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REPORT OF THE TENTH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS TO THE ECONOMIC AND
SOCIAL COUNCIL (E/CN.4/L.366/Add.7-13) (concluded)

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, said that the parts of the draft
report which the Commission had not yet considered contained some typing errors;
he suggested that, in order to save time, they should not be referred to during
the meeting but should be left to the Secretariat and Repporteur for correction.

Document E/CN.L/L .366/4dd .7

Mr. INGLES (Phﬂippines), Rapporteur, said that the quotation in
paragraph 15 should be preceded by the words "the Sub-Commission”.
The first sentence in paragraph 29 should be amended; the end of
paragraph 32, from the words "particularly in view of the fact that" onwards,
should be deleted and a sentence - which he read out - should be added at the end
of parsgraph 34.

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) thought that the word "unanime" in the French text
of paregraph 7 bad been used wromgly, since the Belgian delegation, at least, had
considered that the Sub-Commission's work had not been up to standard.

Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) pointed out that the English text read "it
was the consensus of opinion", which did not convey unanimity but merely the

general view.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) agreed with the
Belgian represemtative that paragraph 7 was badly drafted and had the defect of
~8iving a general appreciation of the Sub-Cammission's work, whereas the Commission
- had decided only to take note of the report. It mIght be better to delete
paragraph 7; that did not, of course, mean that he disapproved of the
Sub-Commission's work.
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Mr. WHITLAM (Australia), while agreeing with the United Kingdom
representative, thought that the words "many members of the Commission expressed
the opinion that" could be used at the beginning of paragraph 7.

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) felt that the best solutiom would be to delete
paragraph 7; if, however, it was retained in an amended form, the words "in a
serious and businesslike manner" could at a pinch be retained but there could
scarcely be reference to "a high technical level".

The CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of Egypt, pointed out that
paragraph 7 was an introduction to the following paregraphs and might be amended
to read as follows: "The Ccmmission was generally of the opinion that the
Sub-Commission's report contained constructive proposals", the remainder remaining

-~

unchanged.

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, said that the paregreph was based
on the views expressed by some delegations and was in keeping with the facts.
The draft report embodied many criticisms of the Sub-Commission's work and it wes
only right that the opposite view should also be reflected. The Australian
representative's proposals and those »f the Chairman were accepteble, in his
opinion, provided that the word "many" before "constructive proposals" was

retained.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) thought it better to

say "certain comstructive proposals" rather than "constructive proposals".

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) supported the Chairman's proposal, as amended by
the USSR representative. '

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, thought that if paragraph 7 was
drafted so as to reflect the Commission's general view, the words "some
constructive proposals" might be used, but if the Australian representative's
proposal wes adcpted, it would have to read "meny constructive propcsals”. He
considered the latter proposal prefersable.

Mr. ORTEGA (Chile) concurred in that view, as reproducing the facts more

accurately.
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Mr. JUVIGNY (France) thought that the phrase "The Commission was
gererally of the opinion" implied a large majority; that being so, the word

"certain” would have to be inserted before "constructive proposals"”.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) preferred the
expression "Several mewbers of the Commission were of the opinion that", or
better still, the Chairman's proposal with the USSR amendment.

]

Mr, NISOT (Belgium) proposed that the wording should be: "A number of

delegations were of the opinicn" and "certain constructive proposals”.

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, and Mr, WHITLAM (Australia) urged
that the wording should te "many constructive proposals',

The CHAIRMAN thought that the wording "A number of members were of the
opinicn that the report of the Sub-Commission contained constructive proposals
for action in an important field" might be accepted by all the representatives who
had spoken on the matter.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) accepted that wording,
provided that it was understood that his delegation was not included.

Mr. NISCT (Belgium) asked that the record of the meeting should show
that that was true also of the Belgian delegation.

After a further exchange of views, in which Mr. INGLES (Philippines),
Rapporteur, Mr. RODRIGUEZ FARREGAT (Uruguay), Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics) and Mr., HOARE (United Kingdom) took part, the CHAIRMAN
proposed that the Ccmmission should adopt his last preposal.

It was so decided.
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Mr. ORTEGA (Chile) remarked that paragraph 8 did not allude to the
principle that the labourer was worthy of his hire, which his delegation had
adduced in support of the view that the rapporteurs and experts of the

Sub-Commission should receive honoraria.

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Repporteur, explained that paragraph 8
concerned the general debate on the Sub-Commission's report and that accordingly
the argument referred to by the Chilean representafive should appear in the passage
on measures to expedite the work of the Sub-Commission, namely in parsgraphs 23
and following in document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.8

Document E/CN.4/L.3%66/Add.7 was adopted, subject to those amendments.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.8

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, gave notice of an addition to the
fourth line of paragraph 10 and amendments to the first and second sentences of

paragraph 11.

Mr. ORTEGA (Chile) reminded the Rapporteur that at the 46lst meeting his
delegation had stated that the definition of the term "minority" was not clear
because all the factors to be comprehended in it had not been placed together. He
asked that reference should be made in paragraph 6 to that statement.

He also requested the Rapporteur to see that a reference was made in
Addendum 8 to the reason for which his delegation believed that independent experts
should be appointed and paid.

Document E/CN.4/L.%66/Add.8 was adopted, subject to those smendments.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add4.9

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Repporteur, mentioned a drafting amendment to
paragraph h, a correction to the first sentence of paragraph 7 and two corrections

to the second and third sentences of paragraph 3l.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) drew the Rapporteur's attention to the
drafting of paragraph 6. The expression "in view of" seemed fo indicate an
appraisal. The report should not give sequences of cause and effect but should,

in his opinion, record nothing but facts.
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Mr. JUVIGNY (France) thought the report might simply state that other
members of the Commission had pointed out thaet there was no need to make special
reference to the Non-Self-Governing end Trust Territories, because the study was
10 be undertsken on & universal basis. Thkat passage could be followed by
enother sentence which would indicate, without any implication of cause and effect,
that the Uruguesyan delegation had revised its proposed amendment.

Mr. RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) thought thet, in that case, the report
should mention also the essential points of the Uruguayan argument.

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, said that he had hed no intention
of introducing a qualitative appraisal into paragraph 6; that passage would be
emended to take into account the remarks made by the Uruguayan and French

representatives.

Mr. BIRECKT (Poland) thought that it would be useful to mention also
that the Poligh delegation had incorporated the original Urugusyan text into itse
own amendment.

- - Ve - o=
Mr_ TNOTES (Philimnines) DPappowtour, poid that that remark would aled

be taken into account.

Mr. SAPOZHNIKOV (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Reputlic) proposed that
the words "questioned the need for such a decision" in paragraph 33 should be
replaced by the words "considered that such a decision was unnecessary'.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.9 was adopted, subject to those amendmemts.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add .10

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, said that he had received no
proposals for amendments to that part of the report and had found only one typing
error, in paragraph 5 of the English text.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.10 was adopted.
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Document B/CN.4/L.3€6/Add.11

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, read out a phrase to be added
to the penultimate sentence of paragraph 6, an amendwent to the sixth gsentence
of paragraph 7, a phrase to supplement the second sentence of paragraph 11 and a
new sentence to be included at the end of paragraph 11.

Mr. BIRECKI (Poland) proposed that the word "dialsctical" should be
deleted from the first sentence of paragraph 8 of the English text.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed that the
seventh sentence of paragraph 9 should te deleted. In his opinicn, the present
wording of that sentence gave the impression that the Commiesion had discussed
the question whether the members of the propcsed commission should be experts or
representatives of governments. If that question had been discussed, the USSR
delegation would have had a great deal to say in favour of representatives of

governments.

Mr. WHITIAM (Austrelia) pointed out that the United Kingdom
representative had raised the question during the debate.
After e brief exchange of views, in which the representatives of Australia,
Belgium, Egypt, Pakistan and the Union cf Soviet Socialist Republics, as also
the Chairmen and the Rapporteur, took part, it was decided that the sentence in

question should be omitted from the report.
Document F/CN.4/L.366/4dd.11 was adopted, subject to those amendments.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add .12

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Rapporteur, saild that the draft remolutions
referred to in paragraph L4 would be reproduced before paragraphs 9, 15 and 18.
The first sentence of paragraph 6 would make it clear that the paragraph was a
continuation of the expression of the United States representative's views. A
new paragraph 25 would be included at the end of the addendum, relating to the
views of the representative of France econcerning periodie reports and the Yearbook

on Human Rights.
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The CEAIRMAN pointed out that the two questiones were quite separate
and it would be preferable to devote a special paragraph to the question of the

Yearbook.

Mr, JUVIGNY (France) proposed that the new paragraph 26, concerning
the Yearbook, should begin with the words "The representative of France also

n

urged,..".

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) proposed & new wording
for the second and third sentonces of paragraph 23.
Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.12 was sdopted, subject to those amendments.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.13

Mr. INGLES (Philippines), Repporteur, explained that a new chapter
should be inserted before the chapter on the adoption of the report, concerning
the draft resolution cn the place of the next secsicn (E/CN.s/L.385),
submitted by the French delegation and adopted by the Commission.

Ve  TIATDTATIT? TADDTAAN [Thmummiar | natwtad
iy oy Ve wlmge—y ; pealmi2l

o b AL e i

mvt thet hia Aalepgation had

not withdrawn the draft resolution that it had submitted to the seventh session,
eoncerning the establishment of an office of the United Nations high commissioner
(attorney-general) for humen rights. The text was given in annex IT of the report
of the ninth session (E/2447, pages 51 to 54) and the Uruguayan delsgation had
suggested some amendments to it. It had been only lack of time that hed prevented
the Commission's examining the text at its current session and he therefore thought
that the draft resolution should be included in the annexes of the report of the

tenth session.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the draft propcsal would appear automatically
in an annex to the report, as in previous years.
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Mr. SCHWELB (Seeretariat) stated that, in accordance with the Secretary-
General's instructions, it was his duty to draw the Commissicn's attention to
General Assembly resolutions 593 (VI) and 789 (VIII) con the control and limitation
of documentation. The Commission might consider whether it was really necessary
to reproduce the whole text of the Uruguayan draft rescolution in the report of
the tenth session, in view of the fact that it was already included in the
Commission's last three reports.

The CHATRMAN sald thet he quite understoocd the considerations of economy
which had prompted the Assembly's resolutions, but he considered that the
Commission was entitled to ask that the text of the Uruguayan draft resoluticn
should be reproduced in the report of the tenth seseion, since a limited
documentation, which would make it necessary to refer to previous reports, could

only hamper the smooth conduct of its work,

Mr, RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) agreed wholeheartedly with the
Chalrnan.

Mr. INGIES (Philippines), Rapporteur, asked the Uruguayan representative
to let him have the written text of the amendments which his delegation had
submitted to its own draft resolution.

Document E/CN.4/L.366/Add.13 was adopted.

The CEATRMAN put the draft report as a whole to the vote.
The draft report as & whole (E/CN.4/L.366 and Add.1 to 13) was adopted
unanimously.

Mr. MOROZGV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) explained that, in
voting in favour of the draft report, his delegation had wieshed to express 1ts
agreement with some of the decislons conteained in that document, especially the
decision to insert in the draft covenants an article under which the provisions

of the covenants would be appliceble to all the parts of the territories of
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Statees parties, without any exception. The USSR delegation had also supported
sore of the decisions taken by the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination
and Protection of Minorities, especially those relating to the prevention of
discrimination in education, and the recommendations concerning internmational
respect for the right of peoples and nations to self-determination.

Nevertheless, some other decisions taken by the Commission were to be
regretted, in particular with regard to the so-called "measures of implementation"
of the draft covenants on human rights, which had no relation to a proper
application of the provisions of the covenants and provided for a system of
control which would be tantamount to interference in the domestic affairs of
States. Moreover, some of the Sub-Commission's useful and constructive
suggestions had been amended without good reason; he stressed in particular
that the amendments to the resolution on discrimination in employment and
ceeupation would make the Sub-Commission'’s work more difficult. [Lastly, he
recalled that hia delegation had oppcsed several other of the Sub-Commission's

proposals,

CLUSING ADDRESSES

The CHAIRMAN felt that all members would agree that the nragent cocelon
had bveen oxceptional in several respects: 1n respect of its length, since it
hed lasted eight weeks; of the continuity of work, since, with two exceptions,
tbke Commissicon had met twice a day; and of achievement, in that the Commission
hed completed the drafting of the covenants on human rights and measures of
implerentation, had discussed in detail the report of the Sub-Commission on
Trovention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities, and had adopted
recomendations on internationel respect for the right of peoples to self-
dctcrminaticn.

The ccmpletion of the draft covenants and measures of implementation was
the nighlight of the session, and in fact of the year, as far as the work of the
Unlted Netiong was concerned. The peoples of the world had begun to feel some
znxisty abcul the fate of the covenants, under which Stetes would undertake to
arcly the principles set forth in the Universael Declaration of Humen Rights, a
doeurent the signature of which had been greeted with joy throughout the world.
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While the draft covenants lacked a few provisions - and it was particularly
regrettable that an article on the right of property should be one of them -
those gaps would certainly be filled subsequently.

The Commission could well be proud of having carried out its tesk in a
generally satisfactory manmer and of having been able to resolve the difficult
problems referred to it by the General Assembly, in particular the problem of
the federal clause. 1In turn, it bhad wisely referred to the General Assembly the
question of reservations, which was of a political character. While 1t had been
unable to solve the problem of the right of petition, the draft protocol submitted
by the Uruguayan delegation, dealing with the establishment of an Office of the
United Nations High Commisslicner for Human Rights, was still among the Commission's
dccuments and would be examined at later sessions,

It was unfortunate that the length of speeches had made 1t impossible for
the Commission to give the question of the development of the work of the United
Nations for wider observance of, and respect for, humen rights and fundamental
fresdoms all the attention it deserved; that 1t had intended to 4o so at the
present sesslon was obvious from the relatively high priority it had given that
item on its sgenda.

The United States proposals had been brilliantly introduced by that country's
representatlive and would be on the Cormission's agenda at its following session.

The Yearbook on Human Rights had been mentioned only briefly by the French
representative but the question was on the agende and it was to be hoped that it,
too, could be dealt with at the eleventh session.

The fact that the Commission had met in New York had entailed certain
disadvantages., New York was the headquarters of the permanent delegations to the
United Nations. The members of the Commigsion had found themselves in close
proximity to the official representatives of their Govermments, who had felt it
their duty to take a more direct interest in the Commission's work. Consultetions
between the two categories of representatives had consequently been more frequent
and the result had been to delay some of the Commission's declsions and perhaps
to give politics & certaln ascendancy over technicel considerations. Politics
tended to make representatives meintain rigid positions, whereas technical experts

usually sought conciliation of opposing views.
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It was perhaps sub-conecious wisdom on the Commission's part that moved 1t
to prefer to hold its sessions at Geneva, far from temptation and interference,
and the same wisdom might move the Secretary-General, In reorganizing the
Secretariat, to consider transferring the Division of Human Rights, among other
Divisions of the Derartment of Scclal Affairs, to Geneva. The Tconomic and
Soclal Council would then reserve social questions for its summer aeasion, held
at Geneva, and the Ccmmission on Humaen Rights, which would also meet at Geneva,
would thus be able to accomplish more work. '

Now that the Commission had approved the Rapporteur’s report, he wished to
thank a8ll the members of the Secretariat for thelr part, direct or indirect, in
facilitating the Commission's work, end he wes perticularly grateful to the
Secretary of the Commission, whose competence, devotion and amlability mer?ted
the highest praise.

Mrs. LORD (United States of America) pald a tribute to the Chairman,
who had directed the Commission's work with humour, understanding and tact, and
to the two Vice-Chalrmen and the Rapporteur. She thanked all the members of the
Secretariat who had assisted the Commission in i1ts work. The tenth session had
undoubtedly been marked by a particularly friendly atmosphere snd 1t represented
a constructlive stage 1n the Commission’s nistory. ©OSoe addvd tual Wis United
Kingdom representative, who had been obliged to leave before the end of the
meeting, had asked her to associate him with her remarks.

Mr, RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Urugusy) expressed his delegation's gratitude
to the Chairman, who in his conduct of the debates had shown personal qualities
indispenseble for the successful direction of the type of work entrusted to the
Commission and had found occeasion to state his personal convictions instead of
confining himself to a narrow end rigid interpretation of the rules of procedure.
He also paid a tribute to the French representative, who haed discharged his duties
as Vice-Chalrmen with great competence and devotion, and to the Rapporteur. He
regretted that he had been unable to teke part in the Commission's work from the
beginning of the session and he added that he hed been deeply moved by the honour
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the Commission had done him in electing him second Vice-Chairman. He thanked
all the members of the Secretariat who had contributed to the success of the
session, in particular the Secretary of the Commission.

Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the Chairman
had once again fully Justified the Commission's confidence in him. ‘The fact that,
in spite of differences of views on certain points, the Commission had been able
to solve many of the difficult problems referred to it was due to a large extent
to the Cheirman's experience and patience. He was confident that the questions
which had been left open ecould be solved subsequently. In conclusion, he paid
e tribute to the Vice-Chairmen, the Rapporteur and the members of the Secretariat,
In particuler the representatives of the Secretary-General, the Secretaries of
the Commission and the interpreters.

Mr. BIRECKI (Poland) associated himself with the compliments addressed
to the Chairmen, the Vice-Chairmen, the Rapporteur and the Secretariat. As his
country's permanent representetive, he would like to say, with reference to the
Cheirman's remark, that his delegation would welcome a decision that would allow
the Commlisslon on Human Rlghts to meet at Geneva.

Mr. ORTEGA (Chile) emphasized the high quelity of the debates at the
present pession. The Chilean delegation noted with satisfaction that the
United Nations was endeavouring to put into effect the principles laid down in
the Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The Commission was
greatly indebted to the Chairman for his wisdom and diligence end he fully
associated himself with the compliments addressed to all the officers of the
Commission and to the Secretariat.

Mr. ROUSSOS (Greece), Mr. JUVIGNY (Frence), Mr. PIRACEA (Pakistan),
Mr. ASTROGLU (Turkey), Mr. HU CHUN (China), Mr. WHITIAM (Australia) and Mr. RAJAN
(India) mssociated themselves with the preceding speakers in thanking the Cheirman,
the Vice-Chairmen, the Rapporteur and the Secretariat.
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Mr. INGIES (Philippines), Rapporteur, thanked all the members of the
Commission who had referred to his work and associated himself with the tributes

to the Chairmen,
The CHAIRMAN, after thanking the members of the Commission for the
kind thinge they had said about him, declared the tenth session of the Commission

cn Human Rights cloged,

The meeting rose at 2.45 p.m.






