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In thr absence of the Chairmon, Mr. Néicz (Costa
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First READING [SECOXD FART) (conhinued)

1. Mr. DE BARROS (Brazil} said that he wished to
submit ahernatives to certain provisions of the draft
covenanis [ E/257Y, annex ). were merely sug-
gestions, which would not affect the sulstance preatly,
andl they were intended to enalde a majority of States
to find conmon pround,

2. Article 1 of both dralt covenants had heen the
stumbling-ldock in the Conmittee’s iscussions since
the sixth scssion of the General Assemlily and seemed
liable io cause a complete failure of the Commiltee™s
work by forcing some countries to withdraw from it
The principle of sll-determimation uwnderlying the
articie was reongmized by all, including the colonial
cramniaes, which had sipned in the Charter a solemn
covenant to grant indepervlence 1o the subject penples
at the proper time. The principle implied two other
principles : gradual development of the colonial

andd thetr right to determine their foture for themeclves
wnrder suitahle conditinns. 1t followes] that outside inter-
vention could not be used to hasten their emancipation
and that they eoold not b foreed 1o proclaim that eman-
cipation. The proddem was to ensure sell-determination
and at the same time to prevent counier-measures on
the part of the enlonia]l Powers, 25 well as apgressive
intervention by other States. T apply the principle, it
was essential that the suhject peoples should, in full
awareness of their destiny, blaze their path through
history hy their own efforts,

3. The Latin-Amercan crininies knew the price of
freedom, having fought for it in a2 very different world,
where force and slavery had been the rule and inter-
national law had been wn its infancy. The principle of
sell-determination was mnst impartant to them, and
they wished to see it accepted, as in the Uniterd Nations
Charter, not as a mere declaration but as a ripght.

4, The Nrasilian delegation eould not accept specious
arpuments against the principle of self-determination,
There coull be no comparism between Tnelian tribes
in a swercpn Siate ke [Branl, which was trymmg 1o

their development, and gavage triles under onio-
nial rule in Alnca. The Unital Kingdom and other
delegations had regandal the right of sclf=leterminaton
a1 a peditical right, thus eonfirming the Draslian view
that economic and political rights were cosely nter-
twined, On the other hand, the Arab and Asian ccun-
triza reganider] article 1 as the mnat important anicle
in the dralt eovenanle, The Soviet Union hadd staled
that it had snlved the prolilem of the sel(~ketermination
al ita many nationalities. Other delegations, however,
had atressed the need to apply the principle of sell-
iletermination tn the Faslern Furopean peoples which
harl Iost sorme human rights with their imdepemlence,
thus proving that sell-determination was a prerequisite
to the exercise of all ather riplus, Flistorieally, nations
hawl leen alde to seciire ¢ for human rights only
after they had achieved their inlependence.

5. There eould be no retreat from the grovmd alrely
comnquered. Tlowever, in reaffibminge the principle nf
sl [-letermination in the twn dealt owenania, care
shoiakd e taken net B oonfiee B0 with palitical and
other human righta. Tt was & right of peoples and ot
of individuals, as several delesations has! pednted] oo,
an international right and net a private right, While it
mipht not be impossibide to incluede it in the dralt eoves
nants, a letter way mipht be 1n request  the Commis-
s on Human }{ij:lll'l In prepare a prodocnd o the
covenants emboedving the principles relating to w0l
determination which were state] therrin,

fi. The rarilian delegation hoal voted for aricle 1 of
the draflt covenants af ithe sixth seasion af 1he Geperal
Assermnbly and wombl do v amain if no letter place
cril] b founed for the principle of sell-determination,
It wrakl, however, proler that the principle should
appear in the preambde ta the envermants rather than in
article 1, in arder 1o indicate from the leginning that
ill was the -l’:ﬂl-.l:-t: nf all lll'llh-:r rights. To that end, the
trarilian tifi haul prepared certain propnsals
(ASCAT.412) d=tipnedd tn secure the suppart of the
molanial Powera.

7. Article 2 of Iath Jdraft oovenants had cansed JalG-
cullies [nr some oonmiries, It sl weould supg=n i
rxcepd for it :|1|Iir-.'|l|'n11 tn language amel tn cerlain
richia which Foreipners, even o maturnlize), were wd
permitted lin exeveize in Tirazil.

B, Trazil, as an immigration oountry, abtached preat
impartance In the language question. Unity of languape
hail leen a determining factor in achieving political,
sacial and cultural unity andd had prevented the fnrma-
tieon of unassimilated mwcdel of immigrants analde 1n
inke part in the national Bife and fiable 10 be nsed as
bridpe-heada for appresdon. Tt hawl therefore len
frunddl necessary 19 restril tlee mighis of non-Portns
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sese-apraking alions in Brazil, Tesides, bioege rizlils
for nnieriths were ncliskal in ariche 25 of the sleaft
everrsnt o civil s peditieal zhis, altisssgh without
the sanpenae s which the Sovict debemtion el
iried po give them durig the dlisoussin of the Univers
sal Deelaration of Hunon Rights,

9. The quustion of patiality, coen in cse of matu-
malization, ontaile] sevnrity eomsiderntione amd e
tirnes soch eoesiberations preventel minliae] poesans
from exercising certain iehis, 1 oonkd wd be expected
that begiskation to that et woukl be amwendel. Article
25, for exampde, on the rizhi o tnke part in puldic
affairs, gave rise to serins Silienlties whivh the drft-
ers of the cwrnants kil motsnfliciently eonsidered. Tt
was Wlle t cluim that e alistivetion shonb] e made on
the groamed of natieal origin i fesqeet of acceas I
pldie service, Almest all ommiries mosle «ane Kearied ool
distinetion in appenting the Dizhest State officials. The
Hrazilian delemation therefore propese] certain amend-
ments o article 23 (ASCH ALY, podmt 1)

10, Uraril had alrewly dope more than was require!
v artichs 3 v 13 of the ddmaft covenant on FeTm AT,
swcial amd cultaral ripghes, bt levanse such rights were
restrictanl in the case of aliens, the Nrazilian Jelegation
wias Torm] 1 D v ] the word “progressively™ in
article 2, jaragraph 1. .

11. The principh of artich 26 of the dalt eovenant
o civil anel politica] richts was alrewl enslimned]
the Trarilian Constitation, bt it shoold Te noted that
H owas et 2 richi, Dot a restriclion of rights, particit-
Erly the rictt of freebm of expression reflermnl 1o in
artiche 19, 1t nas in that article, therefore, that the pran-
ciple shoull appear, Furthermore, alilwsiizh  mational,
racial or religions bostility ! Been mentioned, class
hatrel, the seoutree of nuslern tinees, had Toen omitiel,
The Tirazilian ddebesaion oferm] sooee smendimnts o
remaly these fults (ASCHLALY, points 2 and 3).
The permissive farm hadd lemn inserte] in the amemd-
ment 10 paragraph 17 for the sile of cmsisteney with
aribcle 5. ool to aven] dilffenlties foe States which were
o=t itutionally snalde to festrict freciom of ex prressiom
in any wWay,

12, Althowgehi the federal elamses eansed s difienliy
fur Vranil, where omle the Unbm bt on intermtional
persenality, the Traslian deleation thesht that the
relevant articles were unstisfzotory for sene otber
federal States amd horss et fhey wonkd Tee amendel,

11 A lirge mumber of articles were ireelevant to
foatin-Anwricain ewmiries, sivee the rielis reonenized
i them hail loniz been a part of their heritave, Chrite a
mimmsteer of articles Tl been laste drafind, for exampde
article 14, parazraph 1, of the Jdmafr coversnl em anl
amd political rights; the principhe of article 24, *all ywr=
s are el lefore the law”, toeetler with that nf
article 16, eonhil very well Ty intrdueed ar the Tegine
nime of articke 14, '

14. In peoeral, the Neazilian delemation thooeht tat
the texts were o detaibed, FExadee dbetail opened the
Jdeor e differenee of spinion, 2l the mention of spe-
cific exanmdes fmplied the exelmion of dhers. Thai
applien] gartienlarly o article 12 of the diralt emvenant
pn1 vl ] geditieal righis, where (he fomer aml ad-
ety ool 1 initial statevent of prineiple were redieed
T the aelalition of three parcraphs of explamtion,
15 Althenrh there were cirhivaboes articles in the
Jrali covemmnts, orrtain esaentinl principles, stich as the
rights of property and of asylom, hal b it bl

e Mr. ROW (flaiti) asked for an explinntion of
e L rmpnsil s T hire 8l et ilape. A ti"i'iliﬂ'l =T
Lavtt 1k il o dliscuss the slralt eovenanas anticle by
article 2l the pereral Melate loel proviowsly lem cun-
clintel It leel alas levn agrone] thal new g

Jwmah] lue srilamittes] i weritiogs aned mipht e introdueel,
last wwst alisersseed, There weonl] hanlly De time for all
delegtions G intomheee all their proposals in
detail as the Dinezilian debegation o done,

17. The CHAIRMAX apren] with the Haitian rx
frse=tlatives interpretation of the docision aken by
Uimmnitier ol its 5771h meeting, Dot adided that it was
for the Commmittee itell b decide its wevlure. The
Prazifian cepresentative’s methin] of mtrolicing hi=
prqumal might, as the aiian representative hol suge-
cesteil, open the way to probogal disossion. Unless
the Committer deviele] otherwise, delegations which had
amrnents o nake shoubd do s witheut going ot
shetail,

IR, Alr, BAROODY (Saneli Aralda) sl that he
entirely agrees] with the Clairmon’s interpretation of
the Haitian representative’s apposite question. 1 many
debeations anleitte] amennents or new propeals
ane! alilressed themsclves individoally to each of em
i el the Committee wvarh] mit e alide In cnpiete
ita work «m ' alralt eovenants, A preat deai depene
an the importance of the progesal, however, amed he vias
sl 1o have beanl the Braslian represontative’s expla-
pation, O the other haned, linle enubd e acoomplished
it the ourrent session tmiless the Commitier ok & sbevi-
sie;m o the Cmia Hian -1n-l't reasfline L\..I"C.Jf
1410/ Ree.2), amd the amen bwents theretn, expeciall
the Afchan amendment (A/CITAITNY. Kot muc;
venthd Ine neeoanplished by furtker disenssion of the sub-
staner, an the Afphan amd Yogo<lay represeninlives had
ricttly pointes] ont. The Conwnittee should there fore
devide what tooala at the wext session rather than dwell
further o what hasl already Tevn dlone.

17, The Nrarilian representative’s intrrsloction of his
rroqereats had, henvever, been s impartant Tor its inpli-
elions, e meeleration and it umderstaneling of the
vilomeal Towera” prrllﬂl'ﬂ'll- that Turther discisaiom coaild
ot T preclwled. Tt was fortumate that the Committes
henl deeide] that no immeliate devision shoeld Te aken
rm stch propemals, The fissenting view shoukl be
paeed om reeord s that the viows o e rleslied in
the evarpilation enmtemplatesd in the Coeta Rican pro-
persal shemb] Le well halancel,

a0, e bed imnlersinned the Beazilian represcutative to
imple that, if Dis peopesal for the Seletion af article 1
il not evammand ample support, he wonbd not | his
sirgeestion (hat menst of the splatanee slwmild e trans-
ferred tn the preambles, but wonld revert 1o sdvncating
its inelnsion” in the aperative pan, That rrpresentative
Joaih! remeniler that the inclision of the article in
vhe aperative part hard not heen the achievement of the
Arnh amd Asian delerations alone, hut alsn of all, or
almeat all, the Latin-Amerienn delezatinns, including
Braril. Tnsheml, it was in the ghory of the Latin- Ameri-
van deleratioas that they bl oMained the inchusion of
raractaph X of the articie in gnestion,

21, Asx a demonstration of the spirit of enmpromise
the VPirazilian propesal amd statemest bl been oo
meemilalile, Tt the transfer of 11 article froam the nera-
tive part o the preamMe woakl beave nothing bat the
hellowr reiteration of a wrindiple already stated in the
UCharter of the United Natiors an? the affirmation af
a pious hope that the culonial PPewers wonld be given
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thie 10 sodve their eoonomic problems st same (olure
date. For economic proliems they were, not o e
camutifage] Dy legal quilides alowit individual or ool
kective rights. The situation was critical. The shes
e wrel camssin, for selLeter
and dying, no v clamwminines, Tor self-bcicrs
mination, while the Thind Comeitice st discussing the
kealities of the matter, Mere dechirations would ‘h:
telens couk] mot he achieve] by compromise
with the eolonial Powers. 1t was troe that the adminis-
tering Powers had awomed cortain respomilalitics
wmder the Charter, best, despite the hest intentions, they
were et (ulfilling them, Those Powers were not inh-
man, lat they reflecta] the polickes of crrtain yestod
i'ﬂiﬂ‘rﬂl-mlhl'ﬂ'kﬂlﬁ des themeclres — masle up,
it shoukl be rememderal, of indivklaals — were reled-
ling: nothing done in the United Nations had causel
that situathnon.

22, For four years the Uniter] Nations had delaled the
muestion of inclading an article on el -det cronation
in the dralt covenants: for four years its comprionce
hail been challengel : the aslvocates of its inclocion had
Teen cvm [ronted by the same lepralistic armuments [rom
the enlonial Pewers and kad repeatedly begged them
in [ace realitics amel see whether thar responubilitics
umler the Charter were heing [ulfilled.

23, Tt had been implicad that the Sandi Araldan dele-
pation hael spoken op for Tuniska amd Morooon merely
levause their peoples were fellow Meoslema, That was
ot 0, It woul] speak wp for the Cipriots, although
rnly some 18 per cont of them were Mosleree, Tt wonhd
speak wn for nonesel [-poverning peoples anywhere in
the world,

2. The whale question was bruomed up with the rela-
tion between the indiviual and the State, To the ohjee-
live olecrver the State wan not an aletract entity, last
representerd the inividial. Even tyrannies represented
the individual, becanse he acquicsced in thar rule. The
State was pob, in moat cases, something againa which
the inlividual had to be protected, as had been con-
tewiled] all tow often in the Thind Committee, but the
delender of individual righls, These wha opposed that
view were those who spoke ol collective, as distind
from individual, rights, That fact should le taken into
scorent o drafline the new infernational law, which
wai no bonger fosailized and static, bt evolutionary.
The eolonial Powers should bear that in mind,

25. The Bramlian represontative had alluded to the
penplea in eastern Enrope wha did not enjoy the right
of sell-thetermination, He had apparently had the Daltic
eonntrics in miml. 11 he was so concernal alimn them,
he and those who shared his concern should make nae
ol diplomatic channels ar odher methads to try to do
what they could to remely any infringement of human
rizhts they muspected in those countrics. He should not,
however, sacrifice to that concern the interests aof the
penplea in the enlonial countries amd the principle af the
enforcement of the right af self<letermination, The
USSR, it ahowld he remembered, had actively supportol
the Arah, Asian aml Latin-American eounires in press-
g for the inclusion of that right in the covenants,

26, The Nirazilian delegation had enthusiastically aml
¢fMectively champional the principle of sell-determina-
pon, The historcal experience of liranl and other
Latin-American eoumtries had shown that it was a
| right won in longz am] herole struggle: the, names of

lolivar and San Martin were universally cherighed, It
should he clear to the llrazilian representative from

S8k merting—10 Merrmber 1954 1%3

hiz conmiry's listory that evenpromise in soch 2 matter
WL 1-ain.ﬁhnrn~;rnnmn1:.l-ln It was to le hoped
that the Drazlian ddopien would med press its pro-
wsal when it eane b be conkleral al the nexl sesson.,
III' it ali] s0, the Committer woull unce more be con-
fused by Jegal quilibles abost what was cssentially 2
fumlamental right. ]
27, Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) agrec] with the
Haitian representative, The Commiticee should pot at
that stape be discrssing the draflt covenants article by
article: yrt the distussion under way scomed fanta-
mount to that, Altheugh the llranlon representative
haul been in onder in intrducing his proposals, which
were not drall resoluticns and on which no vote wonld
be aken, they would be Includal in the proposed com-
pilation and therefore shoul! not be disossed entil the
neat session, He asted the Chairman whether discus-
siom of the sulstance was in wraer, I it was, dedegations
should be given time o prepare for it Huot he doubted
whether the Comanitier had ewouigh tome.
2. The CHAIRMAN replicd that, in 2ecordance
with the decision taken at the 55771th mecting, delogma-
tons might sulanit amendments, sklitemns or comments,
in a single stalement il possible.
2. Mr. ZUAZO CUENCA (Baolivia) agreed with
the Samli Araldan representative that the compilation
wopesedd in the Costa Rican siraft resalution would not
L- well Inlanced onkess argoments favouring the inclu-
sion of article 1 in both ﬂmmhymh ; ﬂ:ﬂ rec-
nmi] heside the arguments aubduced by the limzilan rep-
resemtative in of his propesals, The under-
developed countrics were extremely anxious for arts-
che 1, especially paragraph J, 1o remain in the operative
part rather than heevene a mere declaration in the
amliles, 1t wonthd enable them to ereate the conditions
requirend for the application of many of the articles on
evonontic, sncial aml cultural rights, 11 no method for
recomling that vicw was found, he would have to submit
a progemal for the inclusion of article 1 in the operative
rt of the dralt covenants and would have to explain
is rrasons at consideralde lengih.

3. The CHAIRMAN said that the Dolivian delega-
tion was free to sulemit such a proposal and introduce
it, in a single statement 1l poasilie, in scoonlance wath
the decision taken at the 577th meeting,

3. Mr, RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay)
asked that the vode on the Coata Hican draflt resolution
(ASCILAI0/Rev.2) should not be taken at once
because the propowal might be improvel in the course
of the Cormittee’s procesdings.

12, With regard to the procedure to le [ollowed in
ernnexinn with the lirsilian proposals (A/C3/1.412)
he pointed out that theis purpose was Lo delete article |
from both of the dralt covenants, state its principle in
the preamble and request the Commission on Human
Rights 1o prepare a draft protocol 1o the covenants,
embodlying the principles contained in the existing pro-
visions relating to the right af sell-ldemination. e
conkd e no doulit that the views of the Drazilian dele-
pation, which hasd proved itself to he a devoted cham-
pion of freedom, disd not differ substantially from theae
ol other Jdelepations which had supported the inclision
of the article in the draft covenants, Nevertheless, it
was enaential to consider the procedural question when
the propwsed] protocn] should e draltal amd whether a
ibecision sn the issue should be taken at onee or 3t the
next session, Unless that question were settled imme-

diately, all the fime that had estensibly been saved by
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holling a peneral discussion would in fact have been
wasied. 1 shonld] b Do i rnimmd 1hat the Conumission
had already referrd the anicle s sell<letermination
back to the Thinl Cianmitlee s an integral part of the
dralt covenants,

A3, It hal bewn suppested that the sulstance of the
Drazilian projesals shoukl net be discassed, but gome
znheﬂ had already spoken on the salstance. The
wdi Aralian tive, in particular, had re-
ferred, in conncxion with lhdmmi[u:h'l _nl the
Latin-American republics, to rvrrnrl?k: for which the
Arnerican eoomties Wi Starmpioned ihe princite. of

meEncan ooumirics
sell-determination as it was sct forth in the dralt cove-
nanls made it the more difficult to agree with the pro-
posed tramfer of the article. Workl public opinion
would not be satishied by the substitution of the vague
an annex

hat the principle would be insertal in
Lfmﬂthmﬂmtmﬂm“ﬁ;h

nants would at last be signed and ratified seemed to be
near, but it was now proposed 1o te one of ther
most important providons (o a protecol. Althoogh it
wai true that the widest prssible support of the cove-
ranis would enhance thoir prestige, the dimination of
the article on sell-determination would Jead enly to the
omission oi other key provisions, such as the territorial
chiuse, and to the acceptance of the federal clanse, Tt
was ewsenbfial to aldde the Charter of the United
MNations, on which the whale idea of the covenants was
hased, and by the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, The achievernents of the United Nations as a
whale coulld not be jettioncd hecause of the legalistic
ehjections of a minority. The many communities which
would be in the prition to involie the right of sell-
determinatinn ghoukl not be demied the opportunity of
doing so, They hasl ot been ernaulie] when the yoke
of alien povernment houl been imposd o them amd
were not being eonsulte] then ; the principle which had
finally been includeld in the deaflt covenanta constitulel
a basie innovation, which woull transform the instru-
menta o 3 troe refllection of the nwwlern ern, The
Commiitee shoubl Ie enalded tn *ake a responsible deci-
sion on the specific 1exta before it the proposs] pio-
tocel helonperd to the reronte future,

M. The CHAIRMAXN satesd that he did nat inteml
to put the Costa Rican draft resalution (ASC3/0L410
Rev2) 1o the vole at oner,

35, The Afghan !r’l'“'l"'"‘“I unanimensly adopted by the
Commiitlee at ils 5771th mecting provided that a decision
should e taken on the Coata Rican dealt resalution
alter statementa bl been mude in the second part of
the nirst reading, Some disgcussion of the Costa Rican
dralt resolution had taken place only because there hail
heen no speakers on articles of the draft covenants,

1 Mk, TSALDARIS (Greeee) asked whether she
could speak on the Drarilian proposals.
37, Mr. FOMIN (Union of Soviet Socalist Repub-
hice ), speaking on a point of order, questioned whether
the Greck representative should be allowed to speak on
the Brarilian proposals.
38 The CHAIRMAN gaid that, al
on the Drazilian proposals might constitute a sfight
departure [rom the Committee’s earlier decision, it was
for the Commiltee to decide the matter. No sbjections
had been raised to previous statements and it ore
| that the Chair could be lileral in interpreting
decision,
Mr. PAZHWAK (Alghanistin), speaking on a
int of order, asked the Chairman if the Committee
a Brazilian draft resolution before it. He also
h‘imrdlnhnl:rnthﬂhrrllu]]nﬂi:nmprumhlin
would press his proposals, in view of the statements
that had been made. He himsell had refrained from
ing on those proposals, in spite of ‘his interest in
subject, becanse he had thought that such a stale-
ment would not be in order: il that were not the cse,

he would be prepared to speak at length on the gues-
teon

40, Mr. FOMIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
hes). speaking on a point of ordsr, recalled the proce-
dural taken at the Committee's 577th meeting
and observed that only the Costa Rican draft resalution
enuld be discussed ar that staze, Although he did not
agree with the Drazilian proposals and considered them
tenulentinus, the Trazilian representative’s statement had
been in nrder, as be had been explaining his propesal.
41. He would not dxell on the fact that the Drazilian
represcnilalive’s repetilion of various fabrications about
the Soviet U'nion, which were pasally pullished in the
yellowr Tress, had been out of place.
42, The Third Commiltee should discuss the draft
eovvemants and should not be distracted from its serbous
combleration of those texts hy the attempis of certain
ilelegatinns tn lvwer the level of the delate by onncen-
traling it on those preposterous inventions, In view of
the sulalantive comments that had been made on the
Irarilian propoaals, it should he made clear at once
whether further remarks (ould be marde on the subject.
The Nrazilian representative enuld reply to the Afghan
fepreseniative’s question, bat any discrmsion of or vole
o the Mrazihan peopagals was oot of arder. tnless the
Committee specifically decided to change the procedure
agreed upon,
4). Mr. MATTHEW (Tnidia) moved the adjourn-
ment of the mecting.

The maetion war adopted by 28 votes 1o 4, with 13
ahatentions,

The meeting rose at 5.40 p.m.
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