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Summarx of a statement sul:mitted bx the Worlci Jewish Congress, 

:--~1 ~-~ 
=::;:!' ~ = ; 
- ·-- ·--·· 

a non-sovernmental organization in catesorz B consultative statue 

The Secretary-General has received a etatement on the above meRtioned 

subject, a summary of which st&t~ent is eir~ated in accordanoe with 

r~~agraphs 22 and 23 of Council ·resoluti~n 288 B (X): .. 
The Draft First Covenant should be refetred tor re-censideration to 

the Human Rights Conaission because, in . certain fundamental aspects, it 

deviates from basic principles of the Charter and the Universal o,claration, 

and does not provide for practical measures ~r effeotive international 

protection ot human rigbte. 

1. The Draft is in disharmon,y :with the U.N. Charter in that i t· would pemit 

th.;;; derogation or the prinei.ple or non-discrimination for reuons ttr raee, 

.;~.,.x, . language 1 or religion during a time ·Of emergency Or publiO dia&b :,~c. , 

r.ct.,1.thstanding thai non-discrimination is an inalienable right ot the 

in~vidual recognised bJ Arts. l (J.), 5' e, 56, 62 (2) and 76 (o) ot the 

{1) See peint 19 ot the Provisional Agenda ot the Economic and SOcial 
CouneU (doc--ent & E/1.680). 
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·ch;.:.rtcr. ;,rt. l (1) ~m(! n.r t. 1? ct: the Draft. :should therefore be among 

those rights listGd i r; .·.rt. ~ ( ~ ), 

2. .ns to the b.:.;.s:i ~ p:rc~b.1.el:;.. ho;.; f r:.r a national l(l.'W restricting human · 

rights should be recQgnis~·rt h.:t i~.t or.nnt.ional l aw, the Draft offers several 

s.,lutions not. in lurnoi"~ 'Wi.th ,, ' ch .)th~~r (Soe.Arta. J {3) 1 6 (1)1 81 91 111 

1) ; 14; 15j 16). 

3. The Drc.ft not only omits <.; c:momic, social and eultural rights 't:ut also 

such b.:.lsi c rights :.1s th.J H.ight to i'•arriagc (Art. 16 Deel.) 1 Equal ii.eeess ~ 

Public Service (Hrt. 21 (2) ;)Qcl. ) , and the Right to Education on the basis 

of tho prirleipl\:S or a dt:r:t;:>crw:t i:; :50cir.:rty (hrt . 26 Oecl.). 

4. The proc~dure 

und does not scrvu 

:;·ust not a ct 

f <:, :.' ;'r:: ~ :~c ?:.!. ~·:, ;f. h:ur..l£l.n rights appears to be impractioable 

tr,<; c. ~:t _;'-'.;;i::•.:.J. ,. The ;,:Jr oposed Human Rights Committee . 
em.1;:ileit~t of a St ate nnd not until all available 

d.:>uestie r emedi es h:.;.?.:~ t·0cn :~ .. nvok;;; d ~'ithin reasonable time. The Conmittee ia 

obliged to subadt. it<ii !"-;;pol'~ m~~ l,,;. i.. ; :t' th~:'l ~4 months a.fter the oomplo.int 

was raised, and is rw ·~ c ntl...ti.!..Gd tc ::.a k·;; !"ceo:.nmendo.tions. ~s redress will . 

be a matter of urgcn·~Y wh.:m ~-:.u.:!12.iJ :rigb",s are infringed, the slow procedure 

pr oposed would prevent ru,1y ·~ ~:~;cr,iv·.::. <~ cticn and would rosult onlY in a 

theoretical st;;;. te:nent. 

5. · The Righ~ of Petit. 3.or. i s d~r.~ ,, ;1 CV(c)l'l t o s~leeted responsible NGO's• 

Public opL .:5.on is th~~r..::by r:r~~v~J:-.t~:::i :\ r-or!t l';lll.king itself heard. If on~ 

s t ,.t..;:s r111:4y r a ise cohlplo.i..nt.~ ''(. .:t t':t..r> ~, c~~ch other, sueh complaints would be 

considered wlfricndl.y poli'..i.c.:-'1 ,;.;ts, Str..tcs would refrain, therefore, from 

r .ising complaints. Und1.u• ·(,n'" x:·rc:"i. t! .~ :Jr•s of the Loague of Nat.io~a1 
pvtitions could b-3 sutmitt(~d by groups and had somet~s the practical 

r~::>ult of saving thi;f. .U v r.:$ .~d H.barti~s o! , l1JMJ' thousa.nds of people. '!'be . ' 

denial of t.ho rig.~t of pt~t.l.ti ;.m to .oc;o t s would be o. rut.rovade stop in 

international l nw. an:r rai.~11"e of thiq tight could be avoided if it were 

· gr~t~::d onl,y to 000' a whi ch prtJd.o;..loly gavg proof of their objective 

intor est in upholdin,~ hUjW.t.. rights and if the receivability pt petit.ione 
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would be determined by the Secretary-General in accordance with criteria 

designed to ensure . their authenticity, seriouen~sa and eincerity. 

6. Ot the threo ways open f or ECOSOC in deal..ing with the Dra.tt, 

(i.e. discuseion article by article, or recommending the Draft for 

consideration t o the General nseemb~ without diecuaeion, or the reference 

back to the Human Righte CoDIDission) only the last would have value, 
' 

since the Commieaion ie the appropriate and expert bodf to amend the 

Draft on the linea indicated and to sul:mit a complete Draft to the next 

session ot ECOSOC. 




