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1. Mr. EL-FARRA (Syria) i'lEl-’t that, with the
co-operation of the major E::cn,, covenants would
become instruments embodying clear and definite obli-
pations. It was reprettable that the Uniled States of
America did not intend to ratify the covenants becanse
it Zid mot behowe that respect for human Aghta could
best Le promoted by treaties in the current state of
international rehitions, His delegation still hoped that
the United States would reconsider its position, in view
of it pasc contibutions to the cause of homan nights.

Z With regard to the comments of several repre-
sentatives on article 18 of the drakt covenant on civil
and poliica]l rights (E/2573, annex ), much con-
troversy could be aveided H the words "or to change™
were omitted from the article, Freedom of relipion and
beliel, which was guarantesd by the text, implied fall
freedom for the individual to practise any relipion of
his own choosing without hindrance, The phrase “or 1o
chanpe™ therefore added nothing to the essential nature
of religious freedom and conferred no additional rights.
J. The question of implementation obwiously required
[urther and detalled study. With regard to the admis-
sibility of reservations, Syrian delepation olijected
to any reservation which would create inequality among
the gations undertaken by sovercign States. If any
State made a reservation which was incompatible with
the purpose of the covenants, while others ratified the
covenanis without reservations and accepted full res
sponsibility, the ratifications would e vitiated. More-
over, it could be arpued that such ratifications were
mvalid becanse the oblipations sisumed were not mu-
tual, On the other hand, if all States made similar
feservations, the very purpose of the covenants would
be defeated. The Syrian dedepation believed that the
amendment in the Commisdon en Human
Rights by China, Egypt. Lebanon and the Philippines
({Ef2573, annex 11) previded a practical remedy for
the situwation, by excloding any reservations which
would amount to giving a power of veto to the reserv-

4. He felt oldiged 1o eomment on the article on the
right of self<letermination, dexpite the fact that s
inclusion had already bern decided, because attempls
had been made 1o re-open [the debate in the hope of
defeating that decizion. The United F”"Fd"'" Tepre-
sentative hadl that self=letermination was nol
a part of human rights. The fallacy of that argur
was evident from the Charter of the United Nations,
on which the whole movement for the promotion of
human rights was hased. The Preamble of the Charter
reaffirmed faith in fundamental human rights, in the
dignity and wonh of the human and in the
equal rights of men and women and of mations large
and small. Thua, the principle of the equal n;:lm_nl
men and women amnd the principle of sclf-letermination
were on the same footing. In Article 1, paragraph 2, of
the Charter, relerence was made to single prin=
ciple of “equal rights and sell-determination™. It could
not be armued, therefore, that oqual rights fell within
the scope of human rights and that self-determination
did not, It might even be said that human rights were
a sublivision of a st of rights that [ell under the
principle of sell-determination. In Articke 35 of the
Charter also the primary of the ﬂg’mmnlmﬂ
was staled as the promoton ol frendly relations among
nations based on reapect for the principle of enual
rights andl sell-determination of Thua, the fum-
damental freedoms of the individual were placed side
by slde with the principle of the sell-letermination ol
peoples amd it was the duty of the United Nations
not only to promote equal rights for all persona, Lut
also to prescrve equal rights for all peoples.

5 No line eould be drawn between the rights of
peoples and the rights of individuals becanse, just as
a human being acquired his persomality Irom that of
his people, 3 nation derived its persomality [rom thow
of its members. All rights were =xercised jontly amd
severally by nations and individuals, The draflt cove-
nams already incluled several artscles, such as that on
the right of association, on individual rights which were
also enllective.

6. The United Kingdom representative hadl arguerd
that sell<letermination was based on a political prin-
ciple and that its practical application was subordinate
to that of other principles, the most important of which
was the maintenance of peace. That argument drew
an arificial distinction between varswus human rights;
it could be comtended that all the rights staled in the
draft covenants had some political aspecis, Moreower,
the fact that sell=letermination was submrdinate tn the
principle of the maintenance of peace was no reason to
exclude it from the eovenants, The Charter was entirely
devoted to the ideal of peace, although it contained
references o sell-determinativon, and the whale pur-
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pese of the covenants was to creale the necessary con-
dittiona for [riemdly relations among matons, Unrest
prevailed in Asia, Africa and the Middle Fasi, where
peoples were sirogpling for the human rights of which
they had been deprivenl for generations by colonkalism,
imperialism and eppression. I the situation which had
given rise to that international turmodl were not reme-
died, another danger might appear; it was very doul-
ful whether such a situation would be conducive o
the maintenance of peace.

7. Current movements for the liberation of ajjressel
ralions were caued !-F' the ﬂ:!'u:-:il of ll'i'l'll'lt I'nErrrl.:
to recognize the evual rights amel privileges of a

peoples. Stubbomn rjirliﬂ:nfc to Iihﬂprhﬂ mavemnenis
merely swelled the rising tile of natichalism. History
had n that peace could not be achieved or main-
tained by denying peoples any of the rights to which
they were entitled. An outstanding recent example of
the ir rable losses sullered by peoples as the result
of lh:rrﬁmpl of the principle of sell«letermination
was that of the partition of Falestine against the will
of the large nujority of its inhalitants, The tragic sita-
tion of one million Arab refogers, which could have betn
avoided if the sight had been embodied in 2 coverant
and [ithfully observed, showed bow demial of the prin-
ciple of sell-determination could entail the fagrant
violatim of human rights. It was not in the nterest
of any Power to ress the principle of seil-deter-
mination; its exchon from the covemants would
serve to alienate world public opinion and 1o aggravate

mational liberation movemnents

B. Mre KRUTIEOVA (Ukrainiza Soviet Socialist
Republic) neted with satisfaction that the majority of
the speakers in the peneral debate hadl, in principle,
acknowledped the need for dralting the covenants and
that many reprosentatives had expressed their approval
of the essive provisions included in both of the
dralt covenanis (Ef257), annex 1), Nevertheless, her
delepation felt obliped to commert on seme of those
provisions because the nevd for their insertian lad been
uestioned by some delegations,
9. It had been averred that the meaning of the prin-
ciple of seli-determination hal not been mole solh-
ciently clear, That principle, however, was unerquive-
vally stated in the rler and eonstituled wne of the
fundansental ged of the United MNatwma, More-
over, the realization of fomlamental human rights was
connected with the recomition and implementation ol
that principle. The statement that the right of seli-
determination wai 3 collective, ans]l not an imdividial,
right and should not therefore have a place in the
covemants had been refuted by the USSR representa-
tive, who had convincingly proved the anificiality ol
opposing the rights of an individual to the rights of
a collectivity. It was 1o b= ihat atlompts 1o ex-
clode the article on the right of scll-dcicrmination from
the covemants on artificial and formalistic grounds
would not be successful.
10. The Ukrainian delepation wished 1o stress the
importance of the provisions in both dralt covenants
which were directed to the :prlinl'm ol human rights
without distinction of any kind and the provison
ibiting discrimination by law, The argument of
the United Kingdom representative that legaslative
measures could not be taken in that respect, Decause
it would take time 1o eradicate the projudice on which
discrimination was bassil, was unfmecded. In many
States, various types of discrimination wefe sanctioned

by existing leptstation and the 1 of such legislation
wutihl eontrilaite to the more rapid am] more succesalul
eradication of prejudice.
11, The delegation of the Ukraintan S5R also fully
supporicd the progressive provisions of loth covenants
on the equal rights of men and women, The need for
the provisions in the cowenants on the equal rights of
men and women was amply proved, for example, Ly
the: facts piven in the Secretary=Gensral’s memorandom
on the status of women ( ). According 1o that
document, in sevenieen countrics women had no politi-
cal rights, iu three countries women's electoral nights
were himited and in several countries women couli] elect
representatives only to certain public bodies, It was im-
portant not only to recognize the principle of equal
rights, but also to include measures lor the elimination
ol incqulity of rights in 21l spheres. The inclusion of
an arucle on equal pay for equal work was therclore
eusential and the argument that the inadmissibility of
diserimination on the ground of sex was covere] by
the mtroductory provisions of the covenants was uns
fowmeled. In any event, il the representatives who used
that argumcnt were to recognize the principle,
should pot chject to its claboration in individual
articles. The queston did not anise in the Ukrainian
55K, where equal rights were guarantred by the Con-
sitution ind women pliyed an active part in all spheres.
12 Asticle 10 of the draft covenant on economic,
social and colural Aghts should be supplemented by
a provision that wape-carning women should be Fiven
leave before and alter childbirth and that such leave
shoull be paid for by the State or by the Iﬂi[ﬂ&rﬂ-
That provision would serve to implement the principle
statcd in paragraph | of the article, The Ukrainian
representative stated that matersiiy and child wellare
;Es. fully puaranteed and implemented in the Ukrainian
4

13. She endorsed the provisions of articles 13 and 14
of the dralt covenant on economic, social and cultural
riphts, concerning the rights to care of health aml to
education and therefore could not agree vith repre-
sntalives who had asserted that those provisions
should not be inclwled in the covenanis because those
subjects fell within the ence af such specialized
apencies as the Warld Health Organization and the
United Nations Eductional, Scient’fie and Cultural
Organization. The existence of the specialized agencies
merely stressail the impertance of health and education;
it coull not be used as an argument that States were
exempled from guarantecing human rights, Moreover,
the representatives of WHO and UNESCO had ac-
tively supporied the inclusion of the anticles in the
coverant and had even submitted dralt articles.

14. She agreed with the USSR representative that
the proposed measures of implementation were contrary
to the principle of the sovereignty of States, In order
to achieve real implementation it was necensary that
vencrele measires, which should be taken by the States
for the realization of the rights and freedoms declared
in the covenants, be included in the articles of the cove-
nants, and that the States undertake 1o put those meas-
ures into effect in accordance, of course, with the eco-
nemic, social and national peculiarities of each country,
15, The ¢ovenants should alio be supplemented by
msumnd:nrprgvmt uul ?Jm'u]}l?r sions for war
propapganda, incitement o ty among nalions, ra-
cial discriminatien and the di:mrﬁmtinn of slanderous
propaganda,
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16. Fin:ﬂ;.utinl:lﬁﬂﬂigd:ﬂtmmmﬂgwa-
nomic, social and cultural rights should contsin the
lddhimﬂpmhhﬂﬂlmukmbjﬂuﬁulﬂ
for the development of science and culture should scrve
the iumndpan;rmd:mn:qud‘m mainte-
nane of peace and international co-ofcration,
17. Thdn!t:nmanuﬂhtithdmw i
3vion becase

they had a number of progressive provisions.
18 Mrs TSALDARIS (Greeee) pointed oot that
Greece had been among the first countrics 1o recognize

the need t0 the Universal Decliration of
Human Rights by binding covenants. As a member of
the Commiasicn on Human Rights, Greece had followed
the Egpyptian tive's suppestion that mon-
members of the isshon shoulkd frst be given the

their views on the draft cure-

o they shood

the Committes. .
19. Although the A representative’s point that
hmthMe{Tﬁm{mmﬂmmimh
reconaider matters which had already been approved
merited pericus consideration, it had not been taken
upmdmnﬂ:pukullndmuﬂtrdmnﬂ:u-hkh
the General Assembly had approved. The Greek dele-
gation proposed to do the same.

20, One of those matters was the question whether
there should be two covenants or enly one. The Greek
delepation reaffirmed its beliel that there should be
two covenants, and gave two reasons: first, the dralt
cevenants were the result of long
on the part of the Commission and could be put
their final form the

wEre
tural matters but less 3o with civil and political matters,
Tt was , however, that they could play an
appreciable part in civic education for the exercise of
those rights, especially for women who had recently
obtained or would cbtain their poFitical rights owing 1o
the effect of the Convention on tie Politcal Rights of
Women {General Assembly 640 (VII}) or the cove-
nant. It should be noted, however, that except for the
International Labour Organisation, the specialized
agencies had no enforceable ers derived from
treaties, so that the whole burden of implementing the
covenanls could not be passed on to them.

21. As several representstives had pointed out, a
further argument for separating the covernants was that
the covenant on ecomomic, social and cultwral rights
was to be implemented gradually while the other would
come into force immediately vpon ratification, In that

connexion, the doubls expressed the French and
Netherlands representatives as to the practicability of

the immediate implementation of the covenant on civil
and politial rights and the deletion of the reference
to the phrase “within a reasonable time™ merited serious
thought,

22, Despite the difficulties of some countries, in view
of frmly established traditions and social conditicons

and of different civilizations, belicfs and political sys-
lema, the aim was to secure the possible ar-
ceptance of the covenants by non-Members as well as
by Members of the United Nations. The texis L
be Retilile enough to mect those difficaltics withouot B
any way sacrificing the fundamental principles ef the
Charnter.

23, Greeee, and ofier covntries with similar Con-
stitutions, would have no difbcully in accepting articles
2 to 5 of the draflt covenant on economic, social and
rulrm:lﬁ;hmmﬂnin[eq-tulri;fﬂnﬂm-sﬁlr
crimination, Her country’s Constitution establishel
:mulﬁﬂﬂlhlnﬂlh:hr.mwmrﬁhdﬂmm-
joyed equzl political rights since 1952, Greeee had als
ratified the Convention on the Political Rights ol
Women providing for the acress of women 1o public
office. But, as the United Kingdom representative had
pointed cut, some countries would find it difficult to
relate the requirement in article 2 of no “distinction of
any kind, such as . . . nationdl , . . erigin™ to article 6,
puarsnateeing the right 1o work.

24. With regard to articles 7 to 9, Greeee attached
a wgppm‘:l importance 1o the right of association
and the right 1o organize trade unions, a freedom which
had been included in the Greek Constitution long be-
fore other countries had taken similar steps. It already
puaranteed social security, healthy working conditiona,
{air wages and pay which would ensure a decent five-
lihood 1o workers and their [amilies. The right of
cqual pay was established in many countries for gov-
crneaent workers, but it was more difficult o apply
it to workers under free or coflective contracts. Muore-
over, the 1951 convention on equal pay for equal work!
had not yet been signed. Article 2, paragraph 1, seemed,
however, to mect such difficulties by providing for
progrressive realization of the rights recopnired in the
covenanl.,

25, The Commission on Human Rights was to be
congratulated on having given an important place in
the dralt eovenants to the institulion of marriape amd
to the family, the basic unit of society.

26. The health measures provided for in articles 10
to 13 were easily acceptable, since they formed pant ol
the kgislation of most countries, and the vahuable
services of the specialized agencies and technical assist-
ance could be solicited in case of difficully. The Greck
delegation would, however, have liked to sec a clause
on the welfare of the aged, a subject in which much
progress had been made in many countries,

27. As a cradle of civilization and culture, Greeee
attached the grearest imporiance to education. in
Gieece, elementary education was free and peneral,
and there was no discrimination. There had recently
besn some attempts to carry out the UNESCO recom-
mendations on basic and adult education, but the
Greek delepation did not agree with some speakers
who had suppested that all educational matters shoul
be dealt with by UNESCO. Such matters should be
ket 1o States, in view of the differing traditions which
each State wns anxious to conserve. With regand 1o
article 14, Greeee would find it diffcult 1o a {pm
pressively the principle of free secondary and higher
cilucation.

! Coervention (¥a. 100) concetm'ng Faual Remuseration for
Mo sed Woemnen Workers for Work of sl Vilee, Ser
Fijek HI:RJ' gl the [airrmational Labowr Oirpanimbion ie ihr
Lissied Natigms, 1L
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28, Tart IV, on 'miplnmit'a.t'l:m.m:dﬂliththg.
but care woold have to be taken to ensure that
trjorting procedure did not cause duplication. Docu-
ment E/262]1 containe] some pertinent remarks on
that yoint by the International Labour Office.

29, In the preamble 1o the draft coverant on civil
and political rights, the fundamental Jemocratic prin-
i dﬂhﬂ.iﬂh:ﬁ&mﬂuhﬂnrﬂu
rier of the {Itulni Nations and the Universal Dec-
laration of Human Hights, were conventional
form. R for and lpplinlinn of those principles
would ir future be the criterion of true democracy in
a régpime, It should I« pointed out, therefore, that as
any democratic and liberal constitution could come into
exisfence only in an atmosphere of absolute freedom,
the purpose of that covenant was to ensure that climate
ol Liberty, thus far the privilege of sovereipn States,
since those principles naterally could not be applied
lo non-sovereipn, (hat is, non-scll-poverning,
cxcept by the wish of the Power poverning them.
For that renson the Commission on Human Rights
hal considersl it pecessary to include an article on
sell«letermination in both covenants. In reply to the
cobonial Powera which the inclusion of those
articles, the Griek delegation pointed oot that the Gen-
eral Assembly had been resolutel
inciple from the outset, and the Groek delegation had
among the leaders of 3 movement to ensure not
only the recognition, but also the ion of
the principle, which had lorne fruit in resclutions
HE (VI GIF (VII) and 728 (VI Frocdem &0
all was not only a pood principle, but good practical
politics.
of sl e i ration presapoied pentral scempianeerat
of ¢ efminalion nce o
the principle jtsell. mnrlg}:l opposition was Letler
than an atternpt to undermime the principle by dubious
arguments, It had been maid that the covermants were
concernad with individial rights and that therefore
the right of sell«lctermination hacd no place in them.
The wse ol that argument could excivde many other
rights of a collective mature, such as the right of fiee
association, Sclf-determination meant the individual's
right to determine frecly his own psslitical status. Peo-
ilid not live in iolation: il they did, there woulil
no need 1o protect their rights. y lived in com-
munitics, which were called peoples or nations, Accord-
inghy, that right could enly be expressed and imple-
mented collectively. [t was true, as the United Kinpdom
representative had sid, that the principle of sell-
determination had eriginated a3 a rather vague political
principle, but that had been over a century carlier.
Since then the principle had been gradually more clearly
defined and had been extemled 1o colonial territories.
The right af sell-determination was more and more
taking on the character of a legal concept, a lepal
ohligation. The Unitedd Kinpdom representative had
-T:t-lnd“z:tnﬂqn Wilson Ifi“ support of hﬁf asseriion
that s ermination could endanper world peace,
the Wilsonian 1 of world peace had been hs]::
on strict sell<letermination, especially for Evrope. In
the Charter of the United Natwns peice and freedom
were not i tible but complementary, as could be
seen from Artle 1, paragraph 2, and Article 14:
indeed, it was fallure to apply the principle of seli-
determination that w23 Likely to endanger world peace.
It was unmecessary to onler into detailed dicussion
of article 45, on application of the principle. for,

in favour of the

like the Egyptian delegation, the Greek delegaton von-
sidernd that the best possible conditions for the appli-
eation of the principle had been lakl down in article 48
31.  The United Kin tive had alo had
difficulty with the definition of such terms as
and “pation”, Tt was true that thu difficulty
cropped wp in international law in the but there
was no lack of eminent jurists in the ittes, and
it would be inadmiasible for a fundamental right 10 be
sacrificed because of the difficulty of definition.
J2. The Fourth Committee’s work had clearly shown
that sell-dretcrmination was nowadays exclusively a
proldem of the Non-Sell-Governing Territorics,
urstion of minorities was quite a differzid matter,
liable to arise in any State or territory. The minarity
in a community was entitled to the fullest possilide sale-
:mnl:r;,. but was not entitled to obatruct the will of the
majority. It would be superflous to recall that majority
rule governed den and minority rule dictator-
ship. The ambiguity could enly be delile ate,
33, The Greck delegation was gratelul to the Saodi
Aralian representative for his mention of the Cyprus
question,? which was a serious concern to her country.
Sihe didd not intend to enter into the details of i matter,
{mﬂ: the 't-un was not I:-:I'mlhih: Third Cn::miun:.
Yhen or its inchusion in the apenda, the General
Emm allocated it to the First Commilice.
She was convinoed that the First Committee's discussion
ni:htqmmmumﬁrml}wmﬁdnndlh:
peeples o world in the principles declared
Uisied Nalons, by 1
M. With regard to article 18, on freedom of thought,
conscience and religion, the Greek delegation was at-
tached to the principle of the Greek Constitution under
which every religion was free and could be frecly
exercised and proselytism and other forms of inter-
ference with [recdom of religion were prohibited,
35 Mr. VALLADARES (Honduras) said that his
country wouhl find no difficulty in applying the cove-
mants, since nearly all the provisions were alread
rt of Honduran law, He was convinced of the need
or the covenants to be drafted and adopted, but he
appreciated the difficulties facing some countries and
accordingly supported the Israel representative’s sup-
pesthon that the text of the Jralt covenants and the
records of the debate un them should be sent 1o Govern-
ments [or thorough study and comments. The com-
ments would supply a uselul basiz for the Third Com-
mittee’s work at the tenth session of the General As-
sembly, His delegation still lelieved that a single
vovenant should have been prepared, as the purpose
was single and indivisible, but it was probably better
lp work en two covenanis in order to obtain general
arceplance,
3. The covenants were being devised for the spiritaal
and material betierment of the human person. Accord-
ngly. his delegation was strengly in favour of granting
the right of petition to individuals, Although that might
cause legal cimnplications, justice ought to take -
dm::h mm;:llmm Itplimth Indi'nl"iduﬂ petitions would
means Lo redress if a infri
e, Sule infringed a
iz lnﬂdHMnukrmﬂlmﬂlhf_
mants easier, reservalions should be itted, h?::
o substantive articles stating | tal and uni-
versal rights.

Fleem A2 on the agereds of the General Assembly,
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38 Miss AGUILAR (Peru) sid that the most strik-
ing and pratifying feature of the dralting of the cove-
nants on huoman rights mthlﬁ:ﬁmwh&hm
authors kad worked. Despite the delects incvitable in
any such endeavour, it was that s which should
puide the Commitier in its appraval of the drafts

J9. Respect for human rights had developed greatly
in recent years. In broad outline, it was characterizel
b}' a eniversal inclimation towasds o s of interna-
thonal organization as a result of positive action sgainst
:F;::ruinn: by cffective action on the part of the United

athons in ng_:m: the rules and principles upheld by

the Security ncil in cases of senous threats to inter-
national and security: the perfecting of the
International Court of Justice t h the ml ad-

justment ol the structure of the United Nations to
its Charter and by the greater concern of countries to
miifly bave instruments; and by a progressive adap-
tation of the United Nations 1o its | and a better
understandin all of what it stood for and
what it coul Mo human rights could be higher
than those of avoiding appression, of fecling secure
within a country’s Locders, of beng alile to have re-
course to a court of justice when a right was infringed,
a freedom curbed or 3 beliel prohilited, and of having
available 3 free tnbunal for the expression of all the
desires and aspiraions of all peophes.

40, The preatest puarantee of buman rights was with-
out dould the effective and beneficent activity of the
United Nations and its orfans and apences, m far-
ticular the technical amistance programmes of the Eoo-
nomic and Social Counal and the popular edocation
programmes of UNESCO, reference to which was im-
plicit in the dralt covenants.

41. Having reviewed at some length the pant played
by the United Nations in the establishment of nodern
interpaticnal law, she turned to the analysis of cortain
of the articles in the dralt covenants.

42. Some of the articles were confused and cluliered
with definitions : in articles 1 ta 16 of the draft covenant
on ceonomie, social and coliural righis, consiituiional,
civil and Labour legislation, administrative regulations,
social wellare provisions and so forth were ofien em-
bodied in the same article. Article 17 prosvided that
the States parties to the covenant should undertake to
submut reporis concerning the progress made in achiey=
ing the observance of those rights, but it might be
asked who could ensure that the reports were accurale.
It would be hard 1o decile, tpo, what steps sheuld be
taken against a State which failed to comply with one
or ngore articles, I there were 1o b intermational inter-
venlion, it was difficult 1o see what Torm it wimb] take,
It waz equally diffhcult to see what would happen if
the reports submitted by the States differes] sulatan-
tially from the ris_submitied by the specialized
apencies under article 19, As the Umiled States repre-
sentative had indicated, treaties were mnot fruitiul
methods for enforcing the observance of human rights.
Article 22 seemed to give the Economic and Socl
Council & right to take steps to puarantee peneral
rexpect for buman nights; but 1 was nol Clear what
steps and whether they would be cocrcive or punitive.
Article 24 referred to 2 whole pamur of Inlernation-
. instruments for the schievement of the rights, but
none of them would be of the shightest use unless
Covernments and peoples showed good faith in applying
the covenants.

41, In th draft covenant on civil and political rights
there seemed 1u have been some confusion betwern
subjective and objective definitions. In artiche 4 11 was
stated that States parties to the covenant might i fime
of public emerpency take meaasures deragating from
their abligations 1o the extent strictly rrgmmi B the
exigencies of the situation; but the term “strictly” was
extremely vapue and scemed to leave to the State itsell
the power lo decide what was strictly required.
44, Anicle 10, paragraph 2, relerred 1o the separale
treatment of unconvicted persons, but did not speeily
what treaiment. rale treaiment secmed 1o be dhs-
criminatory and also inconsistent with the madern
theory of social rehabilitation and of refraining
from making a punitive distinction between convicled
and accused porsons.
45, Article 11 referred to failure to fulfil a contractual
cbligation, but that failure might be with intent to
deceive. Provision was made for that in nearly all
pemal codes
45, A comamitice was lo be sct up under article 27
for the implementation of the eovenant, The estatiich-
ment od infiniluw of commissions, commitiees and so
forth to put into eflect conventions and treatics between
Governments merely cauned that type of micro-organ-
im 1o te and become a bu on Governments,
which in any case found some difficulty in budgeting
for their intermational commitmentis
47. Peru would have no difficulty in accepting the
isions of the covenants, since all the rights
stated therein were zlready part of Peruvian law. The
current Government had enacted a number of laws,
decrers and resalutions designed to improve the ot of
the less fortumate cititens and it was I'I'IJH:'.I'!F EveETy
:;ET’ 13 meet the basic needs: clothirs housing and
42 Mr. KING {Ubﬂh? sai] that States had become
increasingly convinced of the need to conduct their
affairs in accordance with the principles oulline] in
Articles 1 and 2 of the Charter. That conviction had
led to the General Assembly's request 1o the Commis-
sion on Human Rights 1o draft t international cove-
nants on homan rights. 17 the United Nations really
desired the covenants to be put into force, cach Member
State would have to make national sacrifices,
49, Some countries would undoubledly find diff5-
culties in bringing their legislation inte consonance with
every part of the covenants, Ewvery effort should be
muade 1o Jdefine the scope of the rights embodied in them
and 1o word the definition in the clearest possible terms.
5. He could mot scorpt the a t that the
article on the right of sell-determination (article 1
ef both draft covenanis), should not e Inchuded
on the grounds that §I was mgmpm te in cove-
nanis o human righie. Rather, felt that ¥ was
the essentia) part of the covenants, for without it
there would Le no basis for the rights, The contention
that the right was not the concern of the individual
was untenable, for the inddividual was the nuclens of
the State, and 3o individual rights were paramount,
especially in States bamed on He principles.
Te ennuder sell-determination as a political principle
would be to pive a gquile different interpretation to
article 1, graph 1, of the draft covenart on eoo-
nomic, socil and cultural rights. The article was appro-
priate in the dralt covenant on civil and political nghts,
ai civil and political rights were certainly individual
rights,
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3l. Hbehlﬂ been arpued that a federal State aTﬂi.‘k'
<y \ I P \ministeri ot
and Hnn-S:]I.’-Gm‘n}g: Temitofies a3 a dn!m-*ﬂ.l of
the full enj t of the rights to the in such
Territories. He failed to see the validity of such an
argument. The ks legitlatures in those Terrilories
were nol supicies, Lhe ilan countfics were
perfectly well able to apply the covemants in territories
under their control, whereas in federal States such ap-
plication could be thwarted by Jocal legislatures, which
were supreme. No romparison was possible,
52, It had been corended that the reports procedure
leﬂ in the uraft covenant on economic, socmal
and coltural rights could not be applied to the other

covenant and that the former should be implementeil
progressively, while the hitter should become operative
on :iFn.l.lur:.Th:u might be so, but he could not see
why implementation should be progressive when it was
a matter of a people’s will to determine and maintain
its own poraanent sovercignty over its natural wealth

and rescurces,

53, Reservations would be neoessary if the covenants
were 1o be put into force, since no covenant could
coincide with the many different legal systems, But
such reservations should not on any account affect the
substantive efficacy of the covenants,

The meeting rose at 12.50 pm.

Pristed ba U.S.A.
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