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1. Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan), speaking under
rule 116 of the rubes of procedure, mid that he wished
1o avoid any misunderstanding, such as that implicd h{
the Costa }{i::m representative’s stz fement ot the 5704
meeting, with regard to the objections raised by the
representatives of some Moslem couniries to the word-
ing of article 18 of the draft covenant en civil and politi-
eal rights (F/2573, annex 1), As a churchman, the
Coata Fican representative might convey that misunder-
standing 10 other persons of his faith.

2. Tn advancing the Istamic point of view on the dralt
article, the representatives of Moslem countries had in
na way inlended any specific reference to Christianity.
Indeed, he himaell kad referred in his statement only 1o
Maoslerns and non-Moslems. The millions of Moslems
whom he represented would be grieved il they thought
that their religious it:li:ﬁ: were being misrepresented
to the Christian world. Costa Rican representative
had expressed the view that the Moslem countries” ob-
jection to the drafting of anticle 18 represented a serious
reservation to freedam of religion and had spoken of
the Christian philosophy of free wall and the free judg-
ment of the human conscience. He had also stated that
Christianity allowed other religions to be presented to
followers of the faith, Islam was in ect agreemient
with that point of view: the only difference lay in the
method of presentation of certain other relipons. Tt
could not be said that difference of presentation implied
any interference with the free judgment of the human
will and conscience,

3. The Moslem religion, which had come into being
snme cenfuries after Christianity, entailed hbeliel in
Christianity as a divine religion. In fact, any Moslem
who did not believe in Christianity as a divine religion
was mol a true Moslem. Every Moslem reparded the
Nible as a holy book on the same level as the Koran,
which was itsell a history of previous religions. Tslam
offered every individual freedom to study all religions.
The Moslem countries did not believe that the principle
in dralt anticke 18 was incorreet, but considered that

. a speech 1o

the wording should be improved. in order to enmply
with a philasophy which was common to the relipions
of 1the world. .

4, He hoped that he had made it quite char that has
original staternent had not been disparaging of Chris-
tianity and that lslam did not claim to be the only
champion of the free will of man and of freedom of

COnSCHENOT.

5. Mr. FOMIN (Union of Sovict Socialist Republics),

ing under rule 116 of the rules of procedure, said
that he had been constrained to speak again because the
United States representative had not confined hersell
to stating her Government's position with regard to the
dralt covemants, but had expatiated on the differences
between various delegations’ int tions of thar
provisions. 1f that attitude were followed to its logical
conclusion, and every delegation were to assume that
differences of opinion automatically meant that o~
opcration waa impossible, any work on the draft cove-
nants would be vain. The United Stales representative
had illustrated her remarks with references to 1he views
of the USSHK on matters not connected with the dralt
eovenants. It should be borne in mind that the United
Naticns was not an anti-Communist institution or a
United States committee on un-American activitics. [is
purpose was (o promole hion amang countracs
with different political and economic structures. The
Third Commitiee was no in which to raiswe the
false fssue of different ideologies and it should not be
used as a [ um - 2ttacks on the Soviet Union,

6. Incor.  w with the question of scll-determina-
tion, the 5 States representative had quoted J. V.
Stalin as seysag that the rght should be subordinate 1o
the right of the working class to strengthen its power.
The practice of using quotations out of context was
always guestionable; in that case, the United States
representative had attempled to use a short excerpt from
prove that the Sowviet t of scll-
determination was different from that of other countrics.
The United States tative had distorted the
meaning of J. V. Stalin's statement. In fact, Stalin's
statement had been intended to expose cortain dangerous
trends at a particular historical pericd m the Sovict
Union towards differentiating between groups of citi-
zens, It had been made at a time when certain group
tad been trying Lo create enmity hetween the different
nations of t vict Union and had attempted o put
an end to the very existence of the Soviet State, and
Stalin, n,-puu'n; 1o that attempt 1o use the right of sell-
determinaiion to sow hatred, had stressed the need for
unity and had pointed out that it was inadmissible to
pursue such attempts under cover of the right of nations
o s2-determination,

7. The tative of the United States of America
had repeated the old siormesabout the individual in the
Soviet Union being subordinate to the State, She had
also made that assertion in order to prove that individual
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and evllective rights were interpreted differently in the
Saviet Union. In his speech at the 183nd Ty meet-
ing of the General Assembly, helld on 10 December 1548,
Mr. Vyshinsky, Chairman of the Sovict delegation, had
already shown how untrue those storics were, In fact,
cordlict beiwern the inlivilual and the State was due
to the rise of antagonistic classes. |n societies where the
State was represented by the ruling class, which used
its power against the interests of other classes, conflict
maturally arose, but in the US5H, where there was no
class antaponism, there was no such pmhl:m.‘H: wonhd
not taks up the Commitice's time by replying to the
rest of the United Siates representative’s stories about
the Savict Union. They had been mientioned for a pur-
pose which had nothing to do with the Committec's
csscntial work, and they were entirely without founda-
tion, The United Siates representative was entitled to
her own views, hut her attempt to introduce the idea
that idenlogical differences made co-operation in the
preparation of the coverants impossible was quite out
of place. The Commitiee’s task could be

oalv by a frank exchange of views and an attempt to
achieve a ropprochement,

B Mrs, TSALDARIS (Greece), speaking under rule
116 =i the rules of procedure, stated, in reply to the
United Kingdom representative’s comments on her own
references to the questica of minorities, that the United
Mations had 1l e pans which dealt with that matter.
Minorities within the mational territery of a sovereign
State enjoyed the speeial rights and protection accorded
to such groups. The purpose of the anticle on the right
of self-lcterminalion was to profect nabonal majoritics
which didl not pavern themaclves and 1o give them the
opportunity of expressing their views on their political
status. It was surprising that those who questioned the
right ol natioma! majorities to sell-determination wished
to extend that right to .ninorithes,

9. Mra AFNAN (Iraq). speaking under rule 116 of
the rules of procedure, pointed out, in connexion with
article 1R n|P|h1 draft covenant on civil and political
rights (E/2573, aanex 1), that every religion was uni-
veraal in principle. Unfortunately, religious discrimina-
tinn and intolerance existed, not only between different
faiths but between sects of the same religion. and article
18 should be considered againat that background. The
Traqi delepation considered that the provision for free-
dam to change ane’s religion was superflluous, Tt had no
ohjectian ta it in principle, It thougkt rhat, as mo re-
ligson eould differ from another in ethical concepts, the
article should be universal and appliczble to every re-
Tiginn, sect and individual.

Procrptaat Frofesal, sUaMIiTrnn av Costa Rica

10. The CHAIRMAN pointed out 1kat, in accordance
with its own decision (| V/CA/L409), the Commirttee
had only five meetings tu devole to the discussion of the
draft covenants. It might be possible 1o arrange to hold
two of three more meetings on 6 and 7 December.

11. Mr. NUSEZX (Costa Rica) stressed the need for
a detailed disenssinn of the questions which had been
dealt with in broad outline during the general dehate.
He therefore propnsed that the Commuttee should, first,
regard its work during the current scssion as a first
reading of the coverants. in order 1o preciude the pos-
sibility of continuing that reading at 3 subwsquent ses.
wiom = meeenillv, ask the Deneml Sisemlily oo invite o
eragvwenila loe sulmail cosgnenids on and amscmlmcins b
the ermvenants within approximately six montha: and,

thirdly, request the Secretary-General to submit to the
Agsernhly at its tenth session a working containing
the comments and amenciments, togrther with the state-
mente made in the Third Committee,

12. The CHAIRMAN added that the time
limit of six months would not preclude delegations from
submitling proposals and amendments up to the time
of the seennd reading.

11 Mr. NUSEZ (Costa Rica) agreed.

14, The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee of his
sugrestion that there might be a second part of the first
reading, limied to a single statement by cach delegation
andd mﬂﬂdum; that delepation's amendments
and ohservations with regard o individusl articles of
the draft covenunts, without prejudice to the right 1o
submit other proposals and observations up to the time
of the second reading.

15, Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia) said that he was
urable to see how the debate, oF 3 second part
of it, could be rega as a first reading. It had been
decided 1o hold a peneral delate in order to establish
the positions of delegations. All had stated
their positions and had dealt with matiers of substance,
but there had been no amendments or dralt resolutions.
A first reading would have entailed an article-by-article
examination of the dralt covenants, in the course of
which delegations would have made their proposals and
offered their nmendments and observations,

16. The other suppestions made by the Costa Rican
fepresentatiee were perfectly acceptable.

17. Two procedures seemed to be to the Com-
miltee. First, delegations could submit their proposals
and amendmints immediately and the remaining time
could be used in discussing them or, if there was not
enough time, <he discussion eruld be carried over to the
next session, [t was more important that the drmaft
covenants shoold be carcfully considered than that they
should be put into force quickly. Secondly, an actual
first reading could be bepun.

18. Mr. MATTHEW (India}) a that the general
dehate just ended could not be called a first reading. Tt
was generally accepted that a first reading entailed an
examanation of (he text article by article. If the Com:-
miftee’s work for the sedsion was to be described a3 a
first reading., the draft covenants would have to be
considered artxle by article during the next Hve meet-
ings. There was no need, however, 1o introduce amend.-
ments amd proposals at the meetings; time would be
saved if delegutions submitted them between meetings.

19. Mr. PAZHWAK {Alghanistan) said that it would
be impossible 10 carry out a ftmptr rst reading in five
meetings. He had the sugpestion of a peneral
debate, hoping that the hrst reading could begin im-
mediately. Thit he had heen right had been shown
the fact that *we peneral debate had produced no new
ideas, hut only a restatement of positions which had
been well knovin for several sessions. A second part of
the first reading would probably mean another restate-
ment of thoss jositions, and would bring the Committee
no nearer to 3 first reading properly so alled,

E‘inﬂ'ﬁ;.:t%:;anwu’l immediate task should be settled
t t1 Hican representative’s sugpestions were
congidered, Tt would be useful for the Commities to
devnte the remalning meetings to attempting to scitle
suchy eotetanding prohlema as the questions ol reserva-
rinn atnl of 1he fplementation articles and o preparing
n working paper an them for the next session,
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2L, In principle, the Afghan delegation agreed with the
Costa Kican representative’s sugzgestions and hoped that
he would make them in writing. It would be wsefal if
he made it clear that the pumnse of the Secrriariat
working paper would be to [acilitate an article-by-article
examination of the draft covenants at the next sessbon.

jence at the current session had shown that the
draft covenants could not be examined quickly or easly.
The tenth sewsion of the General Assembly should there-
fore be devoted entirely to human rights It would be
advisable for the written Costa Rican 1 1o indi-
cate the date from which the sopgested six month’s Line
limit would begin and to make it chear that the clserva-

tions and amendments by Governments shenld be final,
that is. that they should be in a form which would serve
as 3 basis for t reading of the draft covenants at the

tenth sexsion.

22 Mrs. AFNAN (Iraq) thooght that, if the Com-
mittee had at the next sewsion to deal pot oaly with the
hundred articles of the draft covenants, but also with a
large number :I:!l anwndments, the work ﬂ:dlht drale
COVETEANEE Wi ably not be completed then, It
:Earrd ;drinhkwfnr :?.'rt Committee o give up afl
idea of a first reading at the current session | it should
merely report that the peneral dehate had been hela.

23, Mr. NUSEZ (Costa Rica) did not think that the
Committee should continue to be plagued by doulit about
what constituted a first reading; he be willing 18
suhstitute ln‘:'_li:]'ﬂ suitabile term in the first part of his
suggestion. endl in view was simply to prevent the
indefinite protraction or postpencmunt of work on the
dralt covenants, The Alphan representative’s suppestion
that the work of the Third Commitiee at the tenth ses=
sion of the General Asscmidy should be devoted ex-
clusively to human rights was a good one.

24, Miss BERNARDINO (Dominican Hepuhlic)
maid that a protracted procedursl discussion should he
avpided. The Costa Rican | should be submitted
in writing and should he discussed at the next meeting.

25, The CHAIRMAN cbserved that the agenda for
the next meeting should be settled before the Cesta Rican
proposal was discussed.

26, Mr. PAZHWARK (Alghanistan) proposed. first,
that the Committes slwuld begin the second part of the
first reading immediately after the procedural question
had been setibed, it being understond that every delega-
tion should be entitled Ireely to express its views on the
dralt covenants in one statement, and, secondly, that the
Costa Rican sugpestion should be discussed at the end
of the sccond part of the first reading.

7. Mr. NUSEZ (Costa Rim) acoepled the aecand
part of the Afphan propasal,

2R Mr. AZKOUIL (lehanon) said that the Afghan
proposal was a pond one, but delegations should not be
entitled freely 1o express their views on the entire dralt
covenants, because they had already done sa in the
peneral discussion, They should be limited to piving
their views on specific articles,

29. Mr, KOS (Yugnslavia) agreed with the Lelanese
representative. There would be nn time to conduct a
reading article hy article and many delegations wonlid
not be able to take a definite stand on all the dmft
articles. Acmrdingly, while delegations shonld submit
specific proposals, no decision shoauld be taken on them,

300 e PAZHWAK { Afehonistany sl that no dele-
ration was likely 1o renge over the whale of deadl eave-

nants once the general delate had taken place ; that hadl
heen implicit in the decision taken by the Committee al
the outset. The Letancse representative’s puint had
already been covered by that understanding. The only
further Afghan suppestion had been that during the
sccond part of the hrst reading the Commitiee might
also deal with unsettled questions, 1le agreed with the
Vugoshiy representative that few delegations coukd take
any definite stamd at the current sexshon ; they woiikd not
e asked to do xo.

J. Mr, JUVIGNY (France) said that the decizion
nn immediate procedure woukd in fact have to be taken
in the light of the Costa Rican representative’s proposl.
There seemed tn he 3 consenaua n favour of the sccomi
and third parts of it. What the Committee really wanted
was working documentation which would emable it o
start work immediatcly at the tenth session of the Gen-
eral Assembly, Conscquently, Governments had to he
able to do as much work as possibde in the way of dralt-
ing amendments and new sals in the interval bes
tween the ninth and tenth seasions. In the light of 1hal
consideration, time mipht be saved if delegations which
had amendments or proposals ready submitted them at
the current seasion. msenits would this rain some
idea of what other Governments intendel. No Govern-
ment would be precluded from sulmitting further
amendments during the interval between the scssions or
at the temth session. 1f no delepation was ready 1o
submit proposals, there seemed no good reason why
the Commitice should seck at all costs 0 Gl out the
remaining meetings, Conversely, the Committee might
follow the Afghan suggestion that the question:. lelt
unsettled hy the Unmmission on Human Rights mipht be
discussed at thase meetings, although many deso tions
had already touched upon them during the peneial de-
Late, Inany case, the time set aside for the crmisileration
of the draft eovenants was almoat exhanstol.

32, The idea! procedure in connexion with the Costa
Rican suppestion would be for the Secretary-General
to submit the working aper embodying the amemdlmreuits
to Governments =0 thal they could submit sul-amend-
ments before the tenth sesson, It was unlikely, how-
ever, that there wnnld be time enough for thar. The
Secretary-General might perhaps be requesterd 10 eir-
culate the documents to [L:xmnmts for information
as soon 2z he could and, in any case, not Jesa than xix
wreks before the apening of the tenth session, e hogued
that the Costa Rican representative woubd bear that
:um:.tiun in mind when he put bis sugpestion inta final
orm.

1i. Mr, TUNCEL {Turkey) said that the Committee
should mot encroach upon the twenty meetings o be
devoted to the remainder of its agenda by devoting
undue time 1o the dralt covenants. He apreed with the
Saudi Arabian representative that it would be betier to
slow down work on the covenants in the interest of
ohbaiming the greatest sihle number of ratificatinns
than to adopt ton Agid a timetable, He agreed, als,
with the Yugoslay representative that few delepations
eould yet take a definite stand on moat articles. Delega-
tions might, however, use the two remaining meelings
to be devoled to the draft caverants for submiiting new
propasals or amendments. That would go same way
inwards putting into practice the spirit of the Cosia
Rican suppestion,

M. e FOMIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics} asked the Afphan representative whether the
Cemmitter might ned discnes the Costa Rican progesal,
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if there were no speakers on the dralt envenanis at the
next meeting.

15 Mr PAZHWAKR (Alghanistan) replied that he
would be willing to support the USSR represeniative
il such a proposal became necessary, but would prefer
that a vote be taken on his own proposal first.

35, Mr. AZKOUL (Lchanon) peinted out that some
delepations might be ready to speak on certain articles,
bt mot on all of them, in a single statement.

37. The CHAIRMAN said that he saw no reasan for
limiting delegations to a single stalement.

18 Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) thought that
there might be a time Timit on second statements, bat,
if delegations were to be permitted to speak very often,
the Commitiee would not be able 1o complete its work,
39, Mr. HOOD (Anstralia) hoped that the Costa
Rican would be before the Commitiee at its
next mecting, at least for study.

40, Mr. PAZHWAK (Afphanistan) pressed for a
vote on his proposal, If there were no speakers at
next meeting, any delegation would be entitled ta pro-
pose an apenda. Not to take a vote on the Afghan

1 until the next mecting would be tantamount
in shelving it

41. Mr. AZKOUI, (Lebanon) concurred in the
Afghan representative’s view.

42, Mra. HARMAN (Tsrael) would support the
Costa Rican representative’s sugpestion that the Com-
mitice should devote its tenth session whally to human
rights. There would however be other fmportant itema
on the apenida. Accordingly, she revested to the sug-
pestion she had made before that an od hoe committee
on human riphts might be set up under rule 98 of the
rules of procedure. Governments would thus be able

to appoint ex representatives ard the committee
would be able to set up draliing sub-commiltees where
MeCesEaAry.

43. The CHATRMAN supgested that the vote should
be taken only cn the first part of the Afghan proposal
—1that the Committes should begin the second part of
the firt reading at the next meeting, on the under-
standing that every delegation would be free tn sulsmit
amendments to new proposals for, or cbservalions on,
the dralt articles.

44, Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) objecied that
such a procedure would stultify his propomal. There
would be no sense in deciding what should Iy dis-
cussed first if o decision was taken on what woull
be discussed afterwarde. The larael tative ol
raised 2 point that should really have been disqussed
in connexion with the Costa Rican proposal. Swch a
procedure would make the Committee's work ton com-
plicated.

45. The CHATRMAN explained that his idea houl
been to avoid a procedoral discussion at the next mert-

EnF. If the Committee decided 1o discusa the Costa
Rican 1 at the end of the second part of the
first reading, a two-thirds majority would be required

il, after all, the Commitiee decided 1o discuss it. in the
absence of speakers, at the next meeting.
46, Mr. FOMIN (Union of Sovict Socialist Repub-
lics) said that he would not press his suppesiion, on
the underatanding that, as the Afghan representative
lad agreed, delegations could propose at the next moct-
ing that the Costs Rican p should be discuriwed
if there were no speakers on the Arst reading,

The Alghan proposal saz adopted by 50 voles to
nonge, ntth ¥ abilention,

The meeting rose at 535 pm,

Promed m L=
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