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The Secretary-General has received a statement on the above mentioned
subject, a summary of which statement is ciroulated in accordance with
paragraphs 22 and 23 of Council resolution 288 B (X):

The Draft First Covenant should be referred for re-censideration te
the Human Rights Comnission because, in certain fundamental aspects, it
deviates from basic principles of the Charter and the Universal Declaration,
and does not provide for practical measures 8f effective international
protection of human rights.

1. The Draft is in disharmony with the U.N, Charter in that it would pemmit
the derogation of the principle of non-discrimination for reasons of raee,
suX, language, or religion during a time of emsrgency or public disas:=
rctwithstanding that non-discrimination is an inalienable right of the
individual recognised by Arts. 1 (3), 55 ¢, 56, 62 (2) and 76 (o) of the

F

i

(1) See peint 19 of the Provisional Agendd of the Economic and Social
Council (document: E/1680),
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‘Cherters art. 1 (1) and avt, 17 of the Draft should therefore be among
those pights listad in .pri, 2 (7}, '

2, 48 to the busie probler, how for a national law restrieting human
rights should we recoenis< oy Intorsstional law, the Draft offers several
s.lutions not in harmony with .-ch sther (Sce.artss 3 (3), 6 (1), 8, 9, 11,
13, 14, 15, 16),

3« The Draft not only omite ceocnomic, soeial and eultural rights but also
such basic rights us the Hignt to narriage (arte 16 Decl,), Equal access o
Public Service (art. 21 (2} Deel.), and the Right to Education on the basis
of the prineiples of 2 demucruiic soclety (art, 26 Deel,).

-

L. The procedure for proloceil<n o human rights appears to be impractioeable
and does not serve Lhe woi Jooiscd.  The proposed Human Rights Committee
wust not act except = il cospisist of o State and not until all available
donestie remedies hivo becn Liuvoked within reasonable time. The Committee is
;bliged to subndt iis sopory nol Loboe then 24 months after the ocomplaint

was raised, and is neu eatiioss Lo neke recommendations. a8 redress will
be a matber of urgensy when hween righ's are infriﬁged, the slow procedure
proposed would preven® anv ofiective achion and would result only in a

theoretical stotemeni.

5. The Right of Petition i oéni«l evan to seleeted responsible NGOt!s.
Public opi.ion is ther:by rrevented from making itself heapds If only
Stotes muy radse complaints spiissh cuch other, such complaints would be
considered unfriuvndly poiditical asts, Ststes would refrain, therefore,.from
r ising complaints, Under +he orovisiong of the L;ague of Nations,
petitions eould be submitted by zroups and had sometimes the practical
rusult of saving the livee ond liberties of nany thousands of peopia. The
denial of the righ: of osutition io HGD'kanuld be a rotrograde step in
international law. any misusc of this right could be avoided if it were
‘granted only to WGQ's which previously gave proof of their objective
interest in upholding huasr rights and if the receivability pf petitiona
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would be determined by the Secretary-General in accordance with criteria
designed to ensure their authenticity, seriousncss and sincerity.

6. Of the three ways open for ECDSOC in dealing with the Draft,

(i.e. discussion article by article, or recommending the Draft for
consideration to the General .ssembly without discussion, or the reference
back to the Human Rights Commission) only the last would have value,

since the Commission i8 the appropriate and expert body to ‘amend the
Draft on the lines indicated and to submit a complete Draft to the next
session of ECOSOC.





