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Ald to flood victima

1. Mr. RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay) re-
called that a lew days earlier the Chairman had ex-
pressed the sympathy of delegations for the viclims
of the natural catastrophes in cerfain countries. Costa
Rica had just been strock a terrible disaster. The
greater part of the food-producing land had been rawv-
aped floods and the rice and banana harvests had
been The misfortune which had befallen
Costa Rica called for s concrele expresson ol 3
E:t.h-_rmdmlid.tri en the part of all Members of the
fmited Nationa, He drew atiention in thal connexion
to the attitude of the Leapue of Nations towards the
victims of nalural catastrophes and 1o the decisions
which the Unied Nations General Aasembiy had taken
in various canes,

2. He believed that the Chairman would be speaking
for all the members of the Commitiee il he drew the at-
tration of the specialized apencies amndl UNICEF 10
the trapsc siluaton in Costa Kaea amd invaled them to
pive assistance there, particularly to those rendered
homeless and to the women and children wha were
exposed to the rigours of weather. The United Nations
Childrens Fund should give Costa Rica the most ef-
fective possible aid; the United Nations would therchy
be demonstrating the fecling of solidarity which all men
had with the victims of matural catastr andd which
should be tramilated into concrete actinn rather than
into mere declarations. His delegation therelore asked
the Chairman to bring the matter to the attention of the
specialized agencics,
3. Mr. XUREZ {Costa Rica) thanked the Urnpuayan
delegation for it initiative. It bare witness o a high
sense of international solidarity and a deep understand-
ing of human misfortune, He also thanked the Chairman
aml members of the Committee lnr briefly interrupling
the consideration of the draft covenanis on homan nghis
in order to concern themselves with the disaster that
kel hefallen Costa Rica The buses camud by the
catastrophe might seem small in absolute figures, but
were sulatantial for a country with a populaton
of one million and a uhliwl%_&niml cennomy. The
entire rice harvest was Jost, hanana plantatione,
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which were workel by a foreipn company umler a con-
cession but from which the mational economy profited
preatly, had been ravapol. The inhabitants of the fooded
arcas had had te sock refuge in mountainous regions
with 3 hard climate and were living in distressing cir-
cumstances. The ail of the specialized apencies, UXI-
CEF and the technical assistance services would cer-
tainly bring substantial reliel 1o the victims, He thought
that the Third Committee would accep? the Uroguayan
wesenlative's suggestion: the high muthority of the
General Assembly eoull not but enceerrage the agencies
concerned 1o render assistance speedily aml on a broad
scale 1o Costa Rica in order to alleviate the tragic cffects
of the misfortone it had just suffered
4. The CHAIRMAXN mid that on behall of the Com-
miltee he woold make the neorassry armangementa to
enmply with the Urnguayan represenlative’s suggestion,
If wes ro decided,

AGENDA ITEM ZB

Dirafi Internstfons]l covenanls on humen rights (A/
2714, A/2686, chapler ¥, section I, E/2573, A/
C3/574) (contlnued)

GENERAL HFERATE {ronfeained )

5. U BA HTAY (Hurma) paid a tribute 1o ihe Fen-
nomic aml Social Council aml to its sulwidiary organs,
more particularly the Commission on Hueman Rights,
for the umiring efforis they had exerted in formulating
the dralt covenants. The tak that had leen performel
was endossal and its resulis memorable,

i His delegation recalled], howewer, that o had sug-
prsied at the previous sessions that ealy one covenant
shouh) be drafted, embodying btk the evoneniic, social
anwl cultural rights and the civil aml] gditieal rights; it
was slill of the sume opinion, There was o alvantage
in making an arlifeial distinetbsn between twin acis of
rigghts which were closely linked and interdependent Ly
dlevoting one instrument to each 2ot Since mankind as
a whole was lo exercise and enjoy the rights, there
seemed 1o be nd more grounds for separating them
than for solating the members of a family from one
anather.

7. The task of preparing the drafts as they then atomd
had lecen Iong ardd difficult, The provisions preuased
cnvered many and various ficlds of homan acthivity aml
it harl been necessary to reconcile the dralis with the
exmbing social structures of a larpe nember of Siales
with widely differing political institutions, 1t coulkl be
sail that apprecialide progress had been madde in that
respert. The drafts would still have to go through
wveral larther stages before they could seem acerdalde
tn all ar a majority of Member States am] thus assumse
the universal character which was desiralile, The Com-
migsinn on Human Hights had therefore suppested (137

AJCI/SR.556
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2571, para. ¥1 to dhe Eomomie and Secial Council
that it sheld recommmmend o the General Assembly to
give the dralty two separate readings a1 two consecutive
L 3 devision taken by the Third
Fﬂlmru {..fl.,.l"f_"_m..m'_l his dhebegation wionld conifine

serving e right to speak om mesre specific points when
the time came.

of opinikm hal Decmne apparent in
i ¥, the admissilalit
of reservations amd the nght of peoples 1o sell
determination. With regand to the first of those qoes-
timen, biis abcbrpation fcht that thee obrafit article salanstied
by the Sub-Commitice (E/257), para. 52). togeiher
with the smencdments that had leen might
provile & basis of i the could no
doult be improved @0 2 manner scoeptable o most
of the Member States. At all evenis, the right to owr
shonld

¥ be subject 1o certain limilations com-
with the prirui;ﬂ,:l:tﬂ the Universal Decliration
He quoted in that comnexion two
passapes (section 23, sub-sections 1 and 4) of the Con-
stitutsn of Borma, one paranstecmy the aght of pri-
vale property and of private initiative in the economic
sphere, and the other stipubiing that
cxpropriated if the puldic interest so roquired, bot only
in the cascs expressly by the law, which,
HHHEOYVET, e extent tn which the owner
shaul] be compensted

9, Ineegand o reservations, his sebgackn was for the
time being inclined to take the middle joth Il reserva-
tiois were sdmitted a1 all, they slould be admitied only
in s far as they wene compatible with the purposes of
rach convrntion and of the Wniversal Declaration of
Huoman Rights and with the international character of
the prnpoacd instroments. 17 ihe nght to make reservas
tions were not imited, the effectiveness of the covenanis
wodild le diminished : the ideal wambl be 2 universal
eoverant withest reservatioma It so comcgived as 1o
awid conflicts with the municipal Bws of the States:
to that vkl the en-epcration of all the partics enncered
winth] be nerezsary. 1t seemed] more desiralibe to exelole
from the text the provisions which cau-erl the iffwultics
ia that respect than to admit reservations, The Meme
f.l:"l'I States shoudd sirive o le acormmuslating o thar
emal,

N, His slelegatim agread with the members of the
Commmissin who bebd that the riglta Jdefinnd in the
dralt vovenants ould pet in ieality be exercised by all
wiless the right of proples to self-determination was
reenprieel aml pusranies] in aceonlsice with the fes-
damental principdes of 1he Claner, His coamiry ap-
prowed in priaviple the roommendations and the draft
resdutioms teferrnld to in paragraphs 03, 14 and 113
ol the requort oof the Commpissian o 1lanas Kighis {EF
2EEL I wrpe] the Fevorwie amd Sewinl Cotinetl o
bl ol the evmsaderation of that question fdefiniiele
anul wwt b adelay wnduly the adogdion of the necessary
mwnsures of ingdementation. e was solanitting his ol
servations on (e assomptin that the anicle rebaning 1o
the right of sellaloermination wepld be retained s
the gvvenants,

1. Ve pranted ot that the wornd “reosmize™ was need
i all the artich < exorpd anschs X in part 110 of il drafy
orrranl sm evvseaie, swcial aml colineal rights (F.7
25FX avmex 14, o his wiew the weedd was vwell clavaen

levanee it gave less operative force to the pﬂ'ﬂﬁ;ﬂ_ﬂl
and enabled them ta le construed fairly Bherally, which
woukl assist in securing their peneral acceptance by the
:‘S;alm llrmdrr:_md that I.'hl:.l.:ﬁ in qutﬂl'-n-nma
expressed puiding principles were not o
amtonatically put into effect through legislative meas-
urrs, 1t did not seem 10 him that any tive obliga-
tion arose from them for the signatories. Il another
interpretation were admitied, fo the effect tlat the States
wete enjuimed 10 take spevific measures, the articles
wimh] prolably not meet with general acceplance. 1F the
existing text was likely 10 canse confusion, his debega-
theen wemild that it should ke replaced in each
artiche by: “Each State Party 15 the Covonant shall
direct its policy towands ensuring of securing the
nght, . " He fonber proposed that the word “pro-
pressively™ should be inserted between the words “be™
wrul “taken™ in the introductory part of anticle 13, para-

Araph 2

12. The question of the right of petition hail been the
subject of protracted debates which bad not led 1o any
definite decision. He withed to stress in that connexion
that the right of petition sheuld not in any circumstances
be extended to individuals, It was penerally i
that conventions, the instruments of international Law,
were concerned only with States. 1t would be the respon-
sibility of the Stales which had acceded 1o the eovenants
to ensure the individual's enjoyment of the rights pro-
elaimed, Individuals should be permined to submit an
appeal only 10 the judicial authorities of their State,
That matter was within the domestic jurisdiction of
States: The United Nations was not a supranational
suthority,

1 In ernclusion, be asked the Commitlee to spare
fes ot 10 achieve the ideal objective : a harmanious in-
treratmaal emle of human rights which woull e one
of the Unitnl Nations most noteworthy achicvements
fne the greater good of all mankind, ‘His delegation
wias prepared. il necessary, to act with the spirit of
eonciliation and compromise which might be required
leor the aconmplishment of the Committee’s work,

I+ Alr, JUVIGKY (France) said that previous
sjakers lad emohasized the articles which they cou-
siderar] the muest gwartant or the most open 19 criti-
ciam, Tlis debezation thought s the work that was
twing done should be regarded as a test tn enable the
represenialives of sixty nations to appraise th= work of
the eighiteen micnilers of the Commiission o 1weman

Righta,

15, Some of the anicles of the draflt eovenanis had
bevn aadiopted b only & very small majority, The aim
war, bowever, to prepare indtruments Bkely 10 le rati-
fal 1o the Lrgest momiler of States. Covenants with
prnrieions oo A bevel so bae that all States vkl ranil

hewm instantamansly, leing devois) of all ilvmamie
forew, wonth] baow s real efivet, It an ileal shocnment
which mo natkn esbl in good faith raily would be
tanstesd by 0l aezubemie vice, letween the 1w extremes
the re wae rossnt fosr o ienmaliate W,

I The vonvevants were Jepal insgnmiscits designed
I give offet fo the Universal Declartion of i luman
Kights and sleaill s normally deal with any rights
sy tluan thee peron Laimsend in the Declaration, bt ther
“henilt bgrically ddeal with all sech rights to the extent
2t ws bealle pursilele o gt them inte eTect. In
Nt ewatimtexion, his alebegation deplored the alsence from
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the draft covenants of such fighis ar the right o prop=
erty and the right tothe protection of moral and material
interests deriving from any scientific, literary &r artistic
work, The r:’ptnmlalim of Costa Rica, Epypt and
Burma had already drawn the Committec’s attcition
te the serious gap crealed by the lack of any provision
on the right 1o property,

17. There was also another important omission: the
right of asylom, which was clearly prochimed in the
Universal Declaration of Huoman Rights but of which
the draft covenants said nething, It would be paradoxi-
cal for the workl community, which was so actirely
concerned with the of refogees, not 1o include
the sacred right of asylum in the covemanis

18. Having mentioned those omissions, his delegation
was pratified Io note that a preat many articles were
well drafted. 1t would not dwell on those it would sup-
port but thought it would be more useful to mention
those on which it had some § { ohservations o
make, For the moment be would confine himself to the
articles in which the rights were defined.

19.  As regards civil and political rights, the article on
the right to life did not take account of the inevitable
exceplions, Sell-defence and attacks upon life which
might result from enforcement actions 3 ired by
the United Nations Charter had deliberately been omit-
ted. It was true that the majority of the Commission
had thought that those limitations would be implicatly
justified by the phrase “no one shall be arbitranly de-
prived ol his life™, but the debates had shown that those
who preferred that phraseclopy had themsclves been
diviided a3 to jts interpretation, A serious analysis of the
problem was therefore casential if all doubt as to the
r=al meaning of the article was to be avoided,

20, Wih regard to the limitaiions ma the exercise of
the rights in general, the existing dralts, while not per-
feet, shevwed that a solution had been found for the
conlroversy over the motion of “public order”, as op-
posed 1o the Anglo-Saxon idea of “prevention ol disor-
der amd crime™.

21, The representatives of Sawdi Araba and Alghan-
istan had crticized the article on freedem of thought,
conscience and religion, bat their eriticisms and mis-
givings were unfornded. The text had been adopisd
uranimously, 1t was therefore difficult to elaim that
it had been inspired Doy certain imterests or that it
[avesredl eerizin [aiths, The article which, he [orther
reminded ihe Saudi Arabian representative, faith{ully
reproduced the text of anticle 18 of the Universal Dee-
laration, wat in conformity with French traditions of
tolerance aml his delegation would support it

22, With the exception of the omission of the right
to saleguard the material and maral intefests of creative
artists, all of the provisions relating to cultural rights
had been drafied satisfactonly.

21 He felt more hesitation alout some of the texis
on social rights and in that ooonexion assecated hime
sell with some of the United Kingdom reprosentative’s
comments on arlicke 7. France supporied w
of equal pay for men and women workers French
legislatbon on the puaranteed mommum Wae was ap-
plied withoet any discrimination, But the text of ar-
ticke 7, wnlike oiher articles of the draft covenant in
nuestion, sought o nullily the clause on progressive
application. Chwing to the role of collective hargaining

in the social positeon of bour m mwal omantrees, the
Siate coukl not forthwith raranice proeral application
al the principle of alwolute ¢:pality of all salanes, From
the viewpsnt of the concize drafting of the coverants,
artick 7 was very insiroctive. 18 pioved that his delega-
tiety and these which phated its views had been justified
in envisaging the covenant on coonomic, social and
cultural rights as a skebetal text containing clear defini-
tions of the rights but avaihng any exhaustive and de-
tailed explination in to permit the specialized
apencies to B in the framework thus erected,

24, With regard to some more peneral provisions,
some delegations, and particularly the United Kinplom
delegation, had already mentioned the ision pro-
hibiting discrimination. He would merely say, in thal
comnexion, that the text, as it then read in the drall
rovenan! on economic, social and cultural rights, might
irpair the principle of ive application and that
principle, in his delegation’s opinion, had ta be accepted
by any State desirous of pving as mach efect as
sable 1o the nghts, but at the same timie aware of the
lemitations in the way of the immediste schievement of
an wdeal stamilard of Fving. His delegaton wished a1
feast to point out that the relationship between the pro-
vision on pe ive application amd ihe ision pro-
hiliting diserimination had pot been elarified during the
preparatory discussions,

25, Relerring 1o an allied subject, be thoupht it im-
portant to mention some doulds which gtill we
tipemn the mcthads of piving nanoaal effect 1o the ol
am poiitical rights, as described Bn anticke 2, pamprash
2, of the dralt covemant. In its previous dralting, the
text had provided that the eontracting States woukd
undferiake to take steps to give efflect to the rights within
a reasonahle time, Deletion of the relerence to 8 reason-
able time coull he interpreted in twn ways: it could
mean either that, when a State ratified the eovenant, ita
fepislating should e consistent with the covenant, ar
that it wonbl have an indefinite time in which to fake
the mwcrsaary strps, The French delepation thoughe
theme 1o interprelations wracrrpiable, the frst because
it mi bt well be wnrezlisiie and the seenesd becanse, an
the Unitesl Kingslom delegation had rightly pointed ont,
the idea of progressiveness eomld not e admitted when
it was a questinn of fundamental righta, Article 49, on
the implementation of the encsenant in question, was un-
douledly such as to refute any interpeetation indicating
progressiventss od fafieifam, Dot 01 was a0l Lroe thai
there was a problems which shoull le clarified before
the dralt eovenanly were sulamitted 10 the Geperal As-
sembily ard] the States. That was all the mere pecessary
Iecaise the whele rature aml scope of States” under-
takings dependal on the dralting and interpretation of
that elause. Meorenves, the !-rnhl-m: wiild have to le
examined in conjunction wich that of reservationa,

26, In that connexinn, the French delegation had al-
ready stated that it was fasourally disposed lowards
the United Kingrdom propoal, The requirement of a
tweethirds majoriy for the sccepance of reservations
lessened the rnk of general reservations, With the new
drafting, there was o0 longer any resson 16 fear that
the reservations might be indefinite in time and it might
be poasilile i alispel the miscnderstandings over the ine
terpretation of article 2, parigraph 2, of the dralt cove-
nant on civil and politieal rights in conjunction with
the mechanism of reservations,
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7. ‘l.‘g:;rm:d to the federal ﬂ?mﬁh mﬂ
tor the Rican representative for having i
appreciation of the proposal Auwstraha and India,
23 amended by Framee | 3, paras, 2456 to 24B).
The (aleral clause w2 no longer embodied in the draft,
boch Smporiance ol probably be ratsed ogafn and
5 smpariance wou agam '
Bl maw, it thoupht that it th necessary to take
tlee fullest ilde sccount of the inherent requirernents
of a federal siructure and, st the game time, of the vir-
tally universal application of the riphts recopnized in
the covemanie. Indeed, a daose which would oblipe
Seales with a federal or virtmally federal strocture to
upset their conatitutional system could only damage the
chanees of ratification of the covenanis amd on that
point be fully agreed with the United Kingdom delega-
tn's ohwservations,

8. The French delepation considered the covenants
a real jurihcal revolution, which deserved 1o be en-
dorsed by the greater part of the international eom-
mamity, In the text of the drall coverant on avil and
politscal rights as it stood, it was provided that the
coverant would come inlo force when twenty
bad alepaite! their insiruments of ratification
cessiony, 1o the French delegation, it was inconceivaliie
that covenants, which would have the effect of intro-
ducimg inle international law many rights which had
lLitherto depemied solely on domestic law, should enter
mntermathnal law by the back door. The French delepa-
i thewght 1hat they required ratification or accession
v at Beast hall the Member States

29,  Some delrgations had expressed concern abouot the
dhmality of the eocemants, In fact, it had to be admitted
that the division into two covenants had proved ae.
ceptalde amd praciical, particularly with regard to their
immplementation, it being well understond that the two
msituiients would be submitied to the General Assem-
Wy for eonsisberation iogether, There were consideralile
differences in the methods of implementing the two cove-
rands, although there wore some points bn common, On
scunpr [wmnts, the French delepation would have Lked
mnie simtilarity, Nevertheless, the system of
impdementation constituted a whole, some parts of which
were withmil prevedent in international 1. That whale
oy sonie extent combined the methods of preventive
centrol amd corrective control, something which the
French delegation had advocated for a long time. At
that slape, bewmever, # wisled to state how mioch 0
deplored the disappearance of a text which, in its orip-
ial drafting, had reseroed the 62 ol the specialired
agenccs 1o exymme complinis concerning the few
fights in the corenant on civil and political Sghts which
Fell within their provinee, aml it hoped that a majority
wouthl be found t restore the right during the de-
tiln] rxamination of the articles,

HL M the leginning of his sp och, he had said tha
the vovmamts sleabl] pet mermally deal with righis
which alicl nedt apgwar in the Universal Declaration of
Pl Mights, That statemwnt was most forceful when
agqdind tor tler inchesiom of the highly political prine

oof U right o pevples to ﬂ‘"-ilrlﬂ'lth{lﬂl;rl:l. TL:F;'I‘I-HTI:
delepaton’s views on that subject were well known
anal i wenld merely node that the provisions oo the
ippenmntation of the right omb] mot byt 2dd to s
misgivings, The powers o be given to the human
rights cosnmintee would make it a real politieal evacrt,

while with regard to individual rights the members
of the committee would, rightly, be real judpes acting

coverant kad found a remedy for all temsions past,
present and future, Through a mechanism of disarming
simplicity, the political siatus of the States might ever-
lastingly be questioned. But in the light of the tenden-
cies which had prevailed throughout the examinaticn
of that problem since 1951, the mechanism would be
fulty appled only to the Non-Sell-Governing Terri-
toeess thus emephasiring once more the discrimination
which the French de jon had muny times noted.

Moreover, the system 3 for implementation of
the principle was pa ical becguse it sanctioned the
l‘ililnﬂl'p:titimfm'l itical and collective right whale

rejecting it for indi rights.

J1. In making his statement, he bad tried to reply to
the Costa Rican representative’s a to avoid any
polemics. He kad no intention of t2king the same stand
as the Sandi Arabisn tre sometimes did, es-
pecially as some of that ive’s declhmtion
scemed fo bear litthe relation to reality, One of those
declarations would kave led to the conclusion that in
Algeria French citizens who were Moslems did not
E Arabic, which would give the impression that
1I I‘:‘trl! deprived of that right and were not taught in
tlar language. As everyone knew, that was completely
ermitrary 1o the facts, The Saudi Arabian tive
had, also, spoken of Alperia, Tunisias and Moroeceo in
the -zame breath, thus ignoring the fundamental dif-
Ierences between their jundial sysiems. Without exam-
ing such statements in detail, he would merely say that
they were perhaps not altogether une at a lime
whent the French and Tunisians, for example, were
working together to hnd sslutions, which concerned
them alsove all.

32, The Third Commitice should undertake a detailed
examination of the dralt covenants. From the earnest
examination of those fexiz it wonld draw the con-
glusion that mast things were possible but some were
nol, It could and should sort out the maximum number
of provisions acceptalie to the greatest itle num-
Ler of States, It would thus be possible—and the French
slelegztion fervently hoped so—to reach a point half-
way between the ideal of tombrrow and the reality of
today,

AL Mr. BARDODY (Sandi Arabia) said that he
wirthed to reply to sumne of the French esentative’s
coonments on his won statement at the 5! meeting.
He wisherd first, however, 1o congratulate the French
reodcientative on the insight be had shown in his state-
mietit on the work of the Commission on Human Rights
ol some articles of the drall oovenants,

Al The French representative had stated that since
the aelupion of the Univeraal Deelaratinn of Human
Kights, the Commission aa Hluman Rights had delated
article 18 of the dralt covenant on civil and paolitical
rights at lenpth, ot be hal ignored the [act that the
Samli Aralizn delegution, among others, had alatained
i the vede en theat Declaration and had on several
vvasionie state] the prasens fir s aletention. Mo ope
bl wver Leen able to explin @atisfactorily why certain
States hewl insisterl on the inchesion of the words “io
maintain or te change his religion”™ in paragraph 1 of
article 15, He had in fact been given o wwlerstand
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that the insistence had Leen due to the pressure exeried
hj'miuinuriﬂmd:ruind;hﬁtm -edi!nnlh:!lni,:
way sugpest that the French delepation was respons:

for that werding : he merely wishel to emphasize that,
in his opinion— an opinica which, incidentally, he be.
lieved was shared by the great majority of the Moslem
wurld—those words should not have inchuled in

article 18, inazmuch as they ::dpﬂcd to religion only and
not 1n frecdom of thought and consclence. The reason
* why he was stressing that point was that he tedd
a country whose sacred cities of Mecea Medina
mudle it the very centre of the Moslem world. He drew
the Committec’s atiention to the remarkable exposition
ol Moskem which the Afghan representative
bad made at the preceding meeting. Religion, unlike
thought, was concerned with emotional life, not with
intellectual life. I the emotional life alone were stressed,
as it was in article 18, there were those who might
justifiably take offence. The French representative
claimed that article 18 was in keeping with his country's
traditions of tolerance. He, for his par, considered that
the matter under discussion was not 2 question of
tolerance, but a purely practical ion. He recalled
the statement be had nade at the 563rd merting on that
articke. The Near Fast, the cradle of three preat
religions, was at present overshadowed in the technical
fickl by the West. Western missionaries exploited the
situation in their eforts to persvade the ignorant masses
that there was a m:;sm Iﬂhh'lﬂﬂ the n]i_g._‘tn they
sought 10 propogate technical progress, Tt was
where the danger lay: attempts were being made 1o
spread that false ddea, and article 18 as it stood lent
itsell 10 such tactics. The Sawii Ambian delegation
wiould not like 1o be tedd, by the insistence of ather
delegations on the inchusion of the aricle as it stood
in the dralt covenany, from approving the dralt as a
whale, as had been the ease with the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Rights, That was why it urped the
other delegations to heed its appeal and to apree 1o
reverse their decision.

35 With regard to the Freach representative’s reply
o the remarks he B! mole o1 the $03n] meeting on
the use of Arabic in Alperia, he withed 1o explain that
he had entirely from his own expersnce, He
knew that the French did not prevent the inhabitants
of Algeria, Moroceo and Tunisa from leamning what.
ever languages they chose, but that did oot alter the fact
that. when he had spiken o Algefians in |i11.'r.|r"9'
Aralic, they leul wnt been alde 1o understand him, and
that it hasl been necessary 1o continue the coaversation
in French. In adducing that example, he had merely
withed to point out that, il the Alperians were a feee
eople, ihey would certainly bearn Arabic. The suliject
of the current delate was human rights. In nwst cases
the rxereise of those rights ler! zpon the exercise
of a fumelamental right—the right of seli-determination
ol peopdes and nations, That was a prepositien which no
e conld deny. The French occupied the ter: laries
of North Alrica as if they had been presented with them
by Gewl, as §f they had a right tn them, They invoked
Liws amd principles. He called ipeon them 1o come down
from their ivory tewer, 10 face the realities of lile and
of Wstory, in short, to acknowledee that the curremt
wisbespread Mondshed and revedutions were due 1o the

fact that the fundamental right of ih;iﬂlll:‘fﬂ'r?ﬂmlim
of proples was not being respecied, He cht ohl:ped
mlq'ﬂll.l length in onder 1o make clear that the
exercise of human rights w2as in the first place de-
pemslent opon the liberation of eppressed peoples,

6 A PAZHWAK (Afghanistan), replying to the
French representative’s remarks reganding his own
sla'ement at the preceding meeting, explained that,
while e had eriticized the provisions of article 18 of
the draflt covenant on civil aml political rights, it was
incorrect tn say that he had descriled 1hat article as
having been drawn up and inserted in the dralt cove-
nant at the request of certain groups and in order to
scrve their interests. The French representative con-
temmled that amicle 1B of the dralt wovenant was a
literal restatement of article 18 of the Upiversal Dee-
laration of Human Rights. He did not share that ogdn-
ion. The Alghan delegation had supported the Universal
Declaration because it confined itsell to a statement of
principles. His criticisms at the preceding meeting had
been aimed exclusively at the text of anticle 18 of the
drail covenant on cival and political righte and ot at
the priociples on which il was hasedd. The French rep-
resentative had of tolerance, Tslim alwo taught
taleranee and required Moslems to respect the religion
of others. As a gond Moslem, he respecied the French
representative’s religion, He woubil ItJ-k:Jnl tn let
the French representative lave the text of the statement
he had made at the precaling meeting, which he fnvited
him 10 read and see whether he had really uttered the
wornls that had been attributal 1o him. Il the Fremch
fepresentative found that such was not the case, he
shemld withedraw his statement,

I Mre JUVIGNY (France) expliined that he had
referred 1o the eriticiama of article 18 of the slraft eove-
nant on civil and political rights that hal been ex-
pressed by the two delegations, Tle had then replied,
not 1o the Afshan representative bt 1o the Saudi
Arabian representitive, who had alleped (e certain
groups outside the Organization had exerted presere
in onder 1o seeure the adoption of that anicke, The
Freneh delegation’s renorks were therelore clearly oi-
rected 1o the Sawdi Aralian reprewentative and not the
Afgtan representative,

J2. The Afghan repressmiative Radd relerrail to the
French representative’s religion. In 1l ennnexinn, he
wizhedd to point out that there was wo oficial religion in
lis eomntry. There were many relipions in France, in-
cluling Mohammedanism: same of the inhaldtanie, on

the other hand, had no religion,

J2. With regard to the question raisol Ly the Sawli
Aralian representative in eonnexion with articke 1R,
he recalled that the cightern delegations representod
ven The Commizsion on Homan Mights lad sstad for
that article. Such unanimity elearly dememistrated that
the Commision's decision had not een dictated Ly
any pressure from a proup cutside the Crganization,
The Third Commillce was starting a prawral delate nn
the drall eovenants on human riglits, and i was there-
frore ot of place to par such insistence upon the piro-
visioms of 3 single article,

The meeting rose ar 1230 pom,
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