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REPORT OF THE SIXTH SESSION OF THE SUB- CCMMISSION ON PREVENTI ON OF DISCRIMINATION 

AND PROTECTION OF MINORITIES: DRAFT RESOLUTION ON FU'IURE SESSIONS OF THE 

SUB- COMMISSION (E/CN.4/L.374 and 382) (continued) 

Mr. ORTEGA (Chile) confirmed that the sponsors of the draft 

resol ution (E/CN.4/L . 374) bad accepted paragraph 1 of the Chinese amendment 

(E/CN . 4/1 . 382) . 

The first ~aragraph of the draft resolution, as amended, was adopted by 

16 votes to none , with 1 abstention. 

Paragraph 2 of the Chinese amandment was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 

6 abstentions. 

The second ~aragraph of the draft resolution, as amended, was adopted 

by 11 votes to none, with 5 abstentions. 

The words "not lese thell" in :raragraph 3 of the Chinese amendment were 

rejected by 5 votes to 4, with 5 abstentions . 

The re~ainder of ~ragraph 3 of the Chinese amendment was r ejected by 

9 votes to 7, with 1 abstention. 

The thi rd paragraph of the draft resolution was adopted by 9 votes 

to 6, with 2 ~bstentions . 

The CHAIRMAN put the dr aft resolution as a whol e , as amended , to the 

vote, 

At the request of the representGtive of Bel gium, a vote wae taken by 

roll-call. 

Chil e , having been drawn by lot by the Chairman, was ea lled upon t o vote 

first. 

In favour: 

Against : 

Chile, Egypt, India, Pakistan, Philippines , Poland, 

Ukrainian Soviet Social ist Republ ic , Unioh of Soviet 

Social ist .Republ ics, Uruguay 

France , United Kingdom of Great Britain and Nor~hern 

Irel and, United States of America1 Australia, Bel gium 

Abstaining: China, Greece, Turkey 

The draft reso~ution as a whole, as amended, was adopted by 9 votes to 5, 

with 3 abstentions . 
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Mr . MOR'JZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) explained. th2.t he 

had voted in fav:>ur of t he draft resolution on t he understanding tha t t he 

General Assembly would be asked to ensur e that the financial implications of the 

resolution would not affect the total United Nations budget and tha t 

appropr iati ons would be made at the expense of other it~ms . 

Mr . RODRI GUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) expla ined t hat he had voted agains t 

the Chinese a~endments to the draft r esolution which hi s delegation had 

co-sponsored, because he could not approve of any text which weakened the proposal 

that the Sub -Commission s hould have sufficient time to carry out its fundamentally 

important tasks . 

Mr . CARAYANNI S (Greece) said that he had abstai ned from voti ng on tbe 

draf t r esoluti on as a whole in or der not to give the erroneous impression tha t 

his delegation disapproved of the Sub- Cqmmission ' s work. 

RECOMMENDATIONS CONCERNING INTERNATIONAL RESPECT FOR THE-RIGHT OF PEOPLES AND 

NATIONS TO SELF-DETEFMINATION (E/CN. 4/676 and Add. l , 697; A/C . 3/SR. 525 - 527; 

E/CN. 4/L. 381 and Add. l ) 

Mr . DAYAL (India), introducing the draft pr oposals (E/CN.l+/1. 381) vlhich 

hi s delegation had submi tted joi ntly with five other deleeatl ons, ex~ressed 

regret tha t the Commission had been unable t o begin dealing \d t h such an important 

subject as the right of peoples and na tions to s elf -determina t ion until the lost 

week of its session . 'The impor tance of the right was emphasized by the fact that 

i t was stated in t he f irst articles o~ both the draft covenants . Moreover , the 

Charter itself placed due emphasis on the right, wh ich •ras stat ed i n Artie le 1, 

paragraph 2, as one of the fundamental Purposes of the United Nations ) and aga in 

i n Article 55 . Article 56 was also important i n that r espect, s~Dce it w.aa~ t he 

obligat i ons assumed under Ar ticle 55 n;andatory on Member St ates . 
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'The r i ght of sel f-deter mina tion vras just as much a natural and f undamental 

r ight of pe:ople~ as was the r ight to life , liberty and the pur suit of happiness 

a nat ural r i ght of every individual . Just as human beings had s triven throughout 

the ages to a ttain t he personal freedom without whi ch t he human spirit could not 

aspire t o its h i ghes t achievements, so peoples and nations which had been 

enslaved bad struggle~ t o regain their lost f r eedom i n or der to rise to heights 

which could never be r eached in conditions of s ervi tude . 

His country natur a l ly r egar ded the r ight as a focal point of work on human 

r ight s , because so many other r ights flowed from it and could not be exercised 

except in the context of self -determination . The Commiss i on ' s t ask of laying 

firm foundBtions f or t he edifice Of human r ights was i ndeed s t upendOUS , but it 

was a lso inspir i ng . 1he Commission should not all ow i t s e l f to be overcome by 

a fee l i ng of inadequacy ; r esults mi ght be s l ow i n comi ng and ·,.,hole decades might 

pass before t be final goal was r eached; neve r t hel ess , t he ques tion must not be 

approached from a pettifogging , l egal i s t ic point of vi ei.;, but in a spirit of 

idealism and gene r os i ty . 'Ihe Co~mission was not t he pl ace for the political 

polemi cs whi ch unfortunat ely dis f' i [""l tr ed i nternati ona l l ife in other s pher es . 

I ts i-rork had deep social significance which might affect the lives of hundr eds 

of millions of human beings in years to come . 

In t he past decade , some seven hundred mi lli on people had regained 

of a feel ing of equa lity Hith all human beings . A vast f o r ce of good had been 

rel eased by t he r estoration to ftlll na t.lonhood of peoples whi ch had made 

valuable contributions to t he arts of peace . Indi a , which had atta ined its 

f r eedom after many year s of non-vlolent s truggle , now fe lt no bitte m ess aga i ns t 

any nation. That Has t he spirit in vrhich his del egati on approached the s tudy of 

recommendations conce rnj ng international r espect f or t he r i gb t . 
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Recapitulating tte instructiocs H'hich the General Assembly a nd. the Ec :momi c 

and Social Council had g i ven to the Corr.rr.iss ion 1.ri tl1 r egar d to further 

r ecomn:endations , he pointed out that the Assembly 1 s mos t r ecent resolLttion oo 

the subject (resolut ion 738 (VIII)) r equested the-commission to g ive the question 

due priority . The Commission had already done sorr:e HOrk in that connexioc ; it 

\.,a s note<wrthy that the article or: the right of self -determinaticD \·.rc:.s the ocly 

a rticle in e ither covenant for \-!hich 13. special artic l e of lrr,plemer,tatjon Has 

provided . Under article 48, States parties whi ch were responsible f o r the 

adminis t ration of Non -Self -Governing Territories would underta ke to r eport 

annualy to the human rights cor-_mi ttee on the effect giw:o t o article 1 . 'Ihnt 

informati on was to be political as well as economic , soc ial and cultura l . 

Moreover , the reportin6 of violations of art icle 1, paragr aph 3, Has manda t ory . 

Complaint s of such violation nod of failur e to gl vc effect t o acy a spc "'t ,_, f i.~.<:­

right were t o be made in l"l,CCOrdance v i th the procedures lal.d dc.vm in <'. rt.ieles 40 

t o 4 7, which were applicable to a ll the articles o f the covenant . MorE=-~w-=-r, under 

a rticle 72, relating t o ter ritori..al application , the Non -Self -Governing 

Territories could not be exempt ed from the procedure . The system of rcricdic 

reports for t he implementation of the covenant on economic, soc i al a ud cultural 

rights applies also t o the a rticle on the r ight of self-dete rminoti.on . 

'Thus, under the two covenants , the- St ates parti es Hould. Lmde J:t3-ke to " <,l'mi t 

iofor rr.ot ion , including pol:i.tical informat i on , con<.:erning t i.1e: implC'it;d:.t clt. i cr . . ~ f 

the right, to t ake steps to dctermice the political status of NoL-;:".:~ l !-GovET!).i ng 

Territories 'by derr:ocrG tic mea ns , Flnd to submit t.he lr i mple r::cnt a t:i cw t.o 

i nterna tiona l scr utir:Y. 'The General Assembly, hO\-'tver, had dcerr.ed thof'e 

r e lat ively f a r - reach i ng measures t o be insufficient and bad adopte-d 

r•- ::~o!.ut·ion 637 (VII )) \!l: iclt clu~~ly st:,t~d tb:.t oU:er stq::> ~~c .tl:"l t c t rkrr• ~.r.d 

r r·g_ues t .E•rl th<: Cc•n;mis:::; i on to r.:nkc furtLc r reccrr.n:endations . 

To meet th€: Assembl y ' s v i shes , tbe Co!II!liss i on could t ah th1~ 1 ·~gicR.l ::tn t.~ 

equitable course of recorricendiog that Membe r States whil:h "~>70ulcl r:~..' t l't:-t:'rtr.e 

pa rties to the covenants shou.ld. a ssurce son:e of the same obligntior. -; as tbe 
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States par tjes . That would take the form of submitting information t o the 

nppr opriate United Nations organ, which would be the Committee on Informati on 

from Non- Se lf-Governing Terri tories : such i nformation would tave t o incl ude 

political information and the Comrndttee ' s sessions should be prolonged for t he 

purpose . Another course would be t o r eques t the Regional Economic Commissions 

and the specialized agencies to study the as pects of the question which fe l l 

within the ir competence . A third course would be to request an appropriate 

s t anding United Nations or gan to examine ccmplaints of violation or non-fulfilment; 

the.t organ would provide its good offices and would report t o the General .Assembl y 

if no solution was r eached . 

Turning to the joint draft proposals , he pointed out that the purpose of 

the covering draft r esol ution was merely to request the Council to transmit 

draft r esolutions I and II to the Assembly , with the added comment that fur ther 

s t udy and r ecommendations might be required . The purpose of draft resolution I 

was to set up a commdss i on to conduct a full survey of t he r ight of sovereignt y 

over natural wealth and r esources , with the co-operation of t he Regi onal Economic 

Comrndsoions and t he spec i ali zed ager~ies . The RegiorAl Commissi ons could not 

deal with t he task a l one , since it was important t o have full inforn:ati On and 

t hey did not operate in a number of areas from which data would be required . 

studies which had pol! tical implicat i ons . 

In dr6f ~ res olution II, it was similarly proposed to se t up a commdssion , 

to deal w~ w c1uest1ons of violations of the right vThich fell within the scope 

of Arti cle 14 of the Cr..arter . Sub- paragraph (1) of the fi r st ore rative 

paragraph provided tl1at the alleged violati on would have t o be r eported to the 

commissicm by ten ~~mber St ates , whereas under t he hunan right s committee 

procedure violations coul d be r eferred t o the comnittee by one Stat e par t y . 

~e pr ovi sion of good offices r e ferred t o in sub- paragraph (2) was analogous to 

the pr ocedure laid down in nrticle 43, Faragraph 1, of the covenant . Sub­

paragraph· (3) , which pr ovided that t he facts should be r e ported t o the General 

Assembly if no solution could be r eached , was par allel to t he provis ions of 

artic l e 46 . 
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'Ihe proposals had been :Jade in a construc tive spirit and in the er.':~eavo·Jr 

to give p r actical effect t o a rticle 1 of tte covenants . Only thus coul d t he 

millions of peop l e in dependent territories be given grounds for hope and be 

made a~are of the fact that the United Nations had assumed its obligations towa r ds 

all peoples } i rrespect ive of their po l i tical status . ~he sponsors of the draft 

proposals hoped that the Administering Pm·.rers Houl d be persuad~:.:! t o carry ou't 

their obligations under the Charter in respec t o f the sacred right of self­

dete rmination . 

!VIr . SCHVlELB (Secretariat) presented a s tatement (E/CN . ~/L . 3nl /Add . l) 

of the financial implications of the joint proposals . 

Mr . PIRACHA (Pakistan) regretted that once again the ite:m .-,n !itlf ­

determination vras being considered a t t he very end of the Commiss :L<)l1 1s s<;.ssion 

and that there was a likelihood that that vi t ally important sub ject y;oulu be 

re legated to limbo for ye t another year . One of the purposes of t .:1e: United 

Nations vas to develop friendly r elations a mong nations based on res f>c ct for t he­

princ iple of se l f -determinatio11 of peoples; the work of the Commission on 

Human Rights and } indeed} o f t !:le Uni Led Nations itself vrou.l d n::-t be- .~;:,mplet~d 

until the exercise of t hat right had been secur ed for millions f' ,)l' •;hom the 

United Natio ns '..Tas the only hope . So long as that hope •,.,as unfult'iJ Led. b i tter 

confl ict 1.-rould continu.e . Any a.cn.derni c approach to the matter shoulu. therefore 

be de plor ed . Certain del egat Lons had a rgued vritb ~onotonous reiteration t hat 

nothing could be done until a de f i nition of self-determinatio n , _pe.::>ples and 

natio ns had been f o r mulated . It was much to be cegret tE:: rl that l~rt'dsely t hose 

countries Hh ich had given the '.vor ld the concept of se-lf-det~rminatlon should be 

those vrh ich novr argued f or the narroVI academic approach . De finitions were usef'<.ll } 

but t hey Hould a l··rays be inadequat e '.-The re the fate of hmna.n beings \·ras concerned . 

1:!ith c r ;.; i t hout a definitj o n} self-determinatio n for all peop l es 'tlould 

inevitc.bly be e.ch ieveri . 

It hE:ci. a lso been con ten:':.e:l Ute.t t he exe r cise of t he ri~ht of 3el:· · 

detenili.na'ti on HOLdd be a threat to ~·iorld peace, and that the t·ule :;f lc:nr vould 

achievement of self-determination as one o f the methods of securing internati onal 

peace and security; obviously it could not at t he same time be a threa t to the 
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peace . It had also· been contended that measur es to achieve self-determination 

•,rould infringe Article 2, paragraph 7, of the Charter and destroy the United 

Nations . His delegation was second to none in i t s respect f or that Article, but 

it believed the..t nothing ,.rould '1-:eaken the Organization or destroy the wor ld 

community as much as the undermining of the mor al principles of the Charter . 

Perhaps the Co~nission woul d not have t ime to give the joint proposals t he 

a ttention t hey merited, but it was to be hoped that it would be able unan imous ly 

to adopt them and transmit them t o the General Assembly, not only as ev i dence 

of the i mportance attached to the question but also as an ear nest that the 

Commission would conti nue its work on self-determination a t subs equent sessions . 

Some progr ess had been made i n the i ncor por a tion of the right in t he draft 

covenants, but the work was onl y beginning . The members of the Cow~ission had 

a solemn inter national obligation to fulfil. They could give evidence of t heir 

ability to fulf i l it by, a t the very l east, transmitting the r esolutions to t he 

Gene ral Asse~r1bly . 

~lr . ASIROGLU (Turkey) said that he regarded the subject under discussion 

as the most impor tant item on the agenda and wondered whether the Commission 

't!OUld have time to give it t he thorough consideration it deserved . He felt 

that very special att ention should be given to tha t basic question of human 

rights a.nd tha t t he Commiss ion s houl d avoid hasty decisions t hat mi ght divert it 

f r o1n the goal it "'as anxi ous t o a t tain . He agreed with t he sponsors of t he 

joint proposals that t he appl j cat ion of t he right or' self -determination vTould 

fulfil the purposes of the Charter and would lead to the easing of international 

tensions, provided that the principle was appl i ed disinteres tedly and ob jectivel y ; 

tut. those principles might be exploited and become a source of conflict unless 

:::.<lequate safeguards we re provided . The internati onal complications to VThich a 

f r emuture decision on t he joint draft resoluti on mi ght lead induced tbe Turkl sh 

del egation to reserve i ts atti tude on it . It .could not , t herefore, take a 

definite stand on the joint proposals until t hey had been t hor oughly examined. 

As 'b·tO or three meetings at the most could be devoted t o cons idering that tqorny 

problem, of which ther e were several aspects, particularly political aspects , 

he t hought t hat it would be virtually impossible to consider it properly in so 

short a t ime . Moreover, t he delegati ons had only j ust recei ved them and some 

might have to consult the i r Governments; that mi ght not be possible before the 
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end of the session . There uas no ob,je ct ion to a :prelirrti na ry discussion but t he 

Commission vould be better c.dvised to retain the item on its agenda than to t9.ke 

a decision at the current session . 

Mr . ROUSSOS (Gr eece) said that the r ight of peoples and na tions t o 

self-determination \vas so deeply ingr ained in contemporary moral thi nking t hat 

no country voul d dare t o aff ront public op i n i on by openly stating its ref usa l 

to recognize t hat right . Such a statement voul d be tantamount t o a breach of 

Articles l and 55 of the Char t e r . 

If the right vas to become a reality, ways and means of applying it must b(: 

found . The only possible means was by a l egal instrument with in t he scope of 

vritten and customar y international law. 'That instrument should not be dr afted 

in a negat ive and. aggressive spirit; it should not be a gains t something, but 

positively in favour of somethi ng . 'The co -operation of the liberal gr eat 

Powers vTould be essentiaL All nations, great and smal l, had a ves ted i nteres t 

in the maintenance of pea ce and securit y . No group of Povers should be han>S~1ed 

in the effort to find a vrorkable solu t ion . 'Ihe t r end tovrards s e lf - de terminat ion 

was a trend in h i story . Historical trends might be retarded or a cce l erated; 

t bey could no t be reve r sed . 

The attainment of self-determinR-tion mFJ.inly concerned the Non-Se]f-Govern1ng 

Territories. It should be an evolut:i:::>nc:! ry process, vhidJ presupposed. tHo 

prerequisites : t he fixing of a. c.i.!ne-limit and the arrangement f o r transiti.onal 

measures . The t ime-limit sbou LC. t.e flexib le, but i t shoul d not. a llovr of iEdefin .i T' 

delay . 'I'he trans itional measures might i nc l ude the i ncreasing rart ic ipat ion of 

indige nous i nnabitants in l c:gislat j ve and ::td.minist:ratilfe or gans in or-der to 

acquire experience . St ock shoul d be taken f rom time to time of poli t i cal 

advancement , preferably by means of periodic reports . The discr·epancy between 

Chapter XI and Chapters XII and XIII 'vlas unfortunate, inasmuch a s countr ies 

respons ible for Non-Se .l.f -Governir:g Terr itor i es vre r e not r-equ ired to submit 

reports on pc,l i t ical auvancement or to accept a system oi' :-,Ltpervision . twy 

attempt to i t:-,pose such supervisi.::m Houl d. naturally be me t ·~r ith the corltentl.on 

that it ,.,as e.n attempt to infringe domes tic jurisdiction, but evolutionary 
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The aim should be t he exercise of self -determination on the bas is of a choice. 

among sever al possible forms of status , the wishes of the people being ascertained 

through plebiscites or ot her r ecognized democrati c means , pr eferably under the 

auspices of the United Nations . I t was ess ential t hat some impartial or gan 

shoul d ascertai n whet her conditions exist ed f or the genui ne expression of the 

people ' s wishes , as had been proposed during t he sixth s ession of the Assembly, 

with respect to t he poss i ble German elections . Each case chould be dealt with 

on its own merits , with t he ult i mat e aim of achi evi ng a full measure of 

self -government or independence . Any premature action might prejudice the fu~ure 

cf the parties concerned . 

An inte rnational or gan might be set up to pr omot e t he granting of 

sel f -gover nment \..o entities with suffici ent pol itical maturity . In the present 

state of i nt ernational law sucl;l a body would not have advi sory powers, but i t 

could exert <:1. mo.c<:!.l infl uence in s haping the poli cies of Gover nments whi ch genuinely 

,.fished t c :fulf ll their obl igations under t he Charter . The General Assembly 

possessed such moral aut hor ity, and should and could play an i nc r easing part in the 

achievement of self -determination, despite t he limitations inherent in its powers 

under the Charter . 

He had not ye t been able t o study t he joint propos als i n det ail , but wished 

t o express hi s e;rat i tude t o the sponsor s , who h:ad made a real contribution to a 

worthy cause . 

!41' . GHORBAL (Egypt) s aid t hat his de l egat ion would never have accepted 

any suggestion t hat the Commission should close i ts session wi t hout discussing t he 

right of . self -det ermination. It had f ailed to discuss t hat i tem at i ts ni nth 

session and the General Assembl y in resolution ! 38 (VIII), had ins tructed i t t o 

g i ve due priority to t he subject. Previous di. scussions i.n the Commi ssion l•ad led 

to tbe adoption of Assembly resolution 637 (VII ) , which to a l arge extent cover ed 

the pojnts raisPd by t he Greek representative . By its adopt ion of resolution 637 

(\~I) and i ts insistence that an ar ticle on t he right of sel f -det ermination should 



E/CN .4/SR.4 74 
English 
Page 13 

be inset'ted in both draft covenants on human r ights, the General Assembly ha:l 

shmm that it vlOuld never countenance t he vTeakening of fundamenT-a l r :~ e:l~t:: :u::i 

f r eedoms by the acceptance of the shopworn arguments adduced agains~ the 

application of the right of self -determination . 

The s ponsors of the joint pr oposals (E/CN .4/L. 381) had endeavoured t o comply 

with t he Ass embly ' s instructions , set f orth in section C of resolution 6)7 (VII) . 

The arti cle on self -de t ermination embodied in the t~ro draft covenants stated 

t ha t a ll peoples and all nations shoul d have the right freely t o de termine 

their political stat us , as also their economi c , social and cult ur a l status . 

vfui le section A of General Assembly r esol ution 637 (VII) dealt with the 

political aspect of the right , ther e was as yet no recommendation to cover the 

right as f a r as the economi c , social and cult ural status was concerned . Aga in, 

s ection B of resolution 637 (VII) dealt with aspects of the pr inc iple enunciated 

in paragraph 2 of t he article on self-determination but there >Tas as yet no 

recommendation to deal with pa r agraph 3 of that article . 

Draft resolution I was des i gned to rectify some of those omissions ; its 

provis ions sought to ensure economic as well as political self -determination. 

Effective action by the United Nations re~uired t he submiss i on of full information 

about the territories concerned . Such information had frequently been r equested 

by the Council and the Assembly, i n par ticul a r Hith r egar d to t he development 

of under-developed countries . FUll i nformation regar ding the actual extent and 

character of permanent sovereignty over t he natural Health and resources of 

peoples and nations would assist the Council and Assembl y not only to promot e the 

welfare ?f all peopl es without discriminati on but also to encour age r espect for 

the r ight of self-deter minati on. There would be no problem about collecting 

and sifting the infor mation; the Secreta r iat had alr eady s hown that it was 

eminently qualif i ed to undertake the work . On the ot her hand, the probl eralS wer e 

so i .nt r icate and del i cate t hat a commission appointed by the General Assembly 

might preferabl y analyse and appraise the mater i al gat~ered by t he Secr et aria t 

with the co-operati on of the specialized agencies and all United Nat ions or 6ans 

concerned . 

Turning t o draft resolution II, he said that every countr y r epr esent ed on 

the Commission had at one time passed thr ough the phase of sel f -deter:ni nation 

and still cheri shed the memor y of the day on which i t had atta ined i t s 
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independence . Each of them was j ealous of its own freedom and each , in its own 

way, had contributed to the cause of freedom throughout t he wor l d . As r ecognized 

in the Charter i t self, f riendly relati ons among States , as well as uni versal 

peace, depended inter alia on respect for the right of peopl es to self­

determination . Conversely, denial or inadequate realization of that right mi ght 

well s train internationa l rel ations and endanger wor ld peace . It was t he purpose 

of draft resolution II t o ensure that appr opri a t e action was t aken whenever 

any such situation a r ose . 

· He drew attention t o the fact that the joint proposals were drawn up in very 

genera l ter ms; they applied to all peoples and they did not single out any 

one ar ea, whether in As i a ; Africa; or the MP-diterranean. 

As draft resolution I and II, even taken together with the recommendations 

alr eady adopted by t he General Assembly, would not exhaust the subject, it was 

suggested in the covering draft resolution that t he item s hould be retained on 

the agenda of the Commission ' s f ol l owing session. 

He ur ged the Commiss i on to make an effort to reach a decision on the joint 

proposals at the present session . 

Mr . NISOT (Belgi um) thought that the Tur kish r epresentative had been 

quite r ight t o question \¥hether the Commission had sufficient time to give the 

u npor1:an1: proposaJ.s oet·ore 11:. 1:ne ser 1ous consideration they deserved. 

As the proposals had been circul ated t hat very day, he wished to make only 

~To preliminary remarks . Draft r esoluti on I was based on mere draft covenants . 

The r ecommendations tending to es t ablish a right of sovereignty over natur a l 

wealt h and r esources , fo r example , had not been approved , even by t he Gener al 

Assembl y . Moreov~r, t hat ques t ion related t o sovereign States , or peoples who 

had already cxercis~1 their right of self-determination; the matter was therefor e 

one fo r the International Law Commission, which was competent to study the rights 

and duties of States . 

Mr. CASSIN (France) said that, as de l egations would no t have t i me to 

ask t heir Gover nments for instructions with regard to the joint proposals, he 

di d not think action could be taken on them at the present sess ion . 
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In t oken of t he i rr.port ance he a ttached to the proposals , b.::· · ·~· ·:· , 

make ~~ orne preliHlinary comments on t-hem. As compared Hith psst .,, __ • 

attitude of the spons ors seemed to have evolved in t he right d i r t .. _ ... : , .. ::.r.e 

sense that t hey had couched their pr oposals in general and uni ver· "·':'i~ i•: rrus , 

making no discr i minatory mention of any particular a r ea . They n: ~ ·e,nlz(. ;i tnc need 

for further ser ious study of the entire complex question which , ab(we all else, 

e.ffec"ted international peace . Las tly , they recognized that , the principie of the 

right of peoples to self-determination being a political mat t er, it. \·ras for tr~e 

poli tical organs of the United Nations to examine its i mplications and t o direct 

the study of i ts legal aspects . 

Those features of t he joint proposals showed a change of method , P.. par tial 

departure from the regr ettable confusion of the rights of peoples v ith the ccdy 

of human r ights; the French del egati on had a lways ob jected to that confusion , 

since the ind i v i dual • . .ras a n indivisible vhole, whereas a nation w1:.; sub.je .~t t "' 

divis i on and therefore needed Ar tic l e 2, paragraph 7, of the Char t er t.o pr ot ec t 

i t s unit y . 

Nevertheless , certain objectionable f eatures ,.,ere iw.mediately a pparent. 

I t seemed i llogical that after r eferring a p r oposal to set up poli t i c!:l.l o rgaLlS 

to the General Assembl y , the r:omrn.ission should retain any competer!ce in regard. 

to its agenda in future . 

There also seemed t o be a contradiction between the s ys tem of draf~ 

recommendat i ons an d the texts already embodied in the draft covenants; he 

wondered how those t ext s could stand in the circums t ances . Furthermore , draft 

resolution I provided for a commission t o study the economi c aspect ot t he 

right o f peoples to self-determinatioo, but failed to establish a s i mi l a r 

body to deal \·T i th t he political aspect. He vTOnde r ed uhy drnft reso l u.til)r: II 1-ras 

concerned wit h a s ubject which vras within the prov ince of ti1e Security Council 

a s \·!ell as of the General A.s sembly, and yet it failed t o provide for s o much as 

consulta tion of the Council. 'That seemed hardly in conformity vrith the balance 

vrhich the Charter sought to establish . 

'Ihose cri tic isms ,.,ere not offered i n a destructive 3pi ri t . )n t h-::- _ r. t r ary , 

he hoped that a new appr oach could be f ound and that , at i t s fol"L::J· .. ·.i.n5 se:ss i ·Jl1 1 

the Commission VTOuld be able t o do fruitful Hork on the subjec t by avo i dLle; 

t he contradictions by which it was n01 hamper ed . 
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Mr . CHENG PAONAN (China) said that his del ega t ion ' s motives i n 

co-sponsoring the joint proposals were somewhat different from those of the 

ot he r sponsor s . He r ecalled t hat the Chinese delegation had played a very ac tive 

role at t he Sa!} Fran~isco Conf erence in securing the adoption of Chapters XI, 

XII and XI II of t he Charter . Since then, in var i ous United Nations or gans, it had 

cons istently cha10pioned the right of peoples to self-determination . I t had 

consider ed placing before t he Commiss i on a pr oposal cal ling f or a third covenant , 

dealing solel y with t hat r ight, but had refrained f r om doing so i n order not' to 

overload the Commission; nevertheless , it r eserved the right t o rai se the 

quest i on in the Third Cowni ttee . As the Commission had made no recommendat ions 

on the subject of self -determination for the past ~<o years, his delegation had 

co-sponsored the j oint proposal s in the hope that t he Commission would be able 

to take at least preliminary action on them and t o f or war d some mater ial for 

the Third Committ ee to dis cuss . He realized t hat t he question 1·.ras a complex one 

and t hat many delegations mi ght wish to consult t heir Governments about it, and 

he vould not, therefore , be disappoint ed if the Commission failed to take f inal 

action on it at the present sess ion . 

Tne pr oblem dealt with in draft r esolution I was not as simple as it looked . 

For one t hing, the Economic and Soc ial Council '"as even now discussing the 

establishment of a commission to study primar y corr®odities ; as such commodit i es 

we r e part of a count ry ' s natural vrealth , any action t he Council mi ght t ake in t he 

mat t er '-roul d have t o be t aken i nto account . 

He had an open mi nd on whethe r the commissions mentioned in draft 

resolution I and II shoul d be composed of expert s cr Governreent repr esentatives . 

ltlith r egard to dr aft resolution II, he agreed 1ofith the Fr ench representative 

that it dealt with a question in vhich other o'r gans of the United Nations besides 

the General Assembly had a legitimate interest . Some arrangements \·roul d therefor e 

have to be made to achieve co-ordin~tion with those or gans with r egard t o t he 

action proposed in st~b -paragraphs 1 and 2 of the opera t ive pa r t . Wher e sub­

par agr aph 3 was concerned , the time-limit of s ix months could be adjusted i f 

other de legations considered it inadequat e and he would welcome discuss i on on 
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Hhether the proposed commission shculd nerely report the facts to the General 

Assembly.or should also, as suggested in that paragraph, ~ake appropriate 

recommendat i ons . 

He hoped that the joint pr oposals would give rise to an informed and 

cor.struc tive debate which, if t he Commission was unable to take a decision on the 

proposals, would at least offer a useful guidance to the 1hird Committee . 

The meeting rose at 5. 35 p .m. 




