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Mre. RCOSEVELT (United States of America) withdrew the revised United
States draft resolution (E/CN.4/L.32/Rev.l) because it was incompetible with the
Indian draft resolution (Z/CW.L/L.26/Rev.l) which the Commission had adopted at the

previous meeting.

Mr. CASSIN (France)thought that part IT of the revised French dreft
resolution (E/CHN.4/L.34/Rev.l) was not incoumpatible with the resolution adopted, as
it simply recommended studies which could be regarded as supplementary to any
action taken., The Commission should decide whother part I was incompatible or

not.

Jvir . BORATYNSKT
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Y. BORATYISIT (Toland) soid thot not only vart I of the crevotive

part, bvt aleo pore I3 of the Frepch dvo 7t recoluticn wes corteinly dincompatible
with the rosclution rdopted, booovse Ty adewting the Indisn dvsft reoolution

the Comradicslon had decided th chould he tewen, whorens the
Frﬂﬁch drart resnlution recocuwindsd tuat errisin acvects of the riskt of zelf-
determiration chonld o atedlcd redh r ther thst sny 2cticn chould be token.
Furthermore, the reprensntative of UNBSCU rod expleined that i7 the Fronch drelt

rezolution were adopted by the Generel fAuoembly et 1ts veventh ceseion, the

UNESCG General Conference would be cble o discuus 1t only in 1
Fyranch proposal weg therefors vantamount to on elffort to delsay 21l zotion with
regerd to the ri~ht to urlf-determingtion, vwheresa the Cormmivolion hod already

decided thet 1 chould he tnlen.

Mr, MOROZCOV (Union of Srviet Suciallut Republics) said that the French
draft rhnolution ghould not he woted unon 211 the issues had teon zettled b
e J

the cdoption of the Incion dyait rooolution. The French drslt regclution celled

for studics to dhe made on the nntvve, contont and lers
self-determinction, but obvionsly th: ruwbers of the Commiscion who hed voted
Tor the Indisn dyreft resolution muct hove ruown whoet that right woo vhen they

ion with it. To vot=z on

hed voted that ceortein sction 2hould he token in conne
the French draft resolution would be 2 virtuel rdmisnion thnat the Commission had

not imown what it had been voting about.

Mrz. ROOSTVELT (United Statos of Amevica) withdrew the United Statcs
endment (E/CN,L/T,L%) %o the Tipyption amsndment (5/CH.4/L.39) to the TFrench

draft resolution (E/CH,4/L,3L/Rav.1).

AZET Bey (Fgyot) soid thot pert T of the French draft resolution wois

certainly incompetible with the drafi resolution adonted,

Ve, JEVREMOVIZ (Yuroulavia) ecked For n separste voie on the lavt
paragraph of the nreamble end on eorch of the three waranrorhe of the onerative
8 g . 2 ! T

part of the French drnlt reseolution.

[lir, CASSIN
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My, CA3SIN (France) withdrow voyt T of the Fronch drefd ropolution
and the ~renpble, with the ercepifon of the lost parcgroph, and zunported the
Yugoslev ropresentative's reaucst f2r a vote by varts.
Ve, MATTA (Tndin) onid thot 30 7 parasravh of the nrearble
meant thet effective ware ~ndl means of cnuring upniversosl roopset for ozll-

determination conld nct bhe recomucornded until o clear ides

cveveiaing that right hod been cbtelned, 1t

thet had been adonted

ané manncr. of ¢

q

with the Indlan rropooal

Mr., CLO8TH (France) maintained that part II of
incompatible, 2o the Irteynotionel Lew Comrifocion could
other questionr, the lemnl procedvres beot adapted 10 carr

recormended in the resolutlon alreaty ndopted,

HrTIRE

The CHAIRMAN saidé that the question whether the

should be put to the vote could te setilrd under rule 61,
the rules of wvrocedure.

Mr, AZFOUL (TLebanon), erplaining his vote, celd
colutdon and the
to thinkk that

Lelopation belie

contradiction hretween the TFrench 4
Tt wonld he

4
e %l
apoura
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3
sdditlion to the m
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.

Commisasion hed adopt

hsusted a8ll -
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aspects of the vproblem,
mea

recormenioed could he upelully made in

the resolution zdonted,

of th» noture, content

woo clearly incouwnatible

by the Commission,

his proposal wad not

cefully study, omong
ying out the pleblscitesn
Frepch draft resolution
second paragronh, of
that he zaw no

reeolution the
tae latter had exz-
ved that the gtudies

curcs recommended in

Tt vao docided, by 2 votes to 3, with 5 sbstentions, that the Irench
draft recolntion should be nut to the vote.

clavie) explained thzt he h

Yo vote for part 1I,

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yug

because his delegation wished reragsy

fully understood the concept of a people and its relation

a

nation and the C+ate, study of the national gquestion in

be valuadle.

ad voted in Leovour

ansh 3, A£lthourh
to the conceptc of the
aeneral by UNESCO would

1,

ne

/Vr. KYROU
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lir. KYROU (Gresce) susgested that the difficulty in thz remeining
paragraph of the preamble to which the Indian representative had drawn
attertion mirht be overcome by suvbstituting the words "promoted by" for
the words "recommsnded only to the extent to which” and by deleting the
words "has previously been establicshed”,

Mr. CASSIN (Franoe) acceptad that amsndment.

The remaining paracraph of the presmble, as anended, was. adopted

Coi +

by 9 votes to 4, with 5 abstent ons.

Mrs. MEATA (India) asked thet the three sub-parasraphs of
paragraph 1 of the operative tort should be pul to the vote scparately.

Sub-pera;ranh (2) of paregrerh 1 of the operative part was

rejected by 7 votes to 6, with 5 sbstentions.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebancn) observed that the rejection of sub-paragraph (z)
entailed the rejection of the other sub-parsgraphs, as, 1f the International
Law Commission was not to study the right of self-determinaticn, it could

not study its relation to other concepts of international law,

Mr. CASSIN (France) agreed. He did not wish to see the French
draft resolution (E/CN.4/L.34/Rev.1l) zdopted in a mutilated form and so

withdrew it,

Mr., WHITLAM (Australia), explaining his vote on the French draft
resolution, said that his delegation was conscious that further study
would be required to establish & clear iden of the nature, content and
manner of exercising the right of self-deterninsticn and hed hopéd'that
the Comuission would recommend the Economic and Social Council to undertake

it.

/The CHAIRMAN
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The CHATRMAN drew attention to the tio Labenees dralv resclutionag
(3/C1.%/1. 50/Rev, 1 and T/CHLL/T.01),

operntive part micht more correctly read: "Recommends the Tconomic and Social

D

=

n the Tirgt <the beginning ol the

Council to request the Genmeral Ascenbly...".

Mr. AZKOUL (Lcbancn) accentied that cmendment,

The first Lebanece dra’t regolubion (3/CHLW/T,L0/Rev.1), g emended,

was adopted by 11 voteg to 4, with 3 <)“fen§@9nﬁa

The second Lehanese draft resclution (B/CILL/T. ML) =23 not
ogﬁed 5 votes beine cast in fov S azeinst, with £ rbsieations,

Mr, AZXOUL (Lebanon) seid thot his delegation did not believe that
the dralt resclution adopted ot the pr evﬁOL” mesting exhausted 2ll means of
scocuring International respect for the celf-determination of peoples and that

"

other methods would certoln te recomnrended by other orgens He regretted that

"1

the second Lebenese (raft resolution hod miled to cbtain acceptance.

Mr. CASSIN (TFrance) was frankly pescimistic with rcgard to the

consequences of the votecsg teken at the vrevious ecnd at the current meeting.
The draft article (B/CH.4/663) adopted by the Commission for inclusion in the
covenante had seemsd equiteble in that 1t affected all countries, but the
rcsolutions Just adopted were obviously discrininatory. The Commigsion on

tman Rights worked for all countries; 1ts decisions should be taken with all
epochs and circumstances in mind and chould not be dlsturbed by contemporsry
occurrences, e ot accept the Commicsion's decision that more evhaustive
studles should not he ﬁade, but he ventured vo wonder vhether everyone nzd such

a clear idea of the problems involved that no further enlightenment was needed.

JDRATT
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DRAFT INTERWATTIONAL CCVENANIE Cif HUMAN RICHTS AKD MEAGURES OF IMPLEMENTATION
(A/L.100, A/L.101, A/L.1C2, A/L,103, A/L.1Ck, A/L,105, A/1.106; A/2112;
E/CN.4 /557, EJCN.L /516, B/CH.U/04s; T/1592, £/1992 /Add.1; B/CN.4/6L43;
A/C.3/L.191/Rev.2, 4/C.3/L.191/Rev.3, 4,/C.3/2.193, 4/C.3/L.195/Rev.2,
A/C.3/L.196, AJC.3/L.195/Rov.2, 4/C.3/7.198/Rev.2; B/CN.%/515, E/CN.4/515/Add.1,
E/CN.4/515/0dd.2,8/00.4 /515 /add .2 /Corr.1, B/CK.4/515/Add .2, E/CI.L /515 /Add b,
E/CN,4/515/Add .5,8/CH.4 /515 /Add .6, E/CN 4 /515 /Add .6 /Corr.1, E/CH.4/515/44d.7,
E/CN.4/515/rd4.8, E/CN.4/515/4d4.9, B/CI.4/515/Aad .10, B/CN . /515/0d4 .11,
E/CN.A/515/Add.12; E/CN.4/515/h4d .13, B/CN.L4/515/Ad4 .14, B/CH.4/515/A44.15,
5/ON.}4 /515 /Add .15 /Corr.1, E/CH.L/515/Add 16, E/CN.4/515/4dd .17, B/CN.4/515/Add .18,
E/CN.4 /552, E/CN.4/054, E/CE .4 /654 /Add .1, E/CH.4/65k /Add .2, E/CN.4/65k/Add .3,
E/CN.4 /654 /aad b, E/CN .4 /65k /ada.5, B/CN.4 /654 /Add .6, B/C1T.4/655,
E/CN.L/655/8dd.1, E/CN 4 /655/5d4 .2, E/CN.L/655/add.3, B/CI.4/655 /aad b,

E/CN.L /658, E/CN.4/526, E/CW.:/528/Ad4.1, E/CN.L/528/Add .1 /Corr.1, E/CN.4 /650,
E/ON.L /530, E/CN.4/530/Add.1, L/CK.A/551; E/1721; AJCONF.2/2); E/CH.4/364 /Rev.1,
E/CN.4 /590, E/CN.4/590/Add .1, k. W.L/550/6dd .2, E/CH.4 /523, E/CN.b/532,

E/CN.k /524, E/CN.4/554, E/Ci.L/550, E/CN.4/5C0, E/CN.4/651)

The CHAIRMAN invited the Commission to begin 1te consideration of
the draft intermational covercnits on human rights and measures of implementation,
an agsigniiont of unprecedontiad proporticns., He drew attention to resolution
415 (S-1) of the Eccnomic and Social Council (E/CN.4/657) transmitting the
relevant resolutions of tho General Aseembly to the Commission and requssting
it to comp leto and submit to the fourteenth sesslon of the Councll two draft
internatiOﬁal covenants on human rights based on the Indlcations given by the
General Assembly. He also reviewed a memorandum (E/CN.4/643) prerared by the
Secretariat summarizing the resolutione of the Economlc and Soclal Council and
the General Aggembly in connexlon with the draft Intermatlonal covenant on
huran righte and indicating the relevant documentation on six essentlial aspects
of the drafting. In addition, the Cormilssion should include in the documentation
before 1t the ssction of the report of the fourth session of the Sub-Commisslon
on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities (E/CN.L/641 and
E/CN.4/641/Corr.1) containing the Sub-Commission's suggestions for material

to be included in the covenant.

[Mr . MOROZOV
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Mr, MOROZOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that the
Commission would be well advised at that initlal stage to conslder the purely
technical problem of organizing itz work.

The Commisslon was now Instructsd by the Genoral rssembly to draft
two covenants on human rights rather then ono. While the resolutions of the
General Assembly wers binding upon the Commilssion, he believed that the
Commission could however appropriately conflrm its preference for a single
covenant in submitting 1ts drafits of the two covenants as requested by the
General Assembly. At a later stage the USSR delegatlon would present a formal
proprosal along those lines.

- In complying with the mandate of the Genersl Asscmbly, the Commission
would be 111 advised in the preliminary stages of its work to draw a clear-cut
line of demarcation botween the two covenants. As many provisions had not
yet been decided in final form, the best procedure would be to prepare all of
the articles to be Included in the covenante and then at a later stags to
decide whether each article should go In one or both of the covenants. As the
Commission!e work wes based on parts II and III of the draft covenant giving
fundamental formulations of specific rights, the Commission should complete
its work on the political ard civil rights and on tie economic, soclal and
cultursl rights. Thereafter it could turn to parts IV and V on measures of
implementation and to the preamble and the cconcluding sections which would be
failrly similar for both covenants,

The USSR delegation preferred to have the Commission continue the
work it had left off at 1ts preceding session and resume 1ts consideration of
part IIT on economic, soclal and culturel rights., It would not, however,
objJect to starting with part II on civil and political rights and then
Procesding to part III.

He stressed the necesslity for adopting a declsion of principle to
deal with the substance of the provisions of parts II and TII before deciding
in which covenant those provisions were to be placed.

/His procedural
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His procedural intervention should not be interpreted to mean that
the USSR delegation had altecred its consistent position that one covenant on
human rights was preferable to two,

He further called upon iie Commission to establish a time limit for
the submission of proposals for new articles and Tundamental amendments to
existing texts.

Mrs, ROOSEVELT (United States of America) agreed with the repre-
sentative of the USSR that the Coumission was under an obligation to ccmply
with the deecision of the General .\ssembly and prepare two covenants on
human rights. The Commission wculd then be perfectly in order if 1t

- expressed its preference for a single covenent to the General Assembly,

She felt, hcwsver, thet the USSR representative had unduly
emphasized the difficulties which might crise in connexion with parts II
~and III, Civil and pelitical.zights were already separated from the
economic, social and cultural rights in the draft. .

- She agreed that it would be adviseble to begin with parts II and
III and preferred to. cansider paxt III. {irst because the Commission had
devebed Jess attention to it than to part II.. She did not, however,
consider economic, social, and cultural rights as the basis for civil and
. political rights.  1In the final analysis, however, both parts were equally
important, - y o : _

She agreed that a time limit for the submission of proposals and
amendments -would be desirable and.suggested thet the Commission might leave
it to the Chairman to. make a specific. proposal on-the subject.

Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) agreed that prior attention should be given
to parts II and III, and that time limits for the submission of new,artiq;es
and basic amendments- should .be fixed without, undue delay. ..

The  Commission had an-irmense -task.to perform in a very limited time,
IT the various delegations agreed, it would be advisable for the Commission to

sit as two committees of the whole, working simultaneously on both covenants,

/M. WHITLAM
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Mr, WHITLAM (Australia), Mrs. MEHTA (India), Mr. NISOT (Belgium)
and Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) said that it would be difficult, if not
impossible, for their delegations to supply representatives for two committees

of the whole sitting simultancously.

Mr. CASSIN (France) said that the procedure suggested by the USSR
representative was not the only vposzible one. The whole subject of measures of
implermentation was both extremely difficult and relatively urntouched by the
Commission, and he feared that if i1t were left until later it might not
recelve the time and attention it deserved, The Commission night begin working
on parts I, IT and III, but should either reserve one day a week for the
oconsideration of measures of implementation or set up a Sub-Committee to begin

preparatory work on that subject at once.

Mr, NISOT (Belgium) thought that parallel consideration of the
covenants and of measures of implementstion was impossible; the latter could

not be drafted until the Commission knew precisely what there was to implement.

My, AZKOUL (Lebanon) remsrked that, while parts I, IT and IIT of the
covenant were in different stages of drafting, there was other materiel, such as
the federal state article, the articles on petitions and reservations, and most
of the measures of implementation on which the Commission had not as yet
reached a decisiorn, He'suggested that, if the Commission wished to be able to
Isubmit both covenants to the seventh session of the General Assembly, it might
be more prudent to begin by working on the new material and to use whatever time

was left to improve old texts.
Mr, WHITLAM (Australia) and Mrs, PEFTA (Indla) felt that parts II and

III should be considered first, beginning with part II which required least
revision and could be completed relatively quickly.

/Mr. HOARE
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Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) agreed with previous speakers that it

would be difficult for the Commission to sit as two committees of the whole.
- He also agreed with the USSR representative that, alter complying

with the General Assembly's ing vuctions and drafbing two separeste ccvenants,
the Commission would be frec to make whatever recommendations it wished with
regard to the final form of those textls.

Like a number of other membors, he thought that the Coumission
esolution 384 (XIII) the Econcmic and

Social Council had actually reguested ihe Commissicn to proceed with
T

should first teke up part IT; in its

121

b} H

"in particular, the revisjon of the firsy eighteen articles", a request
which had not been set aside by eny asction of the General Assembly. The
Commiission was therefore in duty tound to examine part IT of the covenant
first.

Without in any way esteblishing an invidious distinction between
the two covenants, he felt that it would be advisable to prepare first the
whole covenant on civil and political human rights, since it would then be
clearer whet material should go inte th¢ covenent on econcmic, social and

cwltural rights and to what extent rny of the gencral provicions decided on for
the covenznt on cgvhl end political rights would te apiropriate for that other
covenant.,

The CHAIRMAN remarked that the Commission would have to decide
between the Lebanese representcoivels suggestion that it should begin with
the new material and the propcsal that it should begin with parts II and III.
If the latter proposal was accepted, it would be necessary to decide whether

part II or part III should be taken up first.

The meeting rose at 1.10 p m.,






