
-·---··~-·~~y --- ' ~·· 
-···----~~- ··-. ' 

~~~_.:--,--:··; y ·.::. 
UtJI FED NA TICJNS ~:!~- '::' ~-- J~ ~:::J: 

EC:Of\JOMIC TI/CN. 4/SR .2(1 
8 Ma;1 1052 
EFGLISE 

A, ~\I [-) 
J-~ ~ ·: .... 

S () (~ I A L C C) U f\f C i L or:IGII: L: FRTi:NCIT 

LIOCUMtNiS 

- --~k------- " - ·---·-~--- -·--. --· --------------- INDEX UNfT MASTER 

c mr.rEJ)r.rs: 

Chrcdrman: ------
J-: annorte1}.~"': ------
lkmhr.:rs: 
--·-~--~-·~ 

(16 p.) 
52-5269 

C0Iv1Iv1I2-SION OF HL.i!-FlT IUGEI'S 13 MAY 1952 

E:i.chth Session tr 1 

Hel•i r:.t Hendquc.rters, Hc~t: Yorlc, 
on Monday, 21 /.pr:11 1952, at 2.30 p.m. 

neco1WJenrJ0.tions concernir'-.3 tnternationel respect for the self­

rleternination of fJeoples (A{IJ.102, A/L.l06, A/2112; E/CN.l+/657, 

E/CN.4/'il6, E/CN.4j61+9, E/Cli.4j6::)2; E/CN.4/L.20, E/CJ.II.4/L.21, 

B/CN .h/IJ.22/Rev .1, Ejcn. li-/T •• ~3/P.ev .2, E/CN .l~jL .24, I~/CN ,ll-,h.2'5, 

E/CH.l+/1.26, E/C11.h/L.27, E/cN.l~/L.28/Rev.2, E/CN,4/L.29, 

J~/CN .l1.jL.30, E/CN .lr/L.31 arrl E/ClT .l+/L. ~) ( conttnned) 
'(~ 

Mr • C f-:SEHN 

Mr. FITITLAivi 

M:.o:· • liT S_O'l' 

JAr. VLIL:"~'HZUELA 

Hr • C IillNG P f .ON /IN 

.'\Zl-IT Bey 

Mr. JUVIGlJY 

(Fr<mce) 

Auatralia 

Beltrium 

Chile 

Ch:.inrl 

Eeypt 

T!'r::mce 



E/CN.4/SR.2Gl 
Page 2 

(continued) 

Mr. KYHCU G-r.::er•c 

.t.!rs .. li.C:!:JITA lndiu 

Mr. AZKOUL Iabctwr. 

Mr. WN:IEED .Paki ate': 

Hr. BOHAT'.!NSKI Pol8.'1d 

:tfll"s. ROSSEL S>reden 

~1r. KOV.ALENKO Uin•air:.ian Soviet So~ie.liat Re1 ublie 

Mr. tvl03.0ZOV Uuion of Soviet Sor:ialist Republina 

Mr. ROARE Uai ted Kingdom of 0reat Britain a..'ld 
Horth::Jr~ Irelr:.:.'ld 

Ers. ROOSEVELT United States of America 

:r.-u-. :BRACCO U1•u.guay 

Hr.. JEVREHOVIC Yugoslavia 

Rep:1 esento:ti ve of a epc?i~lized ~n.s!.l: 

Mr. P~CKFORD Inte~~tional Labo•~ Orga~ination (ILO) 

Tiepresent:::;!:i vea of non-govermnenta.l o::.·trauiza·tio-::ce: 

Category A: 

Miss SENDER) 
Mr. LEARY ) 

Mice KAEN 

Cg,tegory B 
s.nd Registe.::_: 

Mr. AVHAM 

Mrs. PARSONS) 
M!'s • C/'.RTER ) 

M!'s. ROID 

Ml". BEER 

Mise SCHAEFER 

Mrs. CARTER 

Mr. RON'ALDS 

Inten:.ationr..l Confederation of Free Trade 
Unions (lCFTU) 

World Fcdei·a.tioJ:J. of Trade Unions (WFTU) 

I::te:r.national Asso('intion of Pen.-'11 Law 

International Cotm2:i.l of Women 

Inte~.ational Federation of University 
Women 

Intel~ationel Le~ue for the Rights of Mea 

International Union of Catholic Women's 
Let~.gues 

Liaison Committee of Women's Internstional 
O:rganizatiocs 

World Union for Progressive Judaism 

/SeCl:reto.rint: 



H~. DAS ) 
Hiss KITCHEN ) 

EjCN .4jSR.261 
Page 3 

Diroctor of the Division of 
·numal'l. Rig.~ta 

Secretaries of tho Co~ssion 

RECOMl'.fENDATIONS CONCERNING TIJTEI~NATIOIIAL HEBFECT FOR THE SELF -DETEF:Mil'rATIOii 

OF PEOPLES (A/1.102 1 AjL.l06, A/2112; Ejcr~.4/657, E/CN.4/516, E/CN.4j649, 

E/CT:J .4/662; E/C!L4/1.20, E/CN .4/1.21, E/CIJ )~jL.22/Eev .1, E/CN .4/1.23/Rev .2, 

EJCN.4jL.24, E/CN.4/L.25, EjCN.4jL.26, E/CN.4jL.27, EJCN.4j1.28JBev.2, 

E/CN.4JL.29, E/CN.4/L.30, EjCN .4/1.31 ~ E/CN.4f1.32)(contin.ued) 

The Cffi\IN1~ invited the Co~ae1on to continua discussion of the 

Chilean draft resolution (E/CN.4/1.24). 

V.r. JEVREMOVIC (YugoalaTia) stated that his delegation had already 

spoken in favour of the Chilean propoMtl and that it agreed with every word of 

the text, si~ce the right of peoples to sovereignty over their natural resources 

constituted. the practical bards of th3ir poJ.i tical ind.ependence. The Chilean 

d~aft complemented the text that the Commission had accepted at it~ 260th 

meeting and there ws certainly nothing superfluous in stat:lng that right in 

specific terms at a time when violations of the right of peoples in the 

economic sphere were a frequent oc~urrence. 

Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) askod for a. roll .. eall vote on l'lis draft 

resolution. 
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The CRArru.to\IJ put ths fil~st S6~1te7:Ce of tho Ch1le2n d.ro.ft resolution 

to the vote .. 

In favour: ------ Chile, Fgyr-G, Ind ia 1 Lebanon, Pakistan, Poland, 

'tJkrc.J.inlan E._<ov~: et Socialiut Republic, Union of Soviot 

Socialist l{e::_:>ublies, U:t'tlguay, Yue:oslavia. 

Australia, Br:lgium, France, Sweden, Uaited. Kingdom 

of Great B:ritain and. Northorn Irelnr.d, Unitod States 

of Arr.eri ca • 

Chi..ia, Greece. 

Tho firs+~~tence of the Chilean draft re~ol·~.-~tbn: \[8._5l_?,dopt~:...l?..Y 

J.O YOt(ls to 6, ~rith 2 ·abRtentions. 

The CIIA.IPJv'.Al'T put the oecond s9ntonce of th9 Chilean d.raft resolution 

to the vote. 

In favou,..: C:1ilc, tsJMJt, Inc.h, r.".kiJtan, Poland, U'.A:rainian 

Sov-iot So('i:-l·L·~t Pe:'Lc')lic, Union of Soviet Socialist 

Au:st:"alia, :Boleiur.1, China, F:rance, G1·eece, Swod.en, 

United K:i.nsc.o:i'l of Gl~eat Britain ar:.d Nort!lern Ireland., 

'C'~1i tod S·i:Je.·tes of Am3::'ic:J... 

Letancn. -

~ ssc.ond. san!!~nce of the Ch ilea.n d:re.ft reaolntion was adopted 

by 9 votoo ,to ?z \~th 1 absts~tlqa~ 

/The CHAIBW.N 
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'l'he CIIATFiJ-11\H pu._t the Chilean clr~1.ft resolution to the vote as a whole. 

In f:crrnur: 
------~-

Chilo, E '3:Y]t, Ir.J~i r, Leb rnon, Pakist::n, Pol.:tnJ., 

llkTni.nian Soviet f;oc·:l:Jlir:t rcmJbUc, Union of Soviet 

Aur:"t;:?li·~., !k 12' r. :, 1i'y,r,nC'e, S~wden, Un1tccl Kinc,dom 

of Great B;•ltain rm". r:orthern Irehtn1., Uni te.l E_:t""tes 

of America, 

Hrc, 110SbEJ" (Svreden) saj (~ she lv:.d votea agc.tnst the Ch:! lecm draft 

renolutj on because her delegation !l:lcl not. bel:ieve th"tt the complex economic 

que1:1tion ~·rhich it raise(l co~l_d. be expresae'i in euch general termB. It uc1s 

dou:t:Jtful too '::hether the CommtGCton \·:ns t:ompetcnt to trwkle ~-;hat c·oulrJ. hnrcUy be 

re?,nrd.ed as •:;. -rJroblem of humn.n rights. fib.e hSked to have those :rensonf3 recordf'd 

in the officl el flUinWtry recorrl. 

Jvlr. ClillNC~ P:\O:NAH (China) ex}_)b:lne:l_ thDt, vrhilc ~ln sympathy with the 

sp:!rlt of the Ch:ilef'n rJraft resolution, he hD·l :•botr:d.ne'l in the vote on the 

f:irst oentence becnuse he cl.irl not. like its vorr.Uns; he h"ill voted. eg·dmrt the 

f'econ•1 sentencn becouse of :its vaguenerP; ;mri he h[ccJ abfltainer'l. in the vot.P- on 

the vrhole propoe1:l ber:~Juse he vroul<1 have prefe:rre·1_ its -prov:i sions to i:.pne'lr j_n 

the covcnc"m.t on econom:~c rights. 

rrhe CHPJRMi\J.iJ sai<1 the Commission must nm-r dec i(le ,.,hether the Chilean 

text vms to form an acHit.iom1.l :trtirle or be incor:norated :ln the text thr~t the 

C omm:i ss jon had acJ opted at it.fl 26Cth mectir.g. 

!1.7.HI B~y (Egy11t) fa.voured. e. s~r-e;lc nrticl? of three nnrn.graphs, the 

first tvro of vThich vrould be the text the Corromisflion had no.onted ·at its 260-th 

_ meet:i ng, while the Chilean text it hacl juot :1dopted ;v-oulrl etJ.Jl)ear a;:~ the thjrcl 

parncraph, 

/ Mrs • HOOSJWELT 
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~J:-s. ROOS:FoVELT (United States of America) thourht that, since the 

Chilertn text concerned the right of peo~les in the sp8cific field of economics, 

it should nJ?'pear as a se'Pttate ~xt:icle in the covenant on economic richts. 

:rvrr. VALENZUEI.A. (Chile) remindGd the Commission that it had decided 

that the art:l.cle on the right of 'PeO'Plea to self-determination should be the 

s8llle in both covenants; there should therefore be no technical difficulty in 

adding it to the paragraphs ado:rted b:r the Commies ion at its 2GOth meeting. 

The Chilean text should not be left out of the covenant on civil and political 

riehts. 

Hr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed with the 

Chilean representative. 

The CRf',:mrli\,N stated that the Commission must decide whether the 

Chilean text should be add.ed, as a th:'.rd rarncraph, to the resolution it had 

adopted at its morninG meetine or appear onl;y in the covenant on economic, 

social P~d cultural rights. 

Hrs. ME'RTA (India) considered that if the Chilean text vlas to appear 

in both covenants it would be better to make it e oeparate article. The best 

course, however, would be to include it only in the covenant on economic riGhts. 

Nr. KYROU (Greece) thought the Co!!lilliss1on should. leave the ded.sion 

on that point to the General Assembly. 

~-rr. BR.!\CCO {Uruguay) agreed with the Chilean representative. The 

right of peoples to sovereiront;,. over their natural resources mieht well be 

weakened in scope if it were stated only in the covenant on economic rishts. 

Kr. JEV:RENOVIC (Yueoslevia) pointed out that the resolution adopted 

at the 260th meeting of the Commission and the Chilean resolution formed an 

indivisible •rhole, sinoe economic independence 'we indispensable to the full 

exercise of the right of peoples to self-determination. 

/The CHAm!-iAN 
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The CHAIRH/-Ili put to the vote the proposal that the C' ': 2.ean resolution 

should become the third p~ragra:ph of the te11.t the Commissi~"n had adt:~pted at 

its 260th meeting. 

The pro~~~l •:as a.£..o.E_tEd bz 9 vot_~~.--to 4,~h 5 abste?ti~P.E.:.. 

The CEAIFJ.iAN asked the Commission to consider the Yugoslav draft 

resolution (E/CN.4/L.22/Rev.l). 

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) ~ the Co~issien not to lose sight 

of the fact that the point of primary ~nee in drawing up the covenants 

was human rig~ts. The right of pecflea to self-determination was not a 

purely theoretical matter: there was 1n tact, no nation in the world that 

did not have to fight for its independence. 

Mr. CHENG PAONAN (China) said be would not vote for the revised 

Yugoslav draft resolution ur~ess it was to appear in the covenant on civil 

and political rights. 

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) thought the Yu.ge"slav draft resolution not only 

acceptable but necessary. It had been objected to C"n the prc· ... ext that the 

Co~ission had been instructed to draw up a covenant on the rights of peoples 

and not nn the rights of the individual. It was clear, however, from the 

Yugoslav text that the right of peoples and the right of each individual were 

one and the s~~e thing. He asked the Yugoslav representative if he would 

agree tC'I a.mend his draft reeoluticn by replacing the words "to participate 

in action to establish the independence ••• " by the words "to participate in 

nction to ensure and maintain the independence ••• ". 

He assured Mr. Jevremovic that, even if that suggestion was not 

accepted, he would support the Yugoslav draft resolution. 

Mr. KYROU (Greace) asked the representative of Yugoslavia what was 

meant by "action" and whether it might not be broadly interpreted to inclwle 

subversive a.cti vi ties. It would be da;-.geroua to have such wording in an 

article on the ri~t of peoples to self-determinatinn. 

/Mrs. ROOSEVELT 
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VO{SUE:, 

lv1r3, ROOSE\iE"LT (Un:iterl States of Amer~ca) founl the Yt:cor<lav 'raft too 

·'=he Hond.erecl vrhat kind. of action wos refe,:-rel. to uhether the ch·2.ft 1-Tns 

appliclble to Et Hhole peo:1le ·-nJ. Fhether it cUd. not cover subvcrsi ve [1C t.:i. vi tie8 

and trer:son, Bec,_uoe of' the oneE~tions in 1le:,~ m"inrl., she woulcl vote :o:r:seinst the 

Yugoslav ·i:rr:ft. 

Hr. HO:'\.PE (United. Kingrlcm) cliE'~<~reerl vith the Lebanese representative's 

vle'i·J th"'.t the Yu:;oslnv text 'iSSertecl the right ,;s 1J.n ind.i vicluc.l right. It merely 

provided, (luite unnecessar"iJ_y; for the inc'l.iv:dUI;.l to 0ct ns n0.::·t of 8. collectiv:\ty 

in the exercise of '"hat remo.ine'l [!, collective right. Certainly_ the a•:tion 

mentioned in the Yu3oslav cLraft vroulcl_ heve to be :lefj_nc-1, Th::ct it '"':iC interr<_e(l to 

legalize any '3.ct of vi.olence n.ime;1 at. e8t•tblloh:ing "- l)eople 1 s i.nl.epen,-1 ence vm.s 

inconceiveble. Other human rights, su,'h as the risht to life, hEd to be resnectc 1, 

Hr. NISO'l' (Eeleinm) eg:cee4_ with the Un-ite' K:ing~om Dn'~ United St."tes 

representatives. 

Hr. JUVIGl'TY (Ji'r::'n·~e) s0i~ tb .t '1. -pr-o;'"1le ~~ould express :its r:lght to self­

dotermin::ttion by ask:1.T'.g to l,e,~vme o111't of e St,:tte. lie therefore suesested the 

substituti.on of the vmn1.s "to exercioe the rj c;ht of self-rl.etermination" for the 

words "to estJ.blish the ~-n·~_e1)on 'enr:c". Fr::T;.r:e 1;oulc!. support the prtnci ple put 

forvrarrl by Yugosl2.Vi3., prov:i decl thr'.t the Hi 11 to !lequire the right of self­

determinntio:n vc.s expressed in dernocrat:i c 1 orm. 'J:'he iclec:. ;-:as one that require 1 

more intensive stucly en1 formen_ •:t :pa!'t rc•.ther of the recomrn.en,lations Fhich the 

Commission had to d.raH up, Therefore, al thougp. not inU fferent to the re .-,son for 

the Yugoslav propos:1l, the french d~le3ation \-Tould vote ac.3.:l.nst lt. 

were certain d.angers 1n the Yugoslcv o.raft. It Foul-]. be aid. j_f tho Un:ited 

Nations \-Tere to sanct:'_on 1my kind. of 2cti on, :incluctine; subversive rtctivities. 

If, hm-rever, the text vrere e-men'l_el e.s suggestccl by Lebanon, it ~-roulll be clenr th,<Jt 

the right a-pylieri to ne<Jplef:1 .~lre :td.y inriepen :.ent ~m}. couli not be invokei1_ to 

justify subversive movemPnt.s.. I~' the 0.raft were Pmenc"e'l to that effect, the 

Uruguay an cle lega:t:l on c ouln r.m:ruort. :lt. 

/Nr. JEVREMOVIC 
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Mr. JEVRENOVIC (Yugoslavia.) sc.id he w<.1s prepared to o.ccept the 

suggestions of the representative of Lcb~mon. 

t-1r. \·JAHEED (PDkistan) observed th::.:.t his delegation 1:1<1s prepnred to . 

vote for the Yugoslav draft but vrould prefer the ':lording "to promote c.nd 

ensure" to the vrording "to pu.rticipute in JCtion to establish". 

Mr. KYROU (Greece) wondered wb~ther the right demanded by the 

Yugoslav draft 1.rould apply to a smc.ll minority of o. few individur.;.ls in 

~- populo.tion of three or four millions. 

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslr.wio.) 1 in roply to the Pakistan representuti ve, 

said tho.t it \!US not merely a question of c :person promoting a fight for 

ind;~pendence but of taking an active purt in it. There could, .he o.dded, be 

no question of sanctioning subversive activities if his draft resolution was 

considered from the viewpoint of the Ch~r and other instruments adopted 

by the United Nations. 

Replying to the objection tht_t the rights of individunls should 

not be cited in c. covenunt decling '.rith the rights of peoples, h~ emphasized 

that a people could not estD.blish or reto.in its independence unless the 

individuals composing it took p~crt in the fight. 

~~s. MEHTA (India) rew1rked thut the right of peoples to self· 

determination included the right envisaged in the Yugoslav draft, which thus 

becc.me unneces so.ry. · 

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon)' pointed out that the .right of peoples, sta1;ed 

as such, did not necessarily include the richt of individuuls. A minority 

within a sovereign Stc.te might >lish tc oppose its government's policy if thr-t 

policy tended to subject the Sto.te to r.:. foreign Po1-rer. , Such o. r.iinori ty 

must hc.ve the right of free expression cmd l~ction, as expressly provided for 

in the Yugoslav draft resolution. It was true, us the representative of 

Frunce had said, tho.t the right of pE!oples to self-determination did not 

necessarily mean the right of secession. HE! o.greed that the latter's 

suggestion would improve the Yugoslav draft. /As for 



E/CH.4/SR.26l 
Pcge 10 

As for the objection tho..t it would be d::mgerous for the United N::1tions 

to so.nction subversive c.cti vi ties, he did not see h01:r a text adopted by the 

United Nctiom; could be interpreted Cl.S inciting to violence. In u people's 

fight for independence, the end c.imed ::.;,t determined : ... md justified the meuns, 

o.nd the quest:ton of subversive activities or tre::::.son vlould not .::::.rise. 

Mr. KYROU {Greece) disagreed vlith the represent::::.tive of Lebanon. 

The Greek delegation favoured recognition of the right of peoples to 

self-determinntion but cure should be taken in drafting o.n urticle proclaiming 

that right. The representative of Lebanon ho.d cited the co.se ol' u. Sto.te 

the government of which obeyed the orders of n foreig,."l government. If 

all or most of the popul<J.tion was hostile to the latter government it 

vrould norm<J.lly exercise the right of self-determination, but th<J.t situ::1tion 

WQ.S ::1lre<:1dy provided for in pc.ragr<J.ph 1 of the ::1rticle. If, on the other 

hand, only <:1 very small minority of c. few persons. v;ere involved, it wo.s 

difficult to see hmr it could be ::1ccorded the right of self-determinution. 

That, hoHever, was ,.,ho.t the Yugosl<J.v drc:.ft resolution proposed. 

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebu.non) S<J.id th<J.t even in such a C<J.Se the rights of 

members of that minority must be respected. They should be able to form 

a party o.nd win support for their vievrs. 

of speech mec.nt. 

After nll, that '•TO.S vrho.t freedom 

Mr. JEVRD40VIC {Yugoslavia) fully understood the objections of the 

repres..:nt<J.tives of Frc.nce and Lebc.non. He h<J.d used the term "independence" 

because in practice only the desire for independence could be t<J.ken into 

consideration. Hov1ever, in order to facilitate the discussion, he was 

prepared to c.ccept the French represento.ti ve' s suggestion o.nd :-r·place the word 

"independence" 1·rith the phr<J.se "the right of self-determiUQ.tion". On the 

other hand, it wo.s not correct to claim th~t there wus no need to affirm that righ~ 

as <:1 persono.l right, inasmuch o.s recognition of the right of peoples to 

/self-determination 
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Relf-d.etermination vms tantamount to recognition of the Pxerciso of that right 

by :lndJ.vJduE:.ls. It need. only be recalle:l that EHler h.J.d prociaimerl the right 

of peoples to self-determination but had ord.ered. the execut1.on -- in France, 

Belgium, Greece and. YuGoslavia -- of persons v;ho o:nposed the occupation of their 

countries by German troops. It w::ts necessc,ry therefore to stipulc~.te expressly 

the right of an individual to particip<.ite 1n action aimea. at establishing or 

maintaining the free exercise of the right of peoples to self-ctetermination. 

Hr. liHITLAl-1 (Australia) sai.rl the imrding proposed by the representative 

of Yugoslavia vras open to ,_ufferent interpretations. That representative 

considered his propo8al to include the right of secession; and. he he:'l. nd.m:i tted. 

th<>,t the exercise of such a r1.ght in those terms mi.ght imply the use of violence 

and recourse to subversive action. Such en article could. harcUy be inserted in a 

covenant which vras intended to have the force of law if the art:' r:le ttself 

authorized. acti.on that vas unlavrful. l''.fl a matter of historical necessity mru1y 

peoples had. achieved their inde:pendence by revolutionary or subversive means 

and tt might be that historical necessity 'vould cUctate the employment of 

si.milar means in some extreme cases jn the future, but such a course of action 

coul•l not be the subject of legal l)rescril)tion. The representatlve of Lebenon 

hacl argued that the Yugoslav proposfll WJ.S l'equired. to !)rotect freer'tom of speech 

in f'lvour of self-determination, but if that \vets Hs purpose then it should_ be 

realized that the covenmt alree.d.y provtded. for freedom of speech. The 

AustrRliqn ~lelegation vroul'l have to vote a,gainst the Yur,o~lav draft resolution. 

Mrs, ROOSEVJ:<~L'r (United. States of America) fully agreed vri th the 

Australian representative. She repeated. that she too 'voulcl have to vote against 

the draft on ac cmmt of its va.guene ss. 

Mr. KYROU (Greece) thought that the Nazi occupations, referrecl to by the 

Yugoslav representnti ve, were excellent ex::-.mples of the neecc for a large 

majority, In F'rmce, Yugoslavia an:l other countrjes the v-rhole :populRtion, 

except for a very small minority, vrante•l the German troops to leave. 

/Mr. JWIGNY 
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f.Jr. J1JVIGr:Y (Frrm~e) th;:mkecl the Yugoslav representative for accepting 

the charl{je he had_ suggested but, he uoultl s-till have to e.bstain in the vote on 

the draft resolut:l.on. 

Mr. ;,ZKOUL (Lebanon) noted_ th·tt the term "free ci_eterminntion" was not 

usect in the text the Cornmj ssion h3£1. ai_opte'l. It ·:roulcl be better, therefore, to 

use the :phrase "f;_.ee exercise of that richt" 1-rh:Ich referred to the "ri_sht of 

~eo:ples to self-determination" at the beginning of the sentence. 

AZr-ii Bey (Egypt) pointerl out that the definition of the right of 

peorlee to self-cleter-~J.ination contained tha concent of free determination for it 

reacl_ as folloHs: "right freely to determine their political, ec:momic, social 

anrl. cultural etatus" • 'rhe point to lie rlectrl e-'l ~-ras 1:hether that :phrase 

corresponded_ to the En:3lish tern "self- ;_ete:rmination" or to "free determim>.tion". 

In ony case, the word1ng su~gested by the rc~reeent~tive of Lebanon appeared 

:preferable. 

Mr. JEVTh":NOV'IC (Yuc,oslavio.) had_ no objection to the Lebanese 

representative 1 s suggeetion seeing thst the idea expressed in his mm draft 

resolut:ton wae retainc(. 

Mr. VI\LEITZUELil. (Chile) asked ::'or a sepa-rate vote on the last -part of 

the ,irA.ft rer:tolution ree_,lj.n~ "of the :people to Hhich he belongs". If a(1o:pted 

those vords vould mean ger.eretlly a limi t:~tion of the right of -peoples to self­

<ietcrmin"ltiorl :md a neg:3.t1on of the prj_n,:iple of international solidarity. 

More ccm 0 :·etc l:v, accovnt must be taken of the ::1ctual oi tt:ation jn m11ny countries 

~·:-hc::e covci-P!C,llts om, :ht to cle;')ri ve of' .their ric;hts rcrt~\1:..1 host1 1e e le,-;cer.ts of 

nuch o~rsons, unc..er the YugosL:\- ·L-eft 

resolutioa, ucu'"'__cl f:ln L thcn;.:H~lves clenie :_ the r}.t;ht of self-cletc,-,,:LnaV_c:l. 

IJ!r·. CHCNG Pi\CN:'J} (Chin::') nskcd Hhcthcr the Yugosle.v draft reGolut:ion 

if r:Jiio:pte·:;,, v7culr;_ for;:1 a fe: -.:. th paref_Sl'Etnh to be acld.ec1 to the three paragraphs 

already a.lo:pted. or a separate a:rtir:le. 
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Mr. JEVREM07IC (Yugoslavia ) sugg~t:rted that, as 1 t had done. in the 

case of the Chilean draft resolution; t~a Commission s~ould first decide wheth~r 

to adopt the text and then where to ins~rt it. 

The Cl:ADWAN put to the vote tho first J?art of the Y __ ::;slav proposal: 

"The right of peoples to aelf.;.determination includes the right- of every person 

to participate in any aotion intended to ~nsura or maint.a1n t..'le free exercise 

of that rig..1.t". 

A vote w.e taken' bz roll-call. 

In favo\ll": Chile, Egypt, Lebanon, Pakistan, Uruguay, Yugoala:\ia. 

· ~1neit: Australia., Belgium, Greece, Sveden, United Kin(3dom of 

Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of 

America. 

Absta.:J.nins: China, France, India, Poland, '&'kra.inian SoTiet Socialist 

Republic, t1n1on of Soviot Socialist Republics. 

The Yugoela"t draft resolution vas not adonted, 6 votes being ca.Qt 

J.n fal'our and 6 as<:inst, with 6 abstent:tona. 

Mr. JEVREMOVIC. (Yugoala.r!a) kssnly regretted the position taken by the 

Com:ntias1on. Re c1.1d not believe that the exercise of' the ;right of' peoples to 

e~lf-deter.mination oould be ensured unless every individual waa entitled to 
-~. ~ ~ 

e:xerciee it. ~eent historical events proved ~hat. Those nations vhich had 

coma under the yoke of Hitler knew how impo~~nt it was to recognize every 

:pereon 1a right to :participate 1n. action to libe~ate the count:;:.,. Y'1goslavia. 

had paid for the exercise of that right by the sacrifice of 1,700,000 hUttan 

lives. 

AZMI Bey (EBYI>t) asked the Cha.il:.:..1.n whether the Commies ion had to 
·>a; ' 

decide on the whole of the art~cle to be included in the d.ra.ft covenants before 

going on to consider the drafting of rccon::m:ond.a_tione co11cerning international 

respect of the right of peoPles to self .. d.Ertermination. . . ~~ -

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) obrJerved. that the 

question was settled, ae the USSR and Chil~ draft r~eolutiona had ~een adopt$d 

/in turn 
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in turn and the Commi3e1on had then decided to eomhine them to form a single 

articlq. Ae the Chilean draft resoluM.on '\o:'afs not ~ amendment to t..'1e USSR 
I 

draft resolution, there was no point in voting on th~ article as a whole. 

1-tr. CHENG PAONAN (China) said that, though his dolesation had voted 

for the USSR draft r~solution and against the Chil~an draft resolution, it 

would. like an opportunity of voting on tho article as a whole. 

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) also ~'anted a vot~ taken on the article as a whole. 

!¥T.r. BORAT' ... 'NSKI (Poland) thought the discussion -was unnecessary and 

aGkad the Chairman to close the debate on the question. 

Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United Sta.teu of America) felt that, as the two 

draft rAGolut1ona had been combined in a single text, the Commission had before 

it a now tqxt which it should vot~ on as a whole • 

.. V.r. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist B~publics) objected to any 

attempt to distort the meaning of the rules of procedure. The new article 

consisted of two parts on which the Co~ission had voted in turn and had than 

decided to unite them in one. Had the Commission decided against that unifica­

tion, the two texte vould etill have rf!!ta.bed their irr.porvance. In voting on 

the article as a whol~, therefore, the Commission could not now decide to 

reject it and the question of the relati~e position of the two texts had already 

been settled by the Commission. 

Mr. AZKOUL (Leba..11.on) pointed out that the rules of procedure of the 

functiona~ e.onmissions of th~ EconoJT.ic ancl Social Council referred only to 

proposals and amendments. There uas no ~?ovieion compellfng the Commission to 

vote on the articlt;~ as a whole, but in the case of doc'UIIl.enta such as conventicL~ 

and covenants, the no~l practice was to vot~ on each of the articles as a 

whole. The Commission might decicle in the present case to proceed 1n that 

ll'Jllmer. 

jM?a.. ROOSEVELT 
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Mre. TIOOSEV:IELT (United Sta.tes of Ame-rica) urged the Coli!l'.ission to 

d.ec!cie to vote on the article as a. whole becaus-e in. her view the inclusion of 

the Chilean resolution night alter the position of some d.elegat:l..ona Which had. 

voted. for the USSR resolution. 

Mr. NISOT (Belgimn) form9.lly :moved. that the Commission decide to vote 

on the article to be included. in the covcn~nt ~s a whole. 

~~. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) aaked. the Chairman 

to rule tho Belgian repr~sentative 'a proposal out of ord.er. Some representatives 

were obviously seeking to force another ;ote on a question ~~ich had already 

been settled.; that waa an irregv~ar ~roc6dure and. he asked the Commission not 

to follow such a course. 

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) auggaetcd. that the Co!lllllission d.ecid.e wh~ther 

or not it ~~s neeessary to vote on the article as a whole. 

The CHA~~ said. the Commission first had. to d.ecid.e whether the 

Belgian re-presentative' a motion w.s in order. Consequently 1 he would. put to 

the vote the Lebanese and then tho USSR proposal. 

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked that his 

motion be given priority over that of Lebanon. 

!vlr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) withd.rev his 11roposal, 

The CHA~t~ put to the vot~ the Soviet proposal to the effect that 

the Belgian repreaentativete motion was out of order. 
The USSR -nro-ooen.l. was ad.oYJt;;1._:h;c_q votes to 8, "i-rith 1 abstention. 

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) rqoved that the meeting be adjourned wen the 

Commission had. dacid.ed. on the deadline for the submission of draft resolutions 

on the recomme~tians concerning international res~ect of tho right of peoples 

to Belf-deter.Gination. 
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The CITAIRMAJ'r, aft0r oonahlting the members of the Co:n::misoion, aak~d 

it to vote for Wed . .''lesiay, 23 April at 12.30 p.m. a.s a deadline for the 

submission of draft resolutions. 

1)1e l?.l:C?.:2.~L was rt'.1ected by 4 'Votes to 2, 'lvith 2 ai:!JGI.:mtione. 

The C.HAIRMA..lll called for a vo0e to fix 22 April at 5,30 p.m. as the 

deadline. 

The proposal was adopted bi 8 votos to 2, with 1 abstentions. 

IJ:;he CHAI:Rlv:AN n:ade it clear that amendments to draft resolutions could 

be subm.i ttcd even after tr..a t date . 

The meeting rose at 5.20 p.m. 

'24/4 p.m. 




