 

The subject was even more relevtlat ~o ~ontempo~ary realities in ~968 than_it 

had been in 1946. Howeyer, it was necessary .to re-ass_ess the classical approach to . 

the question of minori.ties in one rltal respect. People were far mor e conscious·~ · .. 

today o:f situat ions w.here the so~called dominant group was a minority and the ·. ·· ·. 

so-called non-dominant group .formed· the:• majorfty of ·the inhabitant s. · That vas· the 

position . in southern Africa' ... where apartheid and in~qu~i ty were be.sed . on.:· a. ~laim to 
. . . , 

~eparate development . His people abhorreq. all discrimination based on rnce and 

; .. · , ' ': 

•: 

•. ' .. :. \ ., ~ 
... .., p '. 

totally rejected any doctrine or policy whereby a. man's place in• society was determin~d~.'' , . 
by .the colour of his ·skin. · . · · · · . · . 

1 
• . · · · · .'.> · :'.:: 

,,. . .. ·•· 
' , As far as group ,rights we.re c~cern~d, the primary question was not whether 

a distinctive group within any State was a -minority. or a .majority~ . The principle 
• I , , . . • 

·was that .a distinctive group shouJ.d be given the means of maintaining it~ ow · . · 

characteristics if it so chose, 1<lh.ile at the same t ime its members mould enjoy : ,. 

co~plete equality with other nationals of. tlle .State ·and owe the same duty .of l oy:aJ.t1 · · \ 
...... .. 

· to· the State itself. · .. Unity could not be equated with uniformity; diversity sho~d · · . . _. ' · 

be regarded as enriching national life, not _-wea.keni~g_ it. His. delegation urged t~at .;«·: -:.- : > 
interest be revived i~ the special field . of. collective group rights. · . . ,·.: . 

. · . . \ 

It' was wi:111 that expec1,ations concerning the outcome of the present ·conference . : : .. , ~-. . . . , . . 

should be sober , It was a f act that not many Governrn.ent_s were yet ready_' to accept . · ,.-:.· ... . : _; 

international scrutiny of and interv~ntion in the internai regulation of human_ rights · ·: ·. · :·.\ 

in their countries. Nor did past history' encourage ·the belief tba.t the .formulation . : .'·.··:·_,. -:··. 

,,. of declarations or .covenants could eliminate. fro~ the hearts . of ~ the cruelty and :_:· . -, .·.: 

greed, .or the lust· for power,. privilege a.I:d dominat:io~, ,which lay at the r :oot' of the .. '.-.. . :-_\ :-.. · 

·. problem. The struggle for human freedom was never finally won. Yet it -would be 

., '\ 
., • ., •, ; •,., _; :•·' I · 

• • t •• : ' ·" ,.: \ •• ~ 
.. ... 
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wrong· to be ··cynical ur · defeatist. Et ·the most ·realistic assessment significant 
, . ' . . . -

progress~ nad. been made by the United Nations in : t..'le last two decades, not least 

in the .creation of a climat·e of international concern and a sense of international 

accountability t,ranscending front,ic:r-s between States. At the present moment ·of 

taktng stock, th~_ steps forwara already t~en should be noted with· satisfaction and 

an effort ma.de to rise above· th8 conflicts snd overcome the barriers that divided 
man from ··man. 

Mr. E.~TEZAM (Iran) said that, while the present Conference commemorated 

· · a great 'rumiversa.ry, the relevant General t.ssembly resolutions and the agenda for 

th·e Conference showed . clearly th.9.t it was not an insti pltional commemoration. 

On the contrary, the Conference was asked to evaluate- the effectiveness of the • 

· ·. vork done by line United Nations and the specialized· egencies in the field of , . 
hUlllan rights over the past t-wenty y'ears. He himself • had helped . to prepare the · 

Universal Deciar~tion, and ·he wa; now ·asked to be a · judge of what had been 

achieved since 1~48; he -was glad to welcome to Teheran a number of -distinguished 

representatives who were in the same position. That · showed the importance which 

· States attached to 'the subject · of· human rights·. lie paid a tribut'e to thos0 

• · •pioneers in the work that had led to the adoption of the Universal Declaration 

-who ware , no longei; living~ · The apo;tle of the peaceful struggle for r espect 

for human rights - the Reveri:3nd Martin Luther K'ing.:... would also be r emembered 
long after. his death'. 

The Universal Declaration had not only retained a.11 its symbolic value but 

also had far-reaching 1;1oral and·practical µifluence throughout the world. Inter-
governmental treatles, national legislation, legal d?cisions and Constitutions 

referred to it and.hundreds of millions of copies had been issued, in almost ever'! 
language. 

• ' After twenty years, it was time for stock-taking. · It was clear that the United 

Nations had done very useful -work in the promotion of human rights, as the documents 

prepared by the .Secretariat· (A/CONF .32/5 and ·6) showed. They gave a detailed descrip-

- tion_of the methods and techniques used by the United Nn.tions and the specialized 

agencies and showed that they had .fulfilled t heir commitments.. An impressive number of 

declarations' and covenants had -given specif~c form to and supplemented the principles 

codified in 1948. It wns now incumbent .on States to accede to those instruments, to 
·gfve ·them practical meaning at the· national as veil as the international level. The 

Conference should ·appeal urg0ntly to a1l Member States to do su. 
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_That was the positiv,3 s1de of · the picture, °I.iowcnrer; in many parts of the world 

reopect for .human rights was not obs,8rved. Racism in its most hateful form, apartheid, 

was still practised in defiance of the decisions of the G~neral Assembly and the 

Security Councilo 

particularly in the biological. fie1d:, showed the absurdity of any racial prejudice, it 
' wo.s sad to see _groups of human b0ings practising ·?cgregation ·of their fellow human 

beings because i:.ney were of a different etl.m.i.c origin. 

In .:,sia, :~frica and Latin Awerica, hun:l.reds of m:i.11:i.ons of human beings were 

thrsat.~med by the spect~GS of_ ht:nger' and disease. That was unjustifiable in view of 

the immense possibilities nffo~ded by technoJ.ogicll.l progress . Vast numbers of m~n 

and women who 15.ved in ignoranca we:-o unable to share in the benefits ·of education and 

culture. 

It was true t~at the United Nations and the specialized agencies were very much 

concerned about that intolerable situLation; but the action which they advocated wa·s 

not commensurate w~th the ~njusti~ss which had to be fought against, and their ·efforts 

cl:.ll.le U? against insuperable bro·riers . He ·hoped that the Conference 'Would pay· 
part:~ctilar attention -to the.t ·aspect o;f the problem. It was essential to identify_ the 

obstacles pre-vent~.ng the full imple:n:a,ntation cf hillllan rights rapidly and to work ·out· 

effective :..~emedies for ove:::-coming them. Taere wns_ nothing worse than disappointed hopes, 

a.,::1 t -he :::id.nberited :masses had heard t..10 many speeches and promises. Now they 

expected decisive action. 

He considered ti:at unde::--qeyelopment \.:1.S O!)e of t:10 m0st important topics to be 

dealt .-..,ith by ~-he Conference. Moreover , the Jl:-eparatory Committee bed asked·the· 

Confe:l:'ence to pay pal:'ticular attention _to human i'ights problems in developing 
' . 

countries. · .His debgct:i.on co::isideTed that the promotion of human rights was diJ;ectly . _ 

related to ei::or.omie _and sociaJ. p'i'og:·ess. · U?1less the conditions necessary to ensure 

the m.ost t~:i.~ic hur1an rights, the right to adequate food, to health and education, 

were cre3.ted ::.t would be impossible to ensure full enjoyment of human rights in 

two--thirds of the world. He r~ca.llc,d what H. I'.M. The Shahinshah had said on· the 

subject in his book ,1'J1e ~ te Revolution- of IrE...n 1:l.!ld in his inaugural address •. 

• Th':l world y;.:.s diYided into t...ro g:~_oups - the rich and the poor - and ·thE:: gap. 

between th~m -was widening. ·irJi.e Dove:J.opment Deen.de had not fulfilled its promises, 

and little had been achieved by the Si:lcond United Nations Conference on Trade and 

. Development. A tremendous effort· wa:3 requii·ed by both rich and poor countries to 

,,., .. 
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: :·. / ·: · ensure_ that :all the·. under-developed-countries· .achieved a level of life compatibl~ 

'. '( · . . with li~\ iig~ty : ··:·_· '.Th~ 6:inrercrice . should ~dv~·cnt~ ·~r{?P..tly: -~creased assistance to 
• •: ••,"": ., .. , I • • - •• • ..: • ' •\ ' : · .· • • • • • 

·;<\·, . .-. developing countries and s~ould urg.e the ~ev'eloped nations· to adopt a really bo;ld 

.:·}·· ·_ .. :. ~ttit~de .whlch ·~uid 'ri~d _an . echo in the l ~ss- developed countries~ 

:: :"/_::.-_ : • :·rr·~, . ~o.er the leadership of its sovereign·, ·w.:i.s : engaged in n great pacific 

:=\~- -> ·:re~clutio~: :~_: It had··abolished the feudal system: by land reform. It had started a 

,:·>:::·'/:gen.eral _p~~ogr~e of industri,aliza.t'ion and of InE)Chanization of agriculture . It 'WS.S 

.:_..? <,: ·w~ing , ~ on illl teracy. · Its efforts were bBuring fruit . In the lnst three years 

.~ . I • , • •• • • • • • ' • • • , .. ' 

::::/:·. the: o;nnual. growth rate had nveraged 11 per cent and it va.s generally held that Iran 
:':.:>t had start~d\.,en. · · · · · · · · · 
·'· ' '"'\. . . . .· . 
~'. ;: :' , :·:, ' , But . t _he• nature or · the problems now preoccupying ~ankind mo.de it necessnry to t< ·:-· co~~id~;- th~ 0~ ~ :global basis: The ·p~o~otio~ of human rights required international. 
:.(.' . . ' . . . ' . . . . . - ' 
: ·:-·: . and general ·action, The obstacl es should be overcome silllultaneously. . The United· . 

. ·t:: · · N~t1ons. was: ~ac~·a vith. the greatest tnsk in history; to e~ol ,;e a new method of inter­

~ ~ ... : : ~:t,ional · C07°p_eration involving gen~~al deveiopment. . · The implementation of human . 

· .. . \ : ·,. ~igh~~--c~ul~ not be separated from other aspebts of development~ In the developed 

<.·<. ~r1a·. a ; -~voluti~n of the· greatest importance \/3.S und,;r 'Way, and tho undor- dovoloped 

:::'/.<· peopl~~ '~ould ~-eriv~ benefit 'from that progrGss; .·. but if they were to benefit fully . : 
.. , . . . ., ~ . 

:\ :· ,' f'.rom. it . they_. would have fir st to re.ach a certru.'n· level of develop~ent , and ther e was 
• •. • , ·• • . • • . I • • • 

, .. , · ... no certainty that · they 'Would. • .The ·conf'erence would ho.ve to work out a l.ong-, term pl.an 

/\ :i ,t~ --o~e;come the ·greatest obst~cl~- prev~nting the attainment 9£ full hlllJl8l'i rights. 

-.i ·, ,··: His delegation int~nded to mruce .·some sp~cific proposals to the Conference on that . .. •· . . . ' . . . . . -. . . . ' 

<.·.:.: subject . · : 

;:_ · - ··. ·. ·:: Mr •. WILKINS (United States of America) s·aid that, -he was grateful for the 

~'t- ':-, oppoi:tucity of meeting i~ Iran, ."a f o~al point_: in world history, and onj°.ying the 

{ ·· hospitality of a progressive. sover eign dedicated to·the achievement of human rights: · 

.. :.·,~·· .:·. During ~he· S~-~ond World War, .President Roosevelt and Mr_~ Churchill had proclaimed 

:.:.'_; ·. · the· "Four F_r eedo~s": · freedom 0£ speech, freedom of r eligion, freedom from want an'.3 . : _ .. 

,···: · :_ . freedo~ 'from fear~ and ill the b~n ~rights . since enumerated ~re embodied within those 
• • • .. 1 • • •• • 

~t : ·f our freedoms. · Proclamati on of tho four freodoms during a total -war had constituted 

-':'.,_. : ._· a :recognition ~~ the ' trut}{ la.'tcr stated by President Kenn~dy, namely: what was pe'ace 

i{<~-·but a ~atter ·of human rights?. A sec~e ·peace could only b'e founded upon r espact for . 

·:.', ,. ·. ·human ·dignity~ ·. The a.u~hor s of the fo~ freedom's had r ecognized that civil and · 

::.: .. politi~a.l rights· ana·· economic and soci~ rights were interdependent and had enunciated 

·.;::: · · the fouz: freedoms to serve as an ·inspiration and a stinrulus to the world. . , 

.\ 

, : , .. 
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. . . In 1941, his country had possessed a political · and civil frameworJc 'lof.i. thin which ·· , ... · :- . ·. 
• • ' • I ' • • • • • ••• • "' 

injustice, though undeniably present, would not .permanently--.endu.re;: substantial ,·, .:· ·: .. _:5 .:·· 
•• • ' , ' •• • ; • • • , • • • I • : • • • • ; ,, , ": 

progress ha~ since been made towards full er human rights. ,. Outlining the path by which .: ::.:· ' ; 

hi~ c~~try had 'progr~ssed towards a ful1€:.c. t,;.~hlev..;u.e.r.t of hwnl:l!l rights, h e said · that•·': : ··-'\:..~ 

in 1787·; · when the United ·sto.tes G~nstitution:· had been -writt.en, ' 1t had b~en _very · . .. ;_;· ~-, ~·::\ 
. . . . ·. ~ . .. . , 

advanced for :i;l:stime, but its· protection ho.d. bean . limited to civil and political . . .. >·> 
From nest of those rights one quarter- of the ·populaUon had been excluded a,; : ... : ( ' rights. 

tilaves and one half as women. 
. . . , .. • 

In the .1860_1 s, after the Civil ·war,. the Constitution · .', .. ·_•: _:•·.: ,::_ 
.. . . . ,· • . ' = • . : ·~ • .... ~ \ : ; , • 

hnd been amended to abolish slavery, but the bl1:;-ck man had fOOn £~und it~ promises : ·. ··. · . ··.-:: . 

Segregation, inequaB.ty and discrimination had persisted in other forms~ . 
. . . .' , . .... 

illusory. 

From 1876 until 1947-, the American ideal had renitlned a. .dream f'or the black man. · · 

. In 1941, shortly before -t:,he proclamation- of the Universal Declaration, the .. 

repor.t of .the Civil Rights Connniss±on . had co~tained the revolutionary sent~nce: . . . 
. :, , :~ .. -:·: ~ 

11Racial segregation must be eliminated . ~om f1:merican life". An' executive ·order· had ·::_:-:-_:;· ;·; 

abolished racial segregation ·in all branches of the armed ·serrices in 1948, and from · · ·.:_·_.:,:~\ :: 
. . '• \ . . .., _..~.~ ·.~.:: 

that. date on the nation had moved i'rom apathy to . action. ·;- >·· · . .- ,_;'_: ::: 
In 1954 the ~"Upreme Court had outlawed dif.ferentiatio~ between cl tizens · on 0the '. ·: •, >.:: :,'.; 

basis of race, and betl,!een 1957 and 1968, Congress · had enac.ted five civil rights 'bill~~ ... ~·.: :'\ _. 
. . . ~} ~~ ~ 7 -

Progressive as they were, those bills kid not complet~d 'the fobric ·o.f human ·right~; ... ,.,. '-:' 

The attention focused by public infor,nation media on violations :of human rights . ·. -~" 
. . . \ . 

had destroyed apathy and spelt the ovEmtual doom of discrimination in the United . . .- · . 

States. · In 19€4, federal law had opened up pla~~s ·of public accommodation to\ul' · :: :._:·.--.:;,. 
'· 

Americans but the ba tt, le had not been completed, since poverty) often the -'end product.· ·· · ·: ·_;'.. 

of discrimination, prevented the enjoyment o{ n~wly:-gaine.d ecopomic and soc:ial rights~ : :·:' ··::/ 

The United States was now, however, beginning to implement the_ .f~:11 rang~ of eco~oroic · · ··\ <·; · 
and·_ social rights, and despite the recent civil rights disturb~ce;· h~ had ·full · . : ·.'>\i,: 

. ' . ~--:. -~ . 
confidence jn the 1;1.i ttering future 0ffered by h.i.13 country to men of: all creeds and , ;_ .. ~ . 

races. 

In the international .field, more human rights had bean proclaimed ~han had been 

. impl~mented~- · The uniimlted clail!l of national sovereignty was partly to 1?lrune; ~--

, surely~ · under the Unit~d Nations Charter1 ·no n~tion was entitled to wrong its O'Wl'l · 

. cj,tizens. He did not agree vith the view that the United Nations was not competent . . . . . ' . .. 
t o discuss human rights violations except in Southern Africa, or in association with 

host1)ities. His country, for example, had beqefited from criticism in the United 

Nations forum~ Much of it .had been ill--info_!1lled> -s6me ~ven mischievous; . but n6 

· act~al harm: had beeh done and inuch good had been accomplished • 

. ·. :. '. :,.... ·,_ 
: . ., ... ·, ·. - • 

' • .. ·.:: ~.- . 
,. \ ' ... ... ;: . \ .... ' .. ... ,: ~ . 
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Wh~t he had said did not detra~t £rom. tho United Nations efforts to wipe out 

colonialism and apartheid, .and he pr~dicteJ the end of aparthbid in South Africa 

i,f South Africa were to Sill;Vive • . The. United.Nations , howover, l acked ~he machinery 

to ·impl~ent its hum.an rights standar:ds , and he hue. beon deeply interested in the 

9Gsta Rican proposal f or a United Nations High Commissi oner fer _ Human Rights . 

At that meoting c.'n the t-wontioth anniversary ,,f tl1e Universal Declaration of 
. . .... .. . 

Human Rights he was confi den~ that i n another twonty years grGet progress wuld have 

been-made. Al though there · wnuld b<.:, ne.t.ional. dif[ er e:nce.s , there would be aspirations 

for equality and opportunity which would overleap _all boundari es . Change, bot h 

i!0mestic and international; wculd require a commitment tc action - in tho wrds 0f 

the Prasi ?ent 1s National Advisory Commi~sion on Civil Disor der~ , 11a commitment to 

action - compassionate , massive and sustained - new attitudes , new understanding, 

and above all. , _new will ". 

if the world was to fuJ..fil 
. . 

, United Nati ons in 1948. 

That commitment and will must ·mark the way international.l.y 

the pr.cmiso of the unprecedented step taken by the 

Mr. HEINEMANN (Federal Republic cif Gor~ny) ·said that nearly two decades . had· 

-passed sin~e the adopti on Qf the Universal Declaration of Human Rigths , n unique 

dqcum.ent of ma.nkind 1 s aspirati on t o f r eedom, and numerous international agreements 
' . 

had since coni'irmeo the rights and freedoms which it proclail!led. 

In ~s country, the universal significai;ice of the International Year f or Human 

Rights was ·r ocogni2ed _and r espected. O_?ly if the individual enjoyed the protectio~ 

·of human rights in his own country could those r i ghts become eff~ctivo in the 
. . . 

international sphere and mutual t ~ust r eign in relations between nations . 

. Befo~e the ~cuncing of -the Uni~ed Nations the securing of human rights b!ld •;~ 

a. domestic affair of incivicual statos, end i nternational lav had dealt only -with U 
rel_ations between st!ltes. The t r ansition fr?m that epoch to the new epo~h in "'1rl.ch 

the ind1.vidua.l cazne within t~e purview of intornational law was an extremely im20 ~ t 
·stage of devel opment. A similar trend could be observed wit hin individual states , 

in that constitutional la~ now also concerned itself increasingly -with the indivi~lUal . 

That i dea . had been taken up with particular vigour i n his own country due t o the 
. . . 

- m~ories of a 'dm-k chapter in its history, and the Constitution ona.cte·d _in 1949 

procla1mwd the pri nciple of . inviolable and- inalienable h~an rights as t he basis of 

·every conmrun:l.ty, of peace and of justice in the world . 
. . . . ~ 

;t was thua ◊bvious that the principles of the Uni~ers e.l Declarati on hnd ton 

large extent become a living_ r eality in his country' s law~ The idaas emb9died in 

article 8 of the Univer sal Declaration had been put into practioa - a step uhich 



. . . 
constituted an almost revolutionary development in the .protection of h~, rights. 

Any. person in the Federal Republic of, Germany _who -claimed that his ba?)ic ri_ghts had 

been Violated coUld nov go to an independent court beforo which all public 

authorities must account f or . their actions in the sn.ine way as ordinary citizens. - . . 

The wide freedom granted to citizens of his country sometimes enabled' extrernist · . . . . 

groups to give expression to view~ which were not to the liking of his Government. 

That was part of the price paid- for libertY. and did .not mean that such extremist 

groups in any way represented the majority of Germans , He agreed with the 

Ukrainian representative in. his condemn'at,ion of Nazism .but did not share his vie-ws 

on the ?-Jllportance of Neo-Nazism in Germany.. \. 

In addition to civil liberties which were safeguarded by the judicial ·sY.stem, 

fundamental social rights were safeguarded under his country's new logislation; 

it had therefore been possible for his Government to accept the European Social 

Charter with only minor reservations. His country had also made considerable 

efforts t o ensuxe international control of domestic basic rights by ratifying the 

European Convent ion on Human Rights and Fundam~ntal Freedoms, and the Supplementary 

Protocol to the Convention on the, Cua.ra.ntee of Proper~y, of the Rights of Parents, 
, . . 

~d. of Free Elections. The rights and.freedoms guaranteed in the European 

Conventions gave to every individual in the country, whether German or al.ien1 .the right 
to assert _lu.s claims directly before national courts. 

, · In addition, bis Government had m~de separate declarat~ons recognizing the 

c6mpetence of the European Cornmissfon of Human ;Rights to deo.l with individual 

complaints and subjecting itself ··:.o the j t'!!' j,gd~~ctiou of the European Court of Human 
Rights. · The close relat ionship bet-ween 'the European Human Rights Convention and 

the European Social Charter on the one hand and the. United Nations Covenants on ·· 

Civil and Political Rights as well as·. on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights on 

the other, would make-it easy for his Government ~o accede to those Cov?na.nts as 

well. The S8:Ille was trua of the ~nited Nations Convention on the Elimination of 

all Forms of RaciaJ. Discrimination, which his . Government intended to ratify in the 

near future . 

· His Government particularly welcomed the stress laid on the right of self­

determination of nations in article I of the t-wo Hum.an Rights Conventions concluded 
. . ' 

in 196~. That right had opened up the way to independenc~ for many States; more-

over., it r eaffirmed the right of tho~e nations whose national unity had been torn 
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{(L--t./~,'.~s~der·· oy ·.Jnt~~ti~~al . oven~~ to a~~idc froel~- ;b~ut the ir political status and . 

/}: ~:-:'.~:national ~lti.iy. . in that connexion he r ecalled, the r·ererence made by the President 

ij}/~\:··. ~f. the. Utited Nations .G.en·~~al lssombly . in hi.s ~essaga. on the occasion of the 
l ·.i ) . ··,, ·. . . ; . . . . . . . . 

\:->}'-:· I n:tex·national .Year f or Human 'Rights , t o t he need to guarantee r espect f er the 

~?-:t~;~_- ~-e;so~ity of nll. nations Rnd their right. ·to choose thoir ow social system without 
:::-~•:t · .. :: :"·. ;,~ . . ,- . ·. . .. . . . ' 
·::-.:, .. ,·/:::: any interf cronce from outsi d~ . 

J· ~:;../L·- .< · Howev er · gratifying the pr cgri:;ss so far achieved, a Nally durable basis f or 
! ;( • • + ' ' ~ 

: ::• ; •:. ':,,-) ~ . . ' . . . . ' 
·.-j):.·.: i · peacei'ul co-operation between ·nations couJ.d only be created through constant 

:\.=-:: -~~: :··progress i n tho .fiel d of human r ights . Even t oday, tventy years after the 
. ~ .. •. .... .... . . . 
·\,'~._::°;.: .'proclrun~tion of tlio Universal Dt3cla.re.tion, ac~~ war e b eing commit.tei vhich showed 
.( ... ;. -i • .. i • ••• • I . • . . . . • • . 

·;,-·:::; <·t .how··inuch 'r emained t o be done f or the full implementation of inter nati onally r ecognized 
1 , • .. J _. ·, •. ,' .. • • - • • • 

:, ;·. ::,\:·: principles of . human rights . The Conference should direct an appeal t o wor ld public · 
~- .. :~,- : , '!' . .. .. : • : •' . • .. • • • ! •• 

;/>~··./::·-' opinion ·against f orce and cruelty in a:ny form. 

;: · :;"~~ )/:, · Hi~_ :CJ?vernmerit supported t he appoint~rint of a High Commissi oner f or Human 

·,.;·t/\_:~ght~ and ;was convinced that. a cent~al s.gency of that kind ' -would be of inestimable 

: · /' .' i, •.:;,,al,te. · ··· 
:.!' ..... # • --~ • • : : • •• ~ • • • • 

1. ;-- :_>;: : ;·. ,- : .•: · With r egard to r acial discrimination, his· Government , upon r atifying the . 

-~·-· .. :(?).;Unit~a Nati~ns ·convention ~nth~ Eliminati; n of all Forms of Raci~ Discrimination , 

•/.:\\:·\aa. expres;ed· itself as boir.g fully iri accord \rl.th the aims, of that Convention, and . 
. ·:-<.-/}. it :_w_iis _de.t ernd.ned t o apply all its ~ner gy in 9~unter a~ting any f orm of racial 

. <':• . ~ .'discriminati on . His Gov ernment furth er intended t o make a t angible contribut i on to 

~-:i ,.:_,·>;_ \ he Internatio~ Year for, Human Rights by si gning the 1966 Cove~ants on Economic, : 

· .~., -~- <:. 
1

_ Social ariq. •cui tural Rights . ~nd on Civil ana·· Poli t i c al lights . 

:_.:~---;-_'.,:_,~- · : _:· · • Mr . YAZID (tu.ger1a) , · spenking i n extir ci~o of the .right of r eply , Slid that 

·'. ·--.,: :··h~ f eit bound to r eject the unjustified attack.made ·on. t he .t,rab States ·by an earlier- . 

. · ·. · ' speaker. -The Arab Sto.toe wer e 'ins~ircd in their action _by. the highest humanitari~ 

-~:·: _.-_/., mot1~es en~ cr:iuid no_t be accused of inj ecting pol itical consider ations into the · . . . . 

~-· .:\. i CcnferencG t s •deliberations. · · . . . . 

. ' ·-~- ~ :· ... : 
. · ··': . .., . .. :· ... : ' 

·, . 

.. -

·.: 

The meeting rose at 1. 5 p.ru. 
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