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ASC3/5T4, ASCI/L410) (continued)

FinsT READIKG (3ICOND FART)

. Mr. GAMARRA (Urupuay) emrphasized how im-
portant it was that the hnal drafting of the covenants
shoull e eomplcted. As the [3rael and Drazilian rep-
resenlatives had said, the time had come to pass from
statements of principle to the dralting of juridical texts.
The Uruguayan delegation had submnted a proposal
{E/257), annex 1) concerning the implementation of
the eoenants: for i there was to be international
supervision puarantecing o every individual the cf-
fective enjoyment of the specified rights, explicit pro-
visiifid were nevessary. The question of the procedurs
tes le adegsien] in that conmexion was truly a question
of sulwiance, since 3 right whose exercise was nol safes
puarded bt any real meaning,

2 In the mwrnerandam it kad submitted on the main
asperts of the proposal for the establishment of an Of-
fice ol the Uniteel Nations High Commissioner {Af-
torpev-General ) for Human Rights (ASCJ3/5064), the
Pruguavan alelepation had pointed out thar the idea
of that proposal was in its essentials a simple one, A
represeniative of the international community, of the
highe=t tanding aml awthority, weull receive petitions
from inslividuals or arganizations relating to any viela-
et wf e cvvenants; he would undentake their pre-
liminary examination and investigation, would seck 10
fane] satislactory wilitions throngh negotiation with the
siates oopwnerisesl mnd, 61 mecesary, woalld present the
vase lefire the Unitnd Nations organ competent 1o
prtie vy (b suletanee of the question, That would aver-
vomie the dilfsuliy ratsel by the excning dilferences on
T aqucatiomy whether an imlivideal was or was not a
st sl intermationm] bow, Acconding o tracditanal
devreane, omly States conld plead lbefore an internas
binie] evnrt 3 o dhe other hamd, siome puslern authors
cofisilere] that the individoal was o suliject of fnter-
setisnil Bwe, “Thiag peeddenie wemld ned arise B come
pexion with the Attomey-General singce he would rep-

.

Ve ikl Fooverds of the Gormcrol Auemldy, Sinth Svie
Ao, o F wae®, Apemala §lem

resent the Unite] Natinns, which the International
Court of Justice had definnl in its alvisory oprmicn
of 11 Apeil 149 as an international persom, 2 ;u‘g:].rct
of intermational law, capable of possessing intermational
rights and duties, and as hﬁng‘ﬂrﬂﬂl{]_lu maintain
its rights by bringing international claims. In s
memoramlum, the Urupuayan delegation had explained
hoth the drawhacks of the other methods and the al-
vantages offered by the methesls it was projosing.

3. In paragraph 72 of his work La Décloration wni-
versclle of la mize en aewrre dex droits de Thomme, Mr.
René Cassin had said that the appointmnt of an
attorney-general was not alsolutely necessary, but that
the estaldishment of the organ proposed by Uruguay
would contribute 1o the development of international
Law and would help to resolve a number of practical
difficultie=. Mr. Cassin had emphasized bow useful it
would be for 2n impartial third parly to intérvene
belween the States and the individual, and had enlarped
on the services which the proposed Office would remder
by acting as a clearing-house for pelitions, screening
tF::rn and submitting them on its own responsibility
to the human rights commilice.

4. The Uruguayan delegation had explained that the
Attorney-General would exercise funciions somewhat
similar 1o thuse of the puldic prosceutor in national
legal systems siner, for example, he would represent
the international community an:d not the complainants,
The comparison should not however be pushed too far,
The Attorney-eneral’s task would prmarly be one
of emabation, aml hizs suggested tille, Allormney-
Grneral in English, Fiseol Generol in Spanish, should
not be allowed 10 cica'e any false impression in that
CANICKIOn,

& Mr. Gamarra wished (o supplement tle argumenis
put forwand by the Urnpnayan delegation in it
memaranding I the dealt crvenants were adapled as
they stoad | E/2573, annex 1), withoul provision for
an  Attnmey-General’s  Office, an incdividual  whose
rights were inviled woull Le reguited, umder anicle
40 of the draft covenant e civil and peditical righis,
to fined 2 State which woul] agree o defend his in-
terests, e winik] only be alide 1o turn 1o afficial au-
tharities, whose attitmle woull depemd om 2 numlecr
of circumsiances which were easy o imagine. The
Frompleron popresentative haal very rightly sdeerved
that the peneral mide woubl Te inction: 01wl Te
alwsisl for the State diecctly cncremal o eomapdlain
azainst iseld, aml poodber Cescerntment wonbil willingly
wneberinke o defend the canse of a fureigner, That
P bl wisabil b leerpifiod aes ik i’iﬂ:il"ﬁ. lis Pl Simie
accwse], 10 the State maked 1 intereene amd 1o e in-
ternatimaal  commmnity, The complainan  wonkd e

2 Kopuralion far anpaeecs deffered dw ibe gerzdie of the $uired
Nationd, Adrapeay Dipiaisa, LU, Keporfr 19059, 5 Bed

e ASCIFSRUSTR
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wililyeeed o appeal 1o a peaweriil Skate or 0 a faivern-
menl which was om Tesl terns with the aovisel State,
The mevessary  atmosphere of  fmpartiality  would
probarlile enffer fromm such a situation. The Uroguayan
.H-Iﬂmﬁ.n reparded thatl system as an inevitable source
of [rictias and eonflicts. O the ather lawl, an At-
ormev-Ueneral’s Ofee, i it existed, womnld 1o an ime
partial, spevialized aml competent organ, aceustomed
e actimge as an arliteator Dhetween States amd woukd
lee alde il the eomplaing was well foandel, 1o avil any
cvplication, cither Dy finding 2 compromise solution
or by peferring the matter 8o the human rights come-
mittre, Interventien by the Attorner-General in the
shomsestie affairs of a State would be Jeas seriogs than
intervention Dy annther State, |

fi. The mule af appomtment of the Atinrney-General
winihl give him the stamling of a high nogistrate ?ml
il prenceshiire le wind] have 1o follow woash] Te stusilar
ts that provided for wmder anticle 43 of the drlt cove-
pant e civll am] peditical rights, aned woull] thos en-
sure Mhat his decidions woultl e just, Soel dangers as
might hygitinotely be apprehendead woukl not come
from e peroposa] techaical fermmlas they wodhl reside
in the veritalde revidition represcnied by the estaldish-
miesit of an abeolulely pew gonilpol orpan. Bt Urosuaay
Il wishiesl 24 far as possilide to nbaiate any diffiultics,
The Tepislator slumdl he cantions, realiste, aml oon-
eernan] with the practical ennsequences of his decisions;
that threelol] resuirement was miet by the drall sub-
mitted. which emlwwlicd a gimple, refiable, amld cffscient
procesdure for ensurizg the real implemeniation el T
non fights, It might be nated that the Intermational
law Commission had applial the prizeiple unlerlying
the Urngaayan propssal by providing, in artiele 11,
paragraph Lol the two ddeaflt conventions on state-
fssniess? thar the Comtractinge artics should under-
toke B etaldish, within the framewark of the United
Nationd, an ageney to acl, when it deemed appropriate,
v Dl o clateleds persond belore Governraenls or
Twfisre the trilmnal referred to in paragraph 2

7. With reganl to the ather important provisions of
the draft eovenants, the Unagimyan delegation was op-
persesl to the so-called federal and colmial clanses,
Taathy of which wonbl nake for juridical inequality le-
tween the coniracting partics. In addition, a federal
State slwuld, by definition, b= regarded in its pelations
witly other coamtries as a whole ; anid so far as the Non-
Sell-Gowverning Territotics were cuncerned, ther posi-
tien oadde international control particularly pecessary if
resjwet for human righis was to he ensured within their
lundaries.

B, Lasly, Uroguay was opposed 1o the acecplance
of any rerervations; the covenants would e in the na-
ture of treaty-laws, and it was therefore essential that
their contents should be wniform and that all their
provisions should be simultancously and immediately
:piﬂihl.

Procroural. rrorosal sUsMiTTED my Costa Rica
{ASCI/LAI0) (continued)

0 Alr. PAZHWAR (Afghanistan) submitted the
amscrw]micnia [A_-F'CJ,I"I..-I!” which his ﬁ'l.'llr*g:lﬁnﬂ Wiy
prasjwsitye 1o the Cosia Rican draft resolution (A/C.3/
1410,

3 ipe (Mficial Recards of the Grneral Aosrmbly, Niath Sei-
#hem, Sufplenival XNo, ¥, para, 23

10, The object of the ficst amendment was accuracy
the Comandiior hadd eompletal the peneral discussion anal
had alrealy startesd on the seoondd part of the hrst read-
ing: the existing text, which mentioned only “a general
delate at the ninth session™, was therefore wrong.

1. With regand 1o the secom] proposed maoslification,
he comsiderad that the English word “ininal™ was super-
Masnina ; Bt wonl] be sullicient to way that the Third Come
miattiee slial] devete 118 mectings 1o 3 iliscussion of the
ilraft crvenants,

2. Laaly, the AMphan delepation thought it essential
to specily tha the Committee should procend “article
Ly article™; i any event, that was the only methnd
it woiili]l be alile to apply at the pext session, since the
hrst reading, inclling a general deate, woulkl be over
Iy then, Desiles, the preamlde of the draft resolution
provideld fur the possibility of Governmenta submitting
amernshments ; and such amendnents could refer ouly 1o
i Bivmlial artiches
13, He wonbl vote for the deaflt resolution {ASCY/
1-410) if the amendments he proposel were approved,

I4. Mr. XUSES ( Costa Mica) sail that in the Spans
sl text of the Costa Hican draflt resnlution the wornls
Wi sl pogio que conlenga in parzgraph 2 of the opera-
li'r:' ]L'|Ft :nhn'nlﬂ. |;||: lr]]hrr'd l|‘|_'|.' 1.Ip|: "rl.'l:bf'l]]. irfld il
Filacnin dre,

15, e acceplel the first amemlment proposed by
Adghanisian,

I, With regand o the sconnd modification pavposal,
it apgearcd that the Foghsh version did not gorees-
pond o the Sjemish oripinal, which comtained no ad-
jective eguivalent to “initial™, He had merely wisled 1o
ppeccily that at the tenth session the Thind Conmatlee
shaull] start with the dralt covenants, aml shoull (deal
with tlat item before any ether. If the intentions of
the Afghan defegation correspomded 1o his own, he
was prejaral to accept the amendhment and to modily
the Spanish text aceondingly,

17, Mr. PAZHWAK (Afzhanisiany thaoght that thse
word "initial™ in the Enghish text should be delaal;
paragraph 3 of the aperative part would then mean
et the Commitiee’s meclings during the tenth scasin
wondd le deveted to a detaibed discustion of the dral
covenants, The Committee shonh] stan witly such a dis-
cussion amd should continee article by article wntil e
el I pecesary, the whole seasiom could Le deveted
g the draft eovenanig: for the Third Comumitles 0
waitild] I a seasion of human rights, It was for thoss
reasons that Afghanistan had proposed the secoml
amendhnent.

1#, Mr. NUSEZ (Costa Riea) aceepied the secomil
Adghan amendment. He also aecepted the third amemd-
meend, in order to meet the point made by the Aighan
delegation,

19, 1le thought it might perhaps be advisable in ad-
dition 1o provide for the participation of non-govern-
nwntal erganizations in the discussion, A paragraph o
that eifect might be added to the eperative part of the
ilraft resolution ; indeed, emphasis might be laid in the
preamlle on the impartance of public approval fur the
future of the covenants. He had not thought it advisable
to inchisde a formal provision to that eflect in e draft
resalulion witlout E::.ring the Commitiee’s views v
the matter.
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20, Miis NERNARDINO (Dominican Hepullic)
drew the Commitiee’s attention 1o the eleet of the sre-
ond Afghanistan amendment, The Commiltee was re-
guired to examine all problems relerred 10 it by the
Eeonomic and Social Council in its report. 1 the Com-
mittee devoted its tenth session 1o the examination of
the draft covenants, it woubl nat be alle to discuas
other important social questions, and that would be
regretiabie.

21, Mr. JUVIGKRY (Frane) paid a tribute to the
concilistory spirit shown by the representative of Costa
Rica, who had taken into account the observations made
at the preceding meeting.

22, Replying to the seniative of the Dominican
Repahlie, he said that his delegation saw no reason
why the next session of the Committee should not be
devotad 1o the draft covenants on human rights: how-
ever, since new social problems might arise in the
meantine, it might perhaps be advisable to insert after
the word “mectings™ in paragraph 3 of the eperative
part the words “and in any case most of the time at
the disposal™,

21, He thought that the expression “article by anicke™
would tie the General Assembly’s hands too tightly,
It implied that the articles would have to be discussed
in the order in which they appeared in the drafl cove-
nants. But various articlea were closely connected and
ought to be examined simultancously. Moreover, there
was no artice on the questicn of reservations, the
Cemmizion on Human qRi;hu having left it to the
General Assembly to take a decision in the matler,
The expression “article by anick™ might therelore
be interpreted too warrowlv and he suppested that it
should be replaced by the words “to a discussion . . .
of the provisions of the dralt covenants. . ",

24. Mr. MEXDEZ (Philippines) could not agree
that paragraph 3 of the operative part should make
any reference to the “ialtial meetings™ ol the Thind
Committee being devoted to a detailed discussion: un-
der normal parliamentary procedure the members of a
Committer could not give directives to members who
would be siting at the foliowing session. Moreover,
there was nn certainly that at the next seesion the
Committee wounld wish to bepin its work with thie dis=
cussion of the draft covenants. Accordingly, he thought
it would be preferable simply 1o say “Decides that the
Third Committee, at its tenth seasion, shall take up a
detailer] dizevssion of the draft covenants. . ™

25 Alr. AZROUL (letanoa) thought it would s
letter at the current stage ot 1o g0 into loo many de-
tails concerning the work of the Third Commitiee at
the next sessiom. Jlowever, a decidion had 10 be taken
um peneral principles. All delegations wished the Come-
mittee to adept the draflt eovenants as soon as possilile,
Dt sedegition should be preceded by a discission article
Iiv article amd 3 vole on each article. The aim of the
Conunittee’s work, thut is, the adoption of the el
covenants, should therefore be clearly stated in ihe
dralt resolution, I at its next session the Committee
crmpletn] the examination of the draft covenarts and
adojeil them, there wos alunlutely na reason why it
sheotk] s take up other guestions before the ond ol
the sestinn.

2, ile therefire progeescd the additien 1o the omd
oi paragraph 3 of the operative jart of the dmil reso-

hation (AJCI/1-410) ol the words “with a view 1o
their adoption, if possilie, 31 that session”.
27, e DUNLOP { New Zealand) entirely approved
of the realistic poaition taken by the Fremwch repfescnia-
live. It was olwious that the Commillee was not yel
prepared 1o estalilish a rigid procedure for its futvre
work, As the Epyplian representative had rightly ob-
served at the 571st meeting, the soccess of the cove-
nants depended primarily on the extent to which world
public opinion would be prepared to acorpd them ; they
should not, therefore, be hastily adopted before public
pinion lad boen won over. Accordingly, Mr, Dunlop
agreed to the words supgested by the French rep-
resentative for paragraph 3 of the operative part. There
should be nn har to the ‘inclusion of wucstions other
than these relaling to the drafl covenants in the !;:nchﬁ
for the next session, He preferned the word “provisions
to the words “article by article™, which he interpreted
in the same way as the French representative. It might
even be peeessary, for example, to begin the
discutsion of the draflt covenanls with the gueshon
of reservations or that of petitions.

28 Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) said that the
members of the Commilies had the choice between two
alternatives: either to adopt an casy solution so as
1o oltain the greatest possilile number of votes, or, on
the contrary, to adhere to certain principles and en-
deavour o solve the problems invelved, in the hope of
uhtimate success. He himsell always took the sceond
course, The sole purpose of his amendments had been
to facilitate the ittee’s work, In his opinion, the
Commities should decide fmmediately on the precise
rature of its work during its next session, so that the
delegations might make their arrangements in pood
time, With repand tn the ohservations of the Dominican
representative, he wished to say that he was fully aware
of the importance of the other social questions with
which the Commitice had to deal, but he thought
that any delay in solving the fundamental problem of
the draft covenanis on human rights would be an
olutacle 1o the setilement of those questions. The New
Zealand representative had referred to world pulilic
opinion : Alr, PPazhwak had in no way overlookel that
factor, to which he, too, attached great importance.

20 In reply to the French representative’s objections
to the expression “article by article™, he poinicd oul
that in progwsing it he had in wo way rejecied the
prasilility of discussing the various articles irnapeetive
uf their order in the drall covenams, He had proguimed
the aldition of the wonds “article by article™ to para-
graph 3 of the operative pan because he oomaidered that
the words “detailed Jdiscussion™ were nol sulficiently
precise ; besides, no one had yet triad to define then.

30, Mr XUSEE (Costa Hicar sanl that tle olrafi
reselition he lad sulanitied (AFCI/1A10) was vt his
urzided] work 1 it hal been drafied om the lasis of unod-
ficial talks he hal had with tther representatives,

31 With regand ot the conmpenis male by tle
Dominican represcntative, he puinted oat thal the
salution of the varins guestions that might be sul-
maitter] 1 the Connmittee for oonsisderatom ab ils nest
sesgiom wotih] in any case le comfingont to a greater or
Irsser extent on the adoption . "= drall envenants on
human rights; for instanee, the solution of the ponddem
of forcel lalwour would e facilitated f Siates were
Tasttn] by tlae oddligations Laad dewn in the covenanis,
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The same apylie] to the problens connecinl with 1he
statied of wumen. Morcover, at the next session
Uieneral Assomlly miight appoing an of hee commillee
i eomsider the dralt eovemants; that would enable
the Third Committee to teke up the oiber items wn s
apemly. Such a comamitier mn’-l le et up under rule
it of the rules of procedure, as the Tsrael represenia-
tive haul pusinted out at the preceding meeting.

12, In comelusion, Mr. Nufiez that the words
“first am] foremiast™ shouhl be addal to operative para-
praph 3 of the draft resalution, which should also be
ameredel to fnchnde the sugpestions pade by the French
ard Lelanese representatives. Paragraph 3 would then
read :

“ecides that the meetings of the Thinl Com-
mittee at the tenth session shall be devoted frst and
forenmest 10 a detaibesd discission of the provisions of
the draflt international eovenant on human rights with
a view to their adoption, il possilie, st that session.”

A% Mr. MENDEZ (1ilippines) pointed out thal
there lal bheen a general discussion of the draft cove-
rants in the Commmitter, It that they had never been
piven a first reading. that s, a reading article Ly ar-
ticle, avennling to normal parlamentary proceshire, The
Commniitee™s main sk was to eonsider the drmil enve-
patita =l po more  fmportant  question coubl  be
inapined in exiding croumstances. In onder 1o take
those consideratioms into account, Mr. Méndez proposad
that paragraph 3 of the operative part slanld I
armemled tn resl 2s follows:

“erides that, at the mectings of the Thinl Com-
riittee sluring the tenth sessinn, high priority should
be given to the discussion of the draft international
covenants on human rights article by anicle.”

M. Mis RERNARDINO(Doniinican Republic)said
that the Cosia Wican represcniative’s angument was not
valil, Even il the covenants were adopied at the tenth
sessiom of the General Assemibly, they would not be
ratifics] or come intn foree immediately, In any case,
the Thirl Committer could not devote the entire tenth
sesxion 1o a eomsideration of the covenanis, as it had
to comsider all the social questions raisel in the Feo-
pinmie amd Sescial Comineil's report, 1t enuld of course
devate the greater part of its time o o consileration
of the covenants, but it ahoukl nat on that account
neghet other itemns submitied 10 it, which were also
vy important,

35, Miss MASAS (Cula) eomfirnied that, as she had
repeatedly stated, her delegation took o deep interest
i the ddraft international covenants on human rights.
M. The eurrent disemssion had been very useful; it
Tiul shown that the :iﬂlt:l Kican d[:ﬂf'; r;fn-u ;:hn wriafi]
be pencrally able if paragraph the operative
jart were nm alightly, She therefare propased that
delegations which had propesed amendments, whether
in writing or aally, should meet unofficially to dralt
a eomlsined text, The Costa Kican and other delegatons
—for example, those of Cula and Eeuwador, which Busel
sugpestions to make—enuld of course also take part in
the, unofficial consultations,

17, Mr PAZHWARK (S ighanistan) pointed out that
the new text the Costa Rican representative had pro-
poseil for paragraph 3 hardly alieral the meaning of
the original text, The expression “detailed considera-
tirm of the provisions of the draft covenants™ was nol
any more speeific than “detailed consideration of the

draft covenants™: all that was said in either case was that
the content of the draft covenants wouhl e considerel,
It shoubl be clearly indicatml that the dralt covemants
would br comideral article by article: that dil not
mean, in aite of what some representatives had sug-
gr;.:d, that the articles should be taken up in rumerical
order,

38, The I"hilippine representalive’s sugpestion was not
a solutin, bt a milative. The expression “high
prinrity™ coulil e interpreied in various ways and had
alrealy Deen wrongly jnterpreteil. The meaning should
e clarified b saying for instance: “will give a high
privrity, by initiating its work . . . and devoling s
meetings, ",

¥, With repanl o the Dominican representative’s
eommnents. the Commitice olwiously coull not devote
all #ta tise to eomshleration of the Jdmafll oweenanis,
Consieleration of the draflt covenants should be the
Comminee’s noin taak during the tenth scssion, but
that wotilsd swat prevent 1he Commiitee from taking up
other questions that might be referrol to it The Com-
mitter wonbl ket the primolure it eonsidered most
apgaroprriate in dealing with ita agemla in due course,
in the light of the time at s disposal. The essential
jednt was that the Committee should respect its own
decision mml comsiler the dralt cevenants first of oil

40 Nume wf the arpunwents he had heard had oon-
vincedd N that D sheul] withilraw hiz amendiient,
which eonsisted of adding the words “article by article™
to paragraph 3 of the operative part. I the Commitice
was nol t comdomn itsell to bearing the same state-
ments of principle and the same pencral remarks over
zpain, it wonhl have 1o take a definite decizion to con-
sifer e draft covenanis article by article at as tenth
seashon s unless i wantel to beat aloul the bash amd
retanil the adeqion of the covenants, there was no
nilher ’.l'.'r]:ll;-nl.'l_

41, Mr. NUSEZ (Costa Hica), taking into account
as far possille all the comments and suggestions tlhat
had Leen made during the discussion, proposal that
operative paragraph 3 af his dralt resolution should L
replaced Ly the following text:

“Krsofrvs that, at the meetings of the Thind Com-
mittee during the temh session, priosity should Le
given 1o the detailal discussion of the draft inter-
hational eovenants on human rights, article by article,
with a view 1o their adoption at that session if
pesalile,”

42 Mr. AZROUL (Lebanon) thoupht that the pur-
port of his proposal had not been wmderstood by sl
delepations; in his opinion. it would provide zll the
puarantees roquired by those who wantel the dralt
covenants lo be adopted as quickly as possible. The
purpese of his propos] was to define the aim that the
Committee should sct itsell, namely, if possible, to adopt
the dlralt covenants during the teath session of the
General Assembly. Given that aim, it was hardly nec-
essary 1o decilc ot once how the Conmillee should
procecil in order 1o reach it

43. He felt that at the tenth session the Committes
shauhl devote itsell as far as possible to a consideration
of the draft covenants, but some latitude shoulid be lelt
it 1o organize its work at the time in the light of the
cxisting situation. He therefore formally proposed that
paragraph 3 of the operative part of the Costa Hican
draft resolution should be maintained, with the addition
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of the wonls: “with a view to their adeption a1 that
pession, if poasible™,

H, Mr. MENDEZL (Mhilippines) thought that “'I:I:
text proposcd by the Costa Rican representative shou
I penerally lhfj-:-qt.ahlr, since it look accownt o the
amendment submitiod by the Lelancse representative
aml aiso of the amendnwnts and sugeestions proposed
by other delegmtions.

45, Mr. PAZIIWAR (Afphanistan) thanked the
Costa Rican representative for proposing & text which
inclisdend all the proposed amendinents and answered
all the ohjectims that lad lwen nade. 1Te woull vote
forr tlee mow text.

0. Mrs. AFNAN (Iraq) pointeid out that the sceond
Fuﬁ:_'l.-.lph of the preambile enablad Governmenta to
nrnudate further vhservations amd amcmwlmenis with
repand to the dealt covenanis, She askal whether that
meant that Gevermments in favour of combining the
twrr evvemands coukl sill propuose such a solution,

47, Mr. KUREZ (Costa Rica) maid that in the ol
servations they formubied, Governmcnts vl qule
wrll raise the question aof the munber of drafl covenants.

44, Mr BARGODY (Sawli Aralia) was surpriscd
tlat 3 further suldivision of the covenanis was sl
Leing entertainnl, Althoogh the majority agread that
the instruments should Le adopted quickly, there were
somne who wished to complicate the situation, A sinple
ilrealt covenant hadd been wrepared originally, amd then
it hadl been necessary 1o apree to a sccond; he asked
whetlier an attemsit was heing niule to armanpe for
a third covenant, which would, he supposcd, be on the
right of scll<fctcrmination.

42, i that were s, the procodere for considering the
draft covenanta wimbl be wnlaly complicated. Furiber-
mure, there il not seem 1o be any reasm to drafl a
separate coverant on the right of sell<letermination.
It haul lawn pracad that the exercise ol that might was
a prevosquisite (o the exercise of the other human rights,
He wonderal whether the explanation of the manmuvre
alis st Tie i the fact that some delegzatima thal were
anlent suppurters of the right of sell-determenation
fearnd that 1he drafi covenanis as they stoem] wonld net
ke adopied §f they inclwlal soch a nght.

50 Whatever the attitwde of orrain Powers, the
Unites] Nations coudd ol ddraw I.'l|l| a separate coverant
on the right of sell-determination. e reservel the right
to sprak at preater length on the fndivisibility of the
dralt sovenanis,

51 Mr NUSEZX (Costa Riea) pointes] o that he
had oaly replin] very briclly to a question inomn the
Iranqi representative aid that he had said amd suggesied
pothing witli rezand 1o a thind dmfl covenant,

52 Mr, BAROCODY (Samhi Azbial agreal. He ad
oatly spiken Leeanse he D] wantel to prevent 1he
emergenee of a sitnation that might be exploited] in the
future,

E). The CHAIRMAN suppestal that the representa-
tives of Lelanon aml Cesta Rica shoukl agree om 3
firal text for paragraph 3 of the oqerative part of the
Casta Rican .f:?:f: resolution {AFCI/LA10).

5. Mr. AZKOUL (Lelanon) withdrew his amend-
ment, since the last text proposed by the Costa Rican
representative seomel likely to gain general sapparl,

The mecting rose at L10 pon,
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