United Nations

GENERAL
ASSEMBLY

NINTH SESSION
Official Records

THIRD coMmTie, H79ih

KEETING

Fednesdey, 10 Norember 1954,
af 1030 a.m.

New York

CONMTENTS
Fasr
Sprnda ikerm 3
irali intermational covenants on human rights (reatis wd] 183

Chairman: Mr. Jiff NOSEK (Caechoslovakia).

AGENDA ITEM 53

Draflt international eovenanis on human rights
{A/2T14, A/2686, chapler Y, sectlon [, E/2573,
ASC3/574, A/C3/L410/Rev.], A/C3/LALZ,
ASC3/L413, A/CI/1-414) (contlnued)

Fiast seamxc {szcoxp raxt) (romlinwed)

1. Mrs. CISELET (Belgium) recalled that her dele-
gation had already on various oocasions expreascd ity
views on the draft covenants on human rights ( Ef2573,
anrex 1), There were, bowever, some queslions ¢on-
cerning which the Belpian Government reserved the
ripght 1o deal at a later stape, in preater detal, in the
form of observations, amendments or cven now Lexis,
Those questions were both important and complex and
enuld not be regarded as finally disgposed of, They cone
cerned, for example, the inscrtion in the covenant on
civil and political rights of provisions concerning reser-
vations, which were necessary in principle but gave rise
to uncertainty as to their scope: the possilile appoint-
ment of a high conenissioner for human righta: the
right of properiv; and the right of individual petition,
of which Belpium approved in principle bt which it
regarded as difficult 1o apply. The Delgian Government
woull] be cquite eandid in 18 comments, which would he
desipned molely tn make the covenants ag Mexilile as
peisilile amdl give them a form in which they enuld be
acoepied in all hasesiy by the great majoriny of Member
Siates,

2. For the moment, she woulil confine hersell 1o a few
renarks on article 22, pamgraph 4, of the dralt emvenant
o givil amd podivical righis, frst sentenee of that
mragraph was =0 vague as o be meaningless, To say
that “the lepishation ol the States . . . shall Ie direcied
towarnls rlilh!illr o 1‘1-1;!1.11 amd [:—tlpmaﬂnﬂilirg. for ihe
spompses meant sothing, laeamse (hete was mo leeisla.
tuut, however Tackwand, which was met “lireeted]™ o=
wanls equality of rghts of seacs, The inpariant
thing was tn stale clearly that the opality of spwames
wat an ebjective to be attained as goickle as gessilde,
In r-l:':j;im'll., wrarhen bl the same pelitieal Foid evoasenic
rizhis as men, amd the only ineeualite which <4l exisaed
was in respect of the exercise ol civil rights during
narriage. That incepmliny wonld soon disappear, sinee
the Gevcermment was ourrently inwleriaking a revision
ol the civil enle wwder which the full lepal eapacity nf

married women and their right to dispase of their own
property would be estaldished, In the dralt covenant,
it might be ible 1o lollow the recommendation of
the [ommission on the Status of Women' that the pro-
visions of paragraph 4 should le replaced by l'!m:n: ol
article 16 of the Universal Declaration of Human Hights
The Belgian delegation supported that suggestion bat
recopnized that the wording of artide 10 was perhaps
tva sbsolute for sume countrics. [t acconlingly pruo

a mare Nexible text:

“The lepislations of the Siates ["arties 1o this
Cavenant shall estalilish, in the reasonaldy near lutwre,
eqquality of rights and responsibilities fur the spuouses,
during marriage and at its dissolution,”

That wording, which should be satisfactory to the Com-
mission on the Siatus of Women, had 1the ment of
ilying the objective to be attamed. With rezard to
the sevond tentence of article E,hmngﬂm 4, ll}: L‘Iﬂ-
ian de jon proposcd that the wonds “in t -
ﬁlhﬁhﬂﬂjdmﬂ he delcted, The case 1eflerred
fo was that of the divwnlution of marmage. Az, how-
ever, some parents did not always fullil their duties
towards their children even during marnage, the law
should by down special measures for the protecton of
children in all circumstances and nol Galy at the disanlu-
tion of marriage.
My, Niiez (Costa Rica) took the Chair,

PeoCEDURAL rEOFOSAL SURMITTED ny Costa Hica
(A/CILAID/Rev.l) (romtimwed)

3. The CHAIRMAN asked the Comimiice to resume
the examination of the Costa MHican «dralt resolotion,
The text of the drafli reaslisiion kel been revisel
(ASCALAI0 Nev.] ) = that the Commitice na bonger
hail helore it the amendivents prigeeed Ly Afjghanistan
{ASCI/LALD).

4. Mr. CHENG (China) raised two  fundansental
nuestions which he woubd iry 1o answer, The lirsd won
to wlat exient the Committes wishel to losten ihe
acoption af the dralt covesmnis D and the sovomd, 10 what
extent i ermilel ehis sn.

5. The first yuestion was & very sulgjeetive sne § there
wree dlivergent ouininns o lal point, lail the majoriny
i:]n.'ir.l;u]_!.' wislun] I wee 1he eraoemant s .‘ulliqllnl 8T wdal i)
as possilide.

fi. The sceoisd spiiestivn entilld be amswerod saly i cers
tain inclecialde factors were lore o mimsl. Ve deafi
govrrrant  on cootwanie, sncial amel culoral  piehits
V2570, armmex 1) bl 29 artiebes 2 (hie dlmall eoneiant
o cveal amel peditical rights (1272550, anmex 1) Toel 549
amd the progeeal frer thee estaldichoment of an € 0Tee of
the United XNanens High Costonissimser o sz «
Rights (ES25 3 annex 11T} had 17, As alie petieral
delaie had revendisl profosm] liTerrmoes of T

U Lpe f1fRcaal Heenrds of the Fromamic amd Sariel Comaeil,
Fightegath Tese v, Supplesond Ko 6, nemes 2 diali peenbis
timan .
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reganling some of the hwst important ri;,-hga‘ it was
landly 1o ke legusl, cven taking a vory optanmistic view,
that mwsre than ene aniche onubd be adoptod per mectmg,
if, 2t the senih session of the General -'\Hﬂl_llir-pthf
Committee were fo mert twelve times a week, it might
e abie to hold ¥ 1o 120 mectings during: the cight 1o
ten wovks of the session.  Experionee showed, however,
that the number of mectings during a scasion anged
from €0 to 7. There were therefore pood reasons for
thinking that the hundred articles could not be adopted
before the middle or the end of the eleverh seasion in
1956, As sone dclatalie naticrs, such 23 rescrvalions,
the right of petition and the right of peoples to self-
ibcterminathon, might give rise o prolonged discussions,
il scemed reasomabile o that the eovenanis cotkd
not be adopted before 1957, Those foreeasts were in
no way peasimistic, for it should be remembered that
the Commission on Human Rights, which was composed
of only eightern members, had red six years o
prepare the draft covenants under discussion.

7. World pulilic epinion should not therefore be misked
by statements tu the elect that the dralt covenants could
be adopted in 1935 ; it was betler 1o admit {rankly that
they would not be adopted for another three to five
vears, FEven if it was agreed fo deleie certain contro-
versial articles, the twenty ratilications required for the
instruments to come inlo force wewld prolaldy not be
deposited before 1900,

B 1M therefore the Committee really wished 1o hasten
the adupiion of the draft covenants, it should provide
for a mecthod of examinateon different from that pro-
el in the Costa Rican drali resolution. Several solo-
tions were passilile, The quickest would no doulit be
to convene a conference of plenipotentiaries 1o meet
sluring the spring of 1935, which would st up the num-
ler of commitices reuired for it to complete s work
in a few nwntha, Tt might alsa be possilde to ennsider
the extnMishient, doring the tenth seasion af the Gen-
eral Ansembly, of an od fioe eommitler 0 examine me
of the evwpizants while the Thind Conmnittee was examin-
ing the ether. That solutkon, however, wonkl |u_n‘rn1:l'_r
et ke it peassilibe 1 adopt both covenanis during the
il sessiomn, Fasily, it might T quassible to set upoan
neterind eonwnitier, which weubd mweee latween the regus
far sessioms of the Generml Assemldy,

9 Turming 1o the Costa Kican admft resofution, he
p-herl whether the wored “CGovermmenta™ refereol solely
tre Memiler States, for be persmlly wonthl] prefer non-
Wenmiler S1ates t D onsnlicd] as well, Do sy, he
il than it wondd be advisalde winvite the specializal
apvicies and e von-proernmental  organizations 1o
sulmnit theie obeervations on the deafl eovviants, [astly,
he sun=sested that the wonld “with a view to i 2y
tiom ot that sescn, il peessilibe,” at the el of pargeph
& o the operative part, slwaah] e ebebiiedd, for loe alwng; 8
he hael made it elear that the dexit eovenanis enuld not

I any menns Do skqded at the tenth session of the

Ceneral Assembily,

0, AMr. PAZNWAR (Afghanisian) sai] that as he
ursderstonad it, the Ulinese n-lrrrm“:niw hal expressel
erriain views but had pot subinittal a [umh'l])-m-l'-r?:.'r.
Any progual for the holding of a confermee of plonipe-
tentiaries or for the establishicnt of an od fee com-
mitiee woukl be_ipadimissilile, because the Thinl Com-
misiee had already adogied the propeaal that it shoulil
itscll examine the dralt eovenants [ASCI/ 14000,

11. In his apinion it would be mmwise o delete the
final words in operative pamgraph 3 of the draft resolu-

tign, berause the wonds “if possibde™ clearly showrd that
the sakqution of the drait eovenants dunng the 1enth
session was el o certainty, The drafl resolution con-
tained no consideration ar ixion which, in the words
of the Chinese representative, might miskead workd pul-
Iic opundon. The work] would, on the contrary, be keenly
dimppointed il the Commitiee did not adopt a text such
as that under consideration, .

12, He reealled that it had been on his proposal that
the Commitiee laad decaded (577th mecting) to vide on
the Costa Kican draft resolution after the second part
of the first reading of the draflt covenants. In wview of
the turn taken by 1he debate, he would be pleased if that
decision could be annulled and the draft resolution put
to the vote immediately. Such an action would ly
facilitate the Committee's work,

1. The CHAIRMAN, king as representative of
COSTA RICA. 12id that the word *Governments™ had
been used purposcly in the dralt resolution so 2s (o make
it possilile 1o consult non-Member States in the same
way as the States Members of the United Nations,

14. He readily td the Chinese represeniative’s
suppestion that the non-povernmental organizmtions
shoold be asked to submit Lheir views on the draft cove-
nants. He was accordingly prepared 1o amemd the
fourth paragraph of the preamble and live para-
graphs | and 2 of the dl:lt resolution, bat, for the same
reasons a3 those given by the representative of Afghan-
istan, he did not think that it would be adviglile to
delete the last two words of eperative paragraph 1.

15. e emphosized once again that the dralt resndu
Yion was not his own work but the result of nnoflicial
discussions between various delegations, partieularly
those of Latin America, and that its sole objegt was o
avoid a procedural delate, Tt was for that reasen 1ot
he seeepied all sugpestions which seemed Tikely 1o meet
with peneral apgeroval,

1. Mr. CHEXG {China) wna pleased] tn note that the
Costa Niean represcntative shared his opinion on the
advimbility of asking the mar-povernmental arganiza-
ginaa 4o paslenit their olereatione The same J:lilll:'l|rﬂt'
alwdonsly applicld also to the specialized ngencics.

17. The Chinese delepmtion thercfore suzroe=ind that
thier bef resodition sleaili] T amiciadnd as follows: first,
in the seoam!d goragroph of the preamille, afier the wionl
“Cevvermneands™ there shaould be ailebed the womnls ™, the
Flhl.'l:i':htﬂl gevncirs ane] mweteorricital | oz
tiemrs, Al after the wonls *0 they s desine™ there
slwsalel D suleberd the wornls “ainl, ax apprapriate”, Tl
gheeh] e ebone i ordder o allow for tee dierenoes bes
toresr the Goaeramients, on the eoe baml, and the o=
cializod agencies and non-povernmental organizations,
ot the other, Secomlly, in paragraph §of the operative
parrt, after the wond “lovites™, the existing text shonhl
beeomie suliparageaph (@), and a sulepamgraph (4
should 1 added, reuling as follows:

“Epecialized agencics and  pon-povernmental or-
ganizations to eoniniinicate i the Secretary-General,
within six menths alter the end of the present seasion,
any nlservations with regand to the dalt internatinnal
eovenants on human rights which they  oonsiler
desirable.”™

It was, afier all, desiralile that the specialized agencies
and pon-povernmental organizations should sabmiy el
servations only and not amemidments or additions,

18, Mr. RODRIGUEY FABREGAT (Urngnav)
thought that the wornds “Invites Governments™, in para-
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graph 1 of the tive part, shoukl be interproted as
broodly as i When the Uraguayan ion
had proposed two separate readings at two consecutive
scasions in connexion with the examination of the dralt
covenants, its chject had been to emable the Commitice
to obtain ihe maxinum jon from

organizations, cultural institutions, trade unions and
other associations and, in short, from all groups -

ting world public opinion. The obscrvations of all
m'm be useful for the final drafting of the

coverants, and |h¢hr:nd:m:pl:_l_-;rdh31hﬂmlim
representative scemed to be designed for that purpose,
He wondered, however, whether an explicit reference
‘o the specialized agencies and non-governmental or-
panizations would not result in restricting the scope of
the draft resolution. Any enumeration involved a risk
of restrictinn, and the impression might be given that
organimtions not mentioned were not to he consulted.
It was preferable therefore 1o retain the original text of
eperative paragreph | on the snderstanding that it was
1o be interpreted as e had just indicated.

19. With regard to poragraph 2 of the operative part.
he considered that the Gevrral Assembily should continue
to concern itsel! directly with the drafting of the cove-
nants. The Secretariat had already done much work;
other organs of the United Natiwns had assisted in the
common endeavour: and b the matter was in

the hands of the General Assembly, y hich could not
relinquish it. [t was logical that the Third Committee
should itsell carry out 1 won pruveted for be-

tween the two scssions, It might, for exsnaple, st vp a
sub-commitiee 1o act in that regard on ite behall with
the assistance of the Secretariat, It would e uefal if
the representatives who had aken pant in the disoc mion
would also assist in amlysing the communications re-
ceived ard thus for the next sesvion. The Come-
mittee weuld then, in 1935, be in a position to examine
the substance of the draflt covenants withowt wasting
time on pn:!irnirury discussions. The Urnguavan dele-
pation wishid to draw the Committee's attention to those
iwn poiris bat was not for the moment submitting any

formal proposal,

20, Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) thought that, at
the precoding meeting., the Costa Rican representative
had accepted the Philippine representative’s sigrestion
that the term “high priority™ should be nsed in the
English text of paragraph 3 of the operative parl. The
English text of document ASCALAI0/Bev.d, how-
ever, oid not contain the word “high™,

21, He suppested thar the wosds “including pew
articles, af :n'lr" should b inserted afier the wonls
“article hy article” in operative paragraph 3, to eninre
that the Committee should reconsider any new dmil

articles that Governments might sulawit,

22, IMe thought that the Chinese representative’s
amwendments  wounld ::ﬂ‘l]:rl‘bh! the dralt resnhotion: all
interesicd organizations should be allowed 1o mive thar
views. He therefore supporicd thase amendnienia Inat
propastid two subeamendments: first, a reference th none
Member States shoaild Te insented i aperative para-
graph 1 {a), aml secondly, the words “incluling such
pan-paveriameninl erpanieations in Nap-Self-Goveramg
Termturirs” should le added after the wonds “non-
pevernmental erganimtioms”™ in paragraph 1 (.

2L The CHAIRMAN, speaking as representative of
COSTA RICA, saidd be was atimeted by the Uniginyan
stizistinn that perhaps o sehecommities of the Thind
Committee shanbd e formed to carry out the work

which was to be done between the two seasions. le
invited commeenila from delepatons,

24, The word “pricrity™ used in operative paragraph 3
of the English text of documenmt A/CI/1410/Kev.]
did not exacily meghect the meaning of the Spanish
prefeventemente, The Costs Rican delegation had issned
a cormigendum ( A/C3/L410/ Rev 1 /Corr 2} and hop
that it would satisly the representatives of the I'hi
pincs and Afghanistan,

25. The tatives of China, Uruguay and Al-
ghanistan had mid that world public opinion should be
given an opportunity to its wiews and he himscl|
had ex the same idea at the Committee’s S7fth
meeting. Accordingly, be had said that he would like
o add onc pew paragraph to the ;mmlli!rlﬂd 3 new
paragraph 10 the operative part. He noted with satisiac-
tion Lhat at kst three delegations had nﬁnnﬁd that
idea and he would amend his draft resolution accord-
ingly. He also saw no ebjection lo the Alghan repre-
sentitive’s sugpestion that the A organis
zations of Non-Self-Governing Territories should be
mentioned cxpreasly in paragraph 1 of the operative

part. .
26. Mr. JUVIGNY (France) thought that, whea
consaltation with non-povernmental organizations was
meentioned in a resolution, the Secretary-General “honid
consult only with non-governmental organizations bav

ing consultative status.

Z7. Mr. HUMPHREY (Sccretariat) sid that it was
the practice of the United Nations in such casen to
gpecifly that the non-povernmental nrpanizations o be
consulted were those to which the Fenmomic and Social
Councl kad pranted consultative sates, Jundsal and
constitutional difficolties would arise il the Secretariat
were a:shed to approach other non-povernnucntal
organirations,

. Mr. JUVIGNY (France) said that, that heing the
v iz, b= could see no point in the Afphan supgestion,
If vi= 1t proposed by China were accepited, the Socre-
tary-General would, as usual, consult all the R EUY-
ernmenta] orpanizations with consultative status which
were on the ariat’s st ; the reference to Non-Scll-
Governing Territorics scemed 1o be unnecessary and
out of place. Apart fr.m the juridical and constitutional
difficullies mentinned ly ie representalive of the Secre-
tariat, it would be physically <ery harl o attenipt to
consulf all existing ron-poveri ot orpanizations.
Moreover, non-povernmentsl £ ponloaiions had various
means of making thar views known when they wished
to do so. Vapue and dangerous terminalogy should be
avouled, The proposed text would alss mvolve other
modificitions ol the drafll resolution: whenever the
worrll *Governmenis™ was wsed it would be only bgrical
to add “inclinling those respanailile for Non-Sclf-Ceay-
erning Termilorics™ and that phirase would beoome a kind
of leitmativ of the tex1,

2. The Alghan supgestion betrayed some mistrust
of the administering I'owers, The Freneh dodogation
wirish] certainly not evinee mistrust of any other country
por would it propose any such additions as, for exampile,
“inctudinge nen-pEovernmienial organizstiens in the tern-
tory of Alplonistan™. The Thind Comanitter's weirk
shanl] be enwluctad in an atmosphere of cooperation,
and mob of suspecion,

30 A CHEXNG (Chima) nlserved that, in referring
in mon-povernmental organizations, he had meant or.
paniz wns hwdng esnanliative statue, in acourdance
with the meoning usoally attached to that expression,



3, It oweas met e usmad priciice o use the wonl
=toverimcnls” in United Natins pesolotieas ; that
wonl, which was wal in varkas pamgmphs of the
draft, shoubl be replaond by the wonls “Menler and
ssti=Member States™, That amendment woubl Jead (o
the deletion of the wonbs “of otler Governaents™ in the
fourth paragraph of the preamble, The hst phrase of
that paragraph, beginning with the words “so that it
might be alie , . . should alan e deleted. Noe=Member
Siates eould not revise their alfades, loomse they
wuuld not officially have taken any attitude. In so [ar
as Member States were concerned, the plirmse seened
i invite them expresaly 1o revise their attinedes, whereas

operative paragraph 1 impliciily acknowlelaed their
night io [rrl:;me o senis, which seonsed (o be quite
enoupgh,

J2. He hoped that the text of the draft resolution,
amended as sugpesied, would be circulated at the begin-
ning of the next meeting.
13 Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) said that he had
Leen sure that his suppestion would irritate the French
tive; it was obvious that he had not leen
mistaken. He would be fully prepared to accept the
French representative’s suggestion 1o allide to the Gov-
ernment of Afghanistan in thy Costa Rican draft resalu.
tion, provided that the Territories under French Ad-
ministration were also mentioned.
M. The French representative had used the word
“dictate™. The Secretary-General could nal “instruet™
anyone byt at most could fsue invitations.
35, In cunclusion, he asked the representative of the
“Secrctary-Gencral whether it would be possille to ex-
tend the Sceretary-Generals bwitation In the  non-
povernmental  organizations of  Non-Fell-Governing
Terrilarics,
A, Mr JUVIGKY (Francee) pointed ot that there
Feul beem a mistake in the FEnglish mitcrprciaton: he
Teul mever used the word "dietate™. lle hal simply
wislwal far point b the dificultics which woull arize il a
vague fomla was waed with regand o eonsultations
with all the various preinizalions of socictics sol grantel
comsuliative status by the Heomomie aml Social Crnl,
The Sceretary-General wonb] find Diesell i an awk-
wan] prsition il Te was net ol cxactly which nrganiza-
pionis slwoudd be approachol. Moroover, B e e sisnoni-
eatei] with all seercties mlizeriimately e woulil feeive
sl g mass of dectentation that be wonbd b analife
tiv anabvee it within the agpeantesd e, The French
ddedepmtion alidd ot ohiect to pn-grarmmental organic.
ths in Nen=Sell-Gavernine . Territories being  oon-
stltenl, Dt merely wanied ihe SeeretaryGeneral o e
tsh] exactly what organizations should be approaclaed ;
ar] he meant specilically pos-govermental argani-
tioms prantml consliative status by the Fomomic and
il Coureil, Tn any event, some of these arganiza-
tims wrre eomfederations of rocicties having their head
wllwrs, or clee branch offiees, in the Non-%ell-Gavrrn-
imee Territoriocs ; that was tree, for example, of the lead-
g tewle-union confederations prantal  consultative
status by the Feonomic and Sogial Council. From the
begal point of view, therefore, there seemed to be no
reason why a clause reflerring specifically 1o non-
prwernnwntal  organizations  in Non-Sell-Governing
Territiries samik] be includal in the dralt resolution.
37, Mre. HUMPHREY (Secretariat) sail, in reply to
the representative of Afghanistan, that of the Comnutiee
adopte] the Chinwse amensilment, e Eecretary-General
woakl certainly net fail to comnmmicate with all the

mn-puvernnwnial | organizations pranted  consulative
status Ly the Eeonomig amd Social Counel, mcluding
those in Non-Sell-Governing  Territorice.  Only  the
case of not-povernnecntal organications nol having such
statis world give rise to dilficulty. He referred to Anticle
71 of the Charier, in_'lnﬁ.icuhr ils last sentence, as being
relevant. Two questions arcse : first, whether the Seere-
tary-General cvuld approach wental orpgani-
zaticns 10 which the Heonomic and Secial Councl had
not granted consuliative stalus; amd sccondly, whether
be coull appruach mational crganizations without the
consenl of the Member State concerned. In the cse of
General Ausembly resolution 635 { V1), the list of non-
povernmiental organizations consulied by the Emrurg;
General had been drawn vp with jthe consent of 1
Governments concerned, !
J8 It would be best if the Commitiee authorized him
to make a fuller statement at the rext mecting.

It rour g0 decided,
4%, Mr, HOOD (Australia) feht that the proposal of
Alghanistan concerning nom-governmental organiza-
tions in Non-Scll-Governing  Terrilories should be
considered with great care, in the light of the explana-
tionz piven Dby the Sccreta I's representative
and of the French representative’s remarks, In any event,
the proposil should be submitted in the form of a writien
amendment. The Secretary-General had already drawn
the attention of the Governments of Member and non-
Member Siates 1o the dralt covenanis, in accordance
with paragraph 3 of Fronomic and Social Council reso-
lution 545 B 1 (XVII}. That resolution had not mens
tioned non-governmental organizations beconse ot an
carly stape in its proceedings the Commission on Human
Rights had alreaily eonsiderad their views on the draft
covenanis, It was now [or Governments alone to cons
siler, onmment upan aml adept the dralt covenants,
Furthermore, paragraph 1 of the Cosia Rican dralt
resnlation invitod Governments to commnnicate their
olserations within six menths afier the end of the
ninth session of the General Assemlly, They would not
he alile to do that if they first had 1o digest a further
niass oo dhwuneniation fron noi-soversnental ofpane.
tioms, Tl stage lood leen reached nn whieh the draft
cuvciniils slishl lae oonsddered by Cwvernmienis, amd
it was no longer mevssary to oonsult the mm-gavem-
necital ofgmnzzations, which had already expressed their
views et e el envenants,
A0 M, RODBRIGUEL FABREGAT ( Uriguay ) sup-
portesl the priqeeal of Afgloristan, The bt that it
bl emnzrin] comziroversy showad that it hod arosod a
et alenl b inderest ane was worthy of conslileratieonn,
The Comnmittee sheub] leware of e regretialie
temdeney o coverenine ulstackes by saerilicing principles,
i etler wornls e seoure a unannnons vile at the sk
ool alisapysintingg work] opdnioi,
41, The Costa Rican representative should take ac-
cutml, i the pext revised version of his dralt resoltion,
of the Uruguavan delegation’s sugpestion to estallish a
th.'i-il.li:ll":' by 1o prepare the compilation mentioned
i eperalive paraseaph 2 of tle Costa Rican Jraft resolu-
tiont, 1le reserved li-r right 1o speak on the point 2gain
al the nexil mecting,
42 Mrs. AFNAX (lraq), while realizing the im-
porance 0 e attached 10 world opinion, doubted
whether the non-governmental arganizations were really
relialle spuikesiven for that opinion, ps they all repre-
sentedd soae speeial snall proup. Moreover, their views
had already been taken into account, and her owm and
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stlier debepmtions wonkl not have time o stody {oriber
roimications from nen-povermmental agganizies
prastal cossiltative status by the Exotuontie simd Social
& usignecil, 1300 be pictitionn e ethers

41, Al the tenth sesion of the Genersl fussembily, the
Third Committee woukl lave b consider more than wsoe
humdred articles, many of them omtroversial. 1t could
not possildy consider, i addition, eamummicalions sili-
mitied by non- menial orpanizations. They hod
alreadly Teen enmsulied and il was nol pecesary o con-
sult them 3gmin. The siape had been vachal at which
snly comnments froan Governments shoukl] he erlcriained,
Like the Chinese representative, she was enavineed that
the Commitiee woulk] be wmble to adopt the dmlt
erwerants for a very long time to come, amd that it woulkd
cortainly be unalde 1o do so cither at the temh or at the

cleverli sesshon, Nevertladns, sle was preqaral toe
srpguort the Laleinese amembiwnt te e el of operative
argragdn X ol the Conta Kican drali rusasliabienn,
3. The CHAIRMAXN, speaking as represcntative of
COSTA RICA, peintod ot w0 the mopresontative of
Urigzy that Te Jend never slamdonal Dis privciples:
b mserely took sventnt of constrtive sapeslns Iy
the varias delegations in a conciliatory spanl.
45 Alr. HODRIGUEZ FARREGAT (Urnguay)
wished 1o expdain that his remarks had lern in e way
intemdes] 1o apgdy 10 the Costa Kican representative.
dh Ar BAROODY (Saodi Arabia) mevel the ad-
jostrnment of the mecting.

It woas 20 egrecd,

The mecting rose at | pm.

Printed jn US.A,
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