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RECOMNENDi~TIOim COHCEHIIING II~TERlilr\.:I.'lOrJAI, P:::3PECT FOR 'lEJ!:: SEI.F ·DETER2-IT.I·J.A.TION OF 

PEOPLES (A/1.102, A/L.l06, A/21J2, E/CN.h/6~'(, E/CN .4/516, E/CH .4/6iJ.9, E/CIL4/662, 

E jcH. 4/663, -:i/CN .lJ./664, '.!~/ ':;i'J. 4/L.32 /IIev .1, F./ C'!'T .4 /L .32/Rev .1/Corr .. l, F.:/ C}T .4 /L.33, 

E/cN.4/L.34/Rev.l, E/CUJ~/L.:15 1 E/Cl:.;r/L:'~?, E/Ciif)~lr~.jB, E(CN.4/'!...39: 

E/CN .4/L .40/Bev .1, E/CN .l~/L.41, E/CI-J .lt/L.44) (concluded) 

Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United States of Arr;erica) w·ithdrm• the revised United 

States draft resolut1on (E/CN.4/L.32/Rev.l) because it was incompatible with t.he 

Indian draft resalution (E/CN .4/L .26/Hev .1) which the Commission had adopt'Jd at the 

p:::-evi·:ms meeting. 

Ivir. CASSIN (France )thought that part II of the revised French draft 

resolution (E/CH .4/L.34/Rev .1) was not incomratible w·ith the resolution adopted, as 

it simply reco:rrr:1ended studies whic,h c~mld be regarded as supplementary to any 

action taken. Tl:e Corrmission should decide whether part I was incompatible or 

not. 

/i.-fr • BORA 'Y.!NSKI 
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:;_•c::;o} u t:i on were r:rlontcrl "h;y th:'~ Q,_,n•::'rs J.. t,:J ~:cr>fD2.y e t it::.> :J2YC.'ntt r~e.:;cion, the 

UT~3CO Ge~er~l Cc~ferenne wouJ~ be chle ta dism~~G it only in 1);4. The 

rq::B:rd. to the ri:~ht to w:1f-i·~terr,inat:ion, whcree.3 the Com."'ll::c;:ion J:C'd. elread.y 

d.ecicted th~t nct:l.on choul~l br> t~l:en. 

Nr. !·~JRC·ZCV (u11~~m:: 01.' S 7:i et f~t_.cinJ.:l.:·-t ~k-pu':>lico) :::nid that tbe French 

draft resolut:lrn sh<)1.1lr" not h: ·rr.t::-:1 u::o:; r,; r:11 the in::;ues had 1:ec-n :::ettled by 

the Pdo-ption of the II•c~::-;n e.r,:/t l'';Wlutjc;·'. T::.-1(' French dr::,:O:'t rcuolution cr!lled 

for stucl.ier~ to "t>o l'T' .. ndc Oll t!F: :nt~ 1 l'C:, cc•:-/c:nt ::nd lr:~t·l co-pc:ctu oi' the rJ.r.~:'lt to 

sel:f'-determi<;~·.tion, b1J.t n1)v:i.O'l::>l;;· ".:;r: I".'::tr}·:-"r8 o.t' the Cn:mrn:!.n;:lon -vrho hnd votec1 

the French d.rnft :resolut:lon -vmulcl 1x· r:: virtur:l ~ 2.mis8:t0n tivJ.t the Gor:1'ni::;cion }',_gd. 

v.,.,,:. n\onJ,··_J,~.','"--'~1.'1' (TuT~.-ttr>d C:t.•_ .• ,·t,,_,-, o-~ t,~,e~·'f'Po) 'T~tt-:fl.,-.pu tile ,,,,."t+-~r' c•t,,-1-~~ J.V~....,. .L\ v .... - . J,J- ...... - .. ..... ~..!.. ..... u. .... .l,....,~ I.).. .l...A..,;..::..... \ .. ) ... .!.. L•!...~ ... t '·' 0 '.;._...~) 

amendment CE/Cr7.l+/T".l!!t-) to the ];C~"~ltlon nrrr::nd:n.ent (:sjcr;.1~/J~.39) to tL-; French 

draft reGolut:ion (J~/CI'T.4/L.31</R:;v.l), 

t,zr.;:r 3ey (F.cy:Jt) sr: ::.a.. th:-., t :pr'rt I ol the F'rr-;nch drc:ft rc::;olution vTG.Li 

certainly incon;rr.:tiblc w! th the d.:..·Bft reGolut:l on ado·nted. 

,. 
J.v ... r • 

:part of tlle Fre:~ch d.rn.rt recol'l t~ ·Jn. 
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a1:d ;_~v:Jrorterl the 

l"' /f"J·' S!, • ',' c{:_· ~.T_,_ '.':''· .f\ ( 1· •· c"" .•L .~ \ ' ' r"' ,· ,! t- '! . .., ' . t ' . ·- -· ·.- -·· ....... (•,) "'·'· 0 •..• Jc, '. 

determin"lt:i.on could nc·~ oC' r;'SOJY.uncr.rJ.cd. 1~ntil r' clenr irlea of' th: n,-~.b;:·e, content 

I1r. c;Y,SIIT (?rgnce) n:.D.intninc:c. tl:at part II of h:ln prororml vm.3 not 

inccmpatlble, eo th<? I' teTrn tiorw.l. TJew Co:::..r:~ uc::lon cculc1 ucc.Cnlly stud;:;", cmonc 

other queJtionc, the 1~.-:-.::1 p::.~ncec.l..lTCC l:e.:tt ecl2pted to Ct:J.r17ine; ot~t the: plebiGci tPD 

The CY.t!:.IPJ'.11\JI s1.:i.d t:1n.t the quc.:t:ion whether the French draft resolution 

ohould be put to the Y:)te could be settl.,.·d und?.r rule' 61, second poracr[r)h, of 

the rules of ·pr:)cedul'e. 

~.-1 .... , ',r>J:r"JUL (T .0"'110r\ nr-v)l"inl'no y,.;.., vo+-n, 1.u.. J-~l-1 .... \. ,.._J(;'-'l ... 1; 1 -...... t ..... ~.t.t.:.-u.r.J...L'- v ..... Geid t:bat he cmv no 

contraiiction ~etv.-ocn tho FreDell :~:.'c.ft rccolvtion oni the resolution the 

Commis':Jion ho.d. nrlo;;:,tc'l.. It i-rould. be abrYl1T'l to th:tnlc that the latter hai e:~-

hausted. all aspects of the problem. ITir; d.clc-r::·:ttion believed. that the ctudieD 

the re::.>olution r2 clopteJ.. 

]:t ..:.::0..'2. clzE~!:1cd., by 2. yoteG to 3: w5.th 5 :::bstentio:l.D 1 tho.t the French 

draft re'~ol,ltion cho·:J.J.cl. be unt to the vote. _ .... _,, ________________ _ 
Mr. J:SVREMOVIC (Y,~L~ocla-rie) e:>~la1ned that he had voted in i'avour 

because his delcrsotio:n wished. to vot.-c for port II, rc.ragrn~)h 3. l'lth0uch :he 

:fully under3toocl the concept of a people ond i i:.s relation to the ccncE:pt::; of the 

nation and the 8t,ate, o otudy o:f.' the n.<tt:l.onnl questicm :tn ::::,r:ncral by u:rmsco would. 

he valuable. 

/ll;r. K"iROU 
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I•Ir. IG.'"FOU ( Gre2ce) su,ccge::;ted tl1e.t tto dHficulty in th3 remaining 

paragraph of tho pre.~:uble t0 'Khich the Indian re·p:c-csc:;nt'ltivo had drmm 

atter..tion mi~r.t be ovr::rcome ·by Sl..~':lstitutinc; t~1e word.:; "promoteC'. by" for 

the words "recomrr.:~nded only to the extent to i·l~1ich" and by deleting the 

words "has previously been established''. 

Hr. C/\S3IN (Frcmcc) acc~::pt~:;d that a:nondn:cnt. 

The__E.P~.nint:; par~~:J:e of .~0.':_.E':£.~:n"!;le ··~~nde_:!z was. adopted 

by 9 votes tu 4...! Hi th S o.b'C_>en!_; -~"s. 

Mr::;. f'lEIT.rA (India.) asked tto.t -!:"he t':rec sub-pan.:_;rn:phs of 

paragraph l of the operative r -,:-tt shoulC! be put to the vot8 separately. 

oporati~e part was 

H:~. /'.ZKOlJL (Lebe.non) observed th~!.t the rejection of sub-paragraph (a) 

entailed the rejection of the other sub-pare3raphs, as, if the International 

Law Com:nission '.Vas not to study the right of self-determination, it could 

not study its relation to other concepts of international lm·T. 

M.t>. CASSIN (France) agree~. He did not wish to see the French 

draft resolution (E/CN.4/L.34/Rev .1) adopted in a mutilated form and so 

withdrew it. 

Mr. 1.-JTIITL'\.1>1 (Australia), explainin:::; his vote on the French draft 

resolution, said that his delegation was conscious that further study 

would be required to establish c, clear ider, of the nature, content and 

manner of eJ:ercisint; tho rit;ht of self-deter:nination and had hoped that 

the Cou:,w.ission would reccw:v:md th~.:l Economic and .Social Council to undertake 

it. 

/The CHJ\.IRNAN 
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The C:rtAIRJ';IAN d.re"<t attention to the t1ro L·~br:..Jcc::- clr:-;ft l'csob.t::.r;nG 

(:c;j':j~T.4/LhO/Rc-v.1 ar:i ::~/CTT.4/Ll;.l). In the f:trct the ber,:tnnint~ of the 

o·:Jern.ti ve pnrt mieht rrore cor:rcctly reac:: 11 Bc,;coL1Iilends the Econoro.ic ancl Docie.l 

Council to requect the Gcner:-11 A.sneml:ll;,-·,. , 11
, 

The firct LE~~::lt!. :c~22,l~:;~1 .9l2.J.;icrr:..~~.b.~Qi.B.~::-v.l}_: as em:=nded, 

was aclo,:pterl b!...1_1._yote~_o 4 ~i th 3 --~ 1 Jf,!:~l};~.:b.9.:2!::. 

1,he :lecond T~Q[an~ d:r;_r.t':9...lS'.§SL~ 'l.~.2E:.....l.£LQ1L !±fi, .l~l). -;-~.::;.J not 

aclo}2_ted 2 '5 voterJ bein0 <?Q.s>t in ffl!Q:t2-r ar:c'i. ') a[;e.;jJ_lst. with S r·£s":£2~!.ollf?..! 

Hr. AZKOlJT, (Ijcbanon) GDid th;::i; ]·d.u J.elegation d:Id. not believe that 

the draft rcsolu t;:ton cdo!}tc·d. o t u~e previous li.i.ec:tinr:; exhausted e.ll means of 

sccurjng :1.ntern0tional respect for the ;;clf-dcter:mination of :peoplcG and that 

other methods vrould cer-t:-:d r:1y be r:-:cC'r.-u:r'.f'ndcr:. l1y other orgrms. IIe regretted that 

the necond Lebrmese clrai't rcuolutiorl hcrJ. ·~;llcd to obtain acceptance. 

Vi!'. CN3C)J1J (?ranee) vros :'ro.nkly pcncimiot:i.c •~:Ith regard to the 

co:nscqv.enccs of the votes taken at the l'reviouo end. at the current meeting. 

The draft arttcle (:B~/Cl'T. 4/66_.3) actopt.::·d by the Com:mission for inclusion in the 

covenants had. seem_e(l egvi tebJ.e in that it c:ffcct.sd all countrteo, but the 

rcsolut:i.ons just adopt(: d. vrer.:: obviour:ly d.iecrJ.::nino.tory. The Conmiosion on 

H-mm:m Ri c,hts iVOr1:ed :!.:'or all countries; it::; dccis:'Lo:ns should be taken with all 

epochG oni circu!rlotanccc in mind and should not be d.iotu:rebe::".; by contemporery 

occurrences. Ec muot accept the CoTCllliosion' s decision thr~t t1orc- e·;:haustive 

studies should not l)e made, but ::1e ventured- to vronder vhet.her everyone nc:;.d Guch 

a clear id.ea of' the 1)roblerc.s involved that no further enl:i.ghterune·nt was needed. 

/DRflJJ'T 
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(A./L.100, AjL.101, AjL.102, A/1.103, A/L.lCh, A/L.105, AjL.lC6; A/2112; 

E/CN.4/657, E/CH.4j:-)l6, EjCN)~j6!-f9; B/1)92, E/1992/Add..l; E/CN.4j643; 

A/C.3/IJ,191jnev.2, .c\.jC.3/L.l91/Rov.3, A/C.3/L.l93, AjC.3/L.195/Rov.2, 

AjC. 3;'1 .196, A/C. 3/L .196 /Rov .2, -''.fC. 3/!.J .l98/I.~8Y .2; EjCN .4/515, EjCN .4 /515/Aid .. 1, 

EjCN .4/515/Add .2,E/CN .4/515/Ad.d. .2/Corr .1, EjCH .4/515/!l.dc.,:; EjCH .4/515/Add. .4, 

EjCN .4/515/Add .5 ,EjCII .4/515/Afld .6, E/CH .4/51'5/Add. .6/Corr .1, EjCH .4 /515/Ad.d. 7, 

EjCN .4/515/Add.S, EjCN .4/515/Add..9, E/CIT .4/515/Acld.lO, EjCN .h/515j.0.dd.ll, 

E/CN .4 /'515/Add. .12, E/CN .4 /515/Add. .13, E/CN .4/515/Add .14, E/C!·r .4/515/Add. .15, 

EjCN .4/515/Add .15/Corr .1, E/CN .4/515/Acld. .16, E/CIL4/515j:\dd .17, E/CJIT.4/515/Add .18, 

EjCN .4/552, E/CN .4/654, E/CIC4/654/Add .1, E/CH .4/65h/1ldd ,2: EjCN .4/654/Add. 3, 

EjCN .4/654/Add. .4, EjCN .4/654/Ad.d .. 5, EjCH .4/654j.4.dd .6, EjCH .4/655, 

EjCN .4/655/Add .1, E/CN .4/6'35/Adi ,2, EjCN .4/655 /Ac_d. 3, J!-:jCH .4/655/Add )J., 

EjCN .4/658, E/CN .4/528, E/Cl~ .l~/5?8jtl.d1.l,, E/CN .4/528/Add.l/Corr.l, E/CN .4/650, 

E/CN .4/530, E/CN .4/530/Ad;l.l, l~jcr: .4/6')1; E/1721; A/COl'rF .2/21; E/CH .4/364/Rev .1, 

EjCN .4/590, E/CN .4/590/Add .1) b/ 'IL4f'y,ojAd.d .2, E/CH .ll-/523, E/CTJ.4/532, 

E/CN.4/524, E/CN.4/554, E/CiL4j~y;;, E/CN,4j;Co, E/CN.4/66l) 

'l'he CHAIRMAN invited. tiLe Com:n~i::3s:ion to begin its consideration of 

the draft international cove::.Y',nt.s on h1..m:.::m rights o.nd mee1sures of implementation, 

an aosig,:c.ent of unprecedon~ :xl proport1oao. He drew attention to resolution 

415 (S-1) of the Economic an~ Social CoQ~ci1 (E/CN.4/657) transrr~tting the 

relevant resolutio~s of the General Assembly to the Commission and re~uesting 

it to complete and s"L"Cbmit to the fourteenth session of the Cou...""lcil two draft 

international covenants on hu.rran ri@ts "based on the ind.tcations given by the 

General Assembly. He also reviewed a mem.orr:mdum (E/CH.4j643) prer;ared by the 

Secretariat surr~rizing the resolutions of the Economic and Social Council and 

the Ge~eral Assembly in cor~exlon with the draft interP~tio~l covenant on 

hurran rights and ind.icatine the relevant d.ocumentation on six essential aspects 

of the d.rafting. In addition, the Col:li!lission should include in the documentation 

before it the section of the report of the fourth session of the Sub-Commission 

on Prevention of Discr:lmination and Protection of Hinoritieo (E/CN.4j641 and. 

E/CN.4j64l/Corr.1) containing the Sub-Comnission's suggestions for ID9.terial 

to be included in the covenant. 

j1!Ir • HOROZOV 
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Mr. MOHOZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that the 

Commission would be vrell advised at that in:ltia::.. stage to consider the purely 

technical problem of organizinc itJ work. 

The Commission wao nou instruct.scl by the General Pssembly to draft 

two covenants on human rights ra thor thc:J ono. While the resolutions of the 

General Assembly were binding upon the Commission, he believed that tho 

Commission could however appropriately confirm its preference for a sL~gle 

covenant in submitting its drafts of the two covenants as requested by the 

General Assembly. At a later stage the USSR delegation 1muld present a formal 

proposal along those lines. 

In complying with the mandate of the Genere.l Assembly, the Commission 

would be ill advised in the preliminary stages of its work to draw a clear-cut 

line of demarcation between the tw·o 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 tho covenants and then at a later stage to 

decide whether each article should go in one or both of the covenants. As the 

Commission's work was based on parts II and III of the draft covenant giving 

fundamental formulations of specific rights, the Commission should complete 

/ ita work on the political and civil rights and on the economic, social and 

cultural rights. Thereafter it could tum to :parts IT and V on measures of 

implementation and to the preamble and the co~cluding sections which would be 

fairly similar for both covenants. 

The USSR delegation preferred to have the Commission continue the 

work it had left off at its preceding session and resume its consideration of 

part III on economic, social and cultural rights. It would not, however, 

object to starting with part II on civil and political rights and then 

proceeding to part III. 

He stressed the necessity for adopting a decision of principle to 

~eal with the substance of the provisions of parts II and. III 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 altered its consistent position that one cove:1ant on 

hU.':laJ?. rights uas preferable to t\vO. 

He further called upon t!:e Corumission to establish a time limit for 

the submission of proposal3 for new· articles and fu.nd3lllerrtal amendments to 

existing texts. 

Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United States of America) agreed with the repre­

sentative of the USSR tha·c the C()LJJnission -vras under an o'blication to comply 

with the decision of the General .. 'Lssembly ani pre:;_:Jare two co':snants on 

human rights. 1'he Commission wculd then be perfectly in order if it 

expressed its preference fm.· a single covenPn~ to the General Assembly. 

She felt, hcvrever, ·[.l,..o·t. the U::JSR re:;,x~esen·cative had Ul'lduly 

empllasized the difficulties v7h-Lcl:'l might • :::rise in con."lexion with parts II 

and III. Civil and pol.i tic:J..l. 1 ights. we1·e already separated from the . . ' . . ' 

economic, social and cul tu;.;·::::L r::.~~:ts ~.~ the draft. . 

She agreed th;:rt .it -.;.;oulcl be advisc.ble to begin with parts II and 

III ana, pr~ferred to conside1· par·-G III. fir::;t because the Connnission had 

deyoted :}.~~s attention .to i-:t .th1::4'1 to Po,r,'t II.- She did not, however, 

c0-nsider ecqnomic, social,. and cultural rights as the bc.sis for .civil and 

poli:tical rights. In t~1e .fina:L ;;t:nalysi.;;, however, both parts were equally 

important. · 

She agreed that a time limit f<;:>r the ~ubmission of proposals and 

a.m.;;ndments would be desirable and, .. suggested tha.t the COlllii).ission might leave 

it to the Chairman to make ·a ~pec;Lfic proposal on,tlle subject. 

Mr. SANTA. CRUZ· (Chile} agreed ~hat pr.ior attention should be given 

to paJ.~ts II and III, and that time limits for the submission of new, a.r.t~c;~es 

and basic a!!lendments · s)lould :"be f;,L~ed .witl1~1lii, .upc';uE! Q.elay. ,. . 

The Conmdssion had an·inmense ·t'f:l,sk .. to perform in a very. limited time. 

If the various delegations agreed, itwoul;d 'Qe.aQ.visable fo~ the. Commission to 

sit as two comni ttee s of the whole, worldng simultaneously on both covenants • 

/lvtr. WHITLAM 
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Hr. 1-JHITLl':.M (Australia), Mrs. HEHTA (India), Y.il". NISO'l' (3Glc;iu.:E) 

and 1·11". JEVREHOVIC (Yugoslavia) said that it vould be difficult, if not. 

impossible, for their delegr.::tions to supply re:p:rescntati ves for tvro committees 

of the whole sitting simultnncously. 

Hr. CASSTI~ (France) said that the procedure sugc;ested by the USSR 

repre~entative was not the only possible one. The whole subject of measures of 

imple~entation was both extremely difficult and relatively untouched by the 

Commission, and he feared that if it vo:re left tmtil later it might not 

receive the time and attention it dese:·Yecl. The Commissio:l rr,.ight begin working 

on parts I, II and III, but should either reserve one day a 1·ieek for the 

consideration of neasures of :i.raple.11ent::1tion or set up a Gub -Cc!Jllli ttee to begin 

preparatory work on that subject at once. 

l4r. NISOT (BzlgiU!n) t:1ought that parallel consideration of the 

covenants and of measures of implel::ent'ltion was impossible; the latter could 

not be drafted until the Commission lmevr precisely wlmt there was to implement. 

rvrr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) remarked that, while parts I, II and III of the 

covenant were in different stages of draftine, there was other material, such as 

the federal state article, the articles on petitions and reGerva.tions, and most 

of the measures of implementation on which the Commission had not as yet 

reached a decision. He suggested that, if the Commission wished to be able to 

submit both covenants to the seventh session of the General Assembly, it might 

be more prudent to begin by -vrorking on the new material and to use whatever time 

was left to improve old texts. 

Mr. WHITLAM (Aust:calia) and l{rs. rE7T::I. (India) felt that parts II and 

III should be considered first, beginnillG with part II which required least 

revision and could be completed relatively quickly. 

/~11". HOARE 
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1c]r. HOAFZ (United Kingdo":1) agreed lrith :prc;vious s:r;eru:2rs t::G.t it 

would be difficult for t::1e Ccm.mission to sit as hro com:m.:Ltteeo of the lvhole. 

Eo also ac;reed vrith t:,e US:J:"\. rcprcsc:1tativc t:1at, after complying 

>vith the General Assembly's ir.G Ll:::tions 8l1l d:raftin13 two sepsi·ate covenants, 

the Couaission would be fr2o to m:1.1:e vh2.~cv~r rcco!Bncr;dations it irished with 

regard to the final form of thor3c tcxl:: • 

Like a nur:1ber of other rn..:;mb:::;:s, he thought th:lt the Co:wnission 

should first take up part II; in its resolution 384 (XIII) t:1e Economic and 

Social Cour1cil had actually reg_'-J.ested the Cor.:miss5.on to proceed 1rith 

"in pru.·ticular, the revision of the first eicshteen articles 11
, a request 

which had not been set aside by any action of the General Assembly. The 

Comrn.ission was therefore in duty bound to examine part II of the covenant 

first. 

Without in any way establishing an invidious distinction between 

the t>vo covenants, he felt tl1at it 't·~ould be advisable to :prepare first the 

11hole covenant on civil and political hu::::an rights, since it 1muld then be 

_clearer what material should go into +.b cov~Y'I<>"lt on economic, social and 

cultural rights and to -w·hat extent :-.:;~_.. of· tho gcnu:rc:.l. 1)1'0YiDior:s dcc:tdcC. on for 
th-:: c.::rirencnt on ci vH c:;1d ·poli ticnl righto would 'tc o.-p:pro11riatc for that o·cher 
covcnc:.nt. 

The CHl\.T:."U\!i\N remarked that the Co!lli"llinsion would have to decide 

bet;·reen the Lebanese repres.:;ntc.cive's suggestion that it should begin with 

the nev material and the proposal that it should begin w'i.th :parts II and III. 

If the latter proposal was accepted, it would be necessary to decide whether 

part II or part III should be to:::J!:en, up first. 

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m. 




