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Fixst pramnc (secoxo raxt) (conlinsed)

1. Mr. HOOD (Australia), introducing his delopa-
tion's amendments {ASC3/LAZ1), 1o antick I7 of the
draft covenant on econumic, social and rultural rights
and to article 52 ﬂlsﬂ.;r draft ﬁwmnl ﬁ ::h'llﬂml
itical righis (Ef2573, annex 1), repealed that Aus-
E:]i: wonlil 'h-u.-': wriahle to acecle o the cowenants il
those articles remained in their cxisting form. The teat
he was proposing had been submitted by Australia and
India 1o the Commisien on “n:m:1]1 Hights ln':lﬂfi‘_},:ml
it 'mer-rgomrd amerulmenis Lelpium a rance
¢ES257), paras. 246 1o 243) ; thus ﬁ‘:lrr:ulj enjoyel
consideralsde swpport,
2. Many delegations, he hadd noted with interest, recog-
pize] the dificulties esnfronting fodernl States; amd
snme thought that the federal State article did not eon-
farm to the spirit of General Assembly resalution 421
{ V), section C, which mallesd Tor the maximum exten-
gion of the envenants 1o the constituent units of Tederal
Statea, am] the meeting of their constitutional probe-
lews. The Avsiralian amendment asbepemiely met those
requiremients, and be ihat the Commitlee weoanld
rive it the ennsideration it descrvel, Marazraph 4, wig-
inally proqwecl by Belgiom, ensurnd equality befween
ermtracting partics when one of them was a [ederal
Siate,
3 AMe BEAUFDRT (Neiberlands)  sail thae al
tlwanizeh il peneral delate el ot reinovnl all elstvckes
in the Cemmitiec’s path, encoafaiging (fogress had fwer,
mple, Clefginally De Dol reganded e idea of worlds
withe eraviiants as almsost impracticalibe, aml hal sige-
gested that the Fargean exsmple of rogeaal mve-
pafle slwald 1l falbove=l, It wan peew |1uuﬂ~lr tes lam
e rgstimaistie, There worre still dlifMereners of opdnsn
vt imamertant nediers, nany of them omatititional, lat
there was ivereasing inderstateling of the difealt probe.
emns v fronting samse Spates, aml swlstannal progsress

umlumn:huiummﬂhmmmiuttdlrﬂn
Seeretary-General under the procedure provided for in
the Costa Rican draft resolution (A/C3/LAI0/Rerd
amd Corr.1).

5 Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Aralia) introdoced his
amendments [ ASC3/L.422). 1o article 18 of the drall
covenant on civil and political rights.

. The amendment (o paragraph 1 had not been
prom by theological considerations, but was merely
it o remedy the lack of lalance beiween the
religious and other aspects of the frecdom of thowght
which had ansen through undue en ts of the re-
Ligious aspect. He hoped that the Secretariat, in report-
ing to Governments, would make that point clear.

7. e intended o iniroduce another ameosdment be
fore the end of the socond part of the first reading.

8 Mr. HOARE {United Kinpdom) saidd that his dele-
gation would wail until s wiews were requested by
the Secretary-General Iefore sulmitting what ke hoped
woull be a complete list of such amendments as i
might wish 1o propose,

0. However, be wished to be assurad that the ilraft
article alrealy p 1 by the United Kingelom dele-
gation and appearing in annex 1 to the report of the
Coninission oo Human Rights (E/2573) as well 25 the
anwralmients o the fimal clagses ovosequent wson il
woull le circulated with the other ;Im.r;ml: and ol
eervations by Governmenis. No doold the authors of
the eaber proposals in annex T, amd the Urnguayan
delegation, as spomsor of she proposal in annex 111,
woulld wish to have a similar nssurance,

10, The CHATRMAN confirmed that those peopemsals

wenrlal Tae pirenlafed,

11, Ile asked the Guumittes (o ennsitder the Onsia
Hican ilraft resolistion [ASCY LA/ Hev 3 and the
corrigemlimn theretn, The Sawli Araldan represealalive
wonilsl intreeloce the proqusal coneomming the draft cove-
nants ol which he had given mice.

Putcrintial. FoarcEal. sunsdiTren sy Cnsta Hica
(ASCY AT Rew 3 sl Corrl ) (roslinued )

12, Mr. ROW {Haiti) proqusel] that the time xperi-
fieel i rrjﬂ'r:l'lw |..'|mg:r,.1p'|| ]I aif 10ae etz Wecnn aleafn
resslution (AU SLLANY Bewd aowl Corr Dy e the
silaniasinn o alecevations shemib] be pedisced Teom sin
prwirethis (i Dostrr auisiadTas,

13 Ar ||E3“'”]H","|' S ﬂ-lq:rq':il' saiel that with
frelorenge 1o his statemweat ot the 5%k et e, be was
imdricte] iy the Sevretary-Caneral fo say thal he was
ned prejarnl atl the curtont e b po Feymirn] tluat
slalevnent,

ASCI/SIIR2
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14. The amendment propesod by Afghanistan raised
delicate Jegal Fssues. All that the Seerctary-General
enithil sy immsliately was that when the Commuties
fol adopded a resclubion indicting what i ddesared, be
wonld study all the dlements of the sitoation as they
then prrcaeriter] themselves in the lght of the United
Nations Charter and act accordingly.

15 Mr KUREZ (Costa Rica) said that in order to
avok] a protracted discossion in the Conmitiee he had
enlisted tlee ail of the fons of Afphanistan, Aus-
tralia, Tralia, 1.1-'£:|.n:||'1||;_.1I ew  Heabind, Tuﬂttl:,u;ﬁ
United Ringdom and Uruguay in ring & i
revision of lis «dralt resolution {ﬁ)\(ﬂFL'HWREH"JL
16. Some addditional eorrections appeared in document
ASCI/LAID/Rey 3/ Corr.]. The eorrection to the set-
ond paragraph ofi the itske, calling for inscrtkon of
the wonls "of States Meanlers and non-demlers of the
United Nations™, loul leen incloded to eliminate all
pussibde dould, aithowgh the Legal Department of the
Secretariat conshlerad that the word “Governments™
aline would aulfice.

I?.ﬂ:‘i:‘ ';.WE the second and h::nh Fara-
£ | alde jo " pon-poverimscntal ongania-
piona” should be deleted,

18, The third paragraph of the preamble, on the im-
portance of in.ltlna.’lu#u] cover 3, had been amendad
on the sugpestion of the Unile. Kingdom.

19, In paragraph 3 oi the rative part, the wonds
“should bepin 'n-Lh give Eﬁ lerence 10™ should
be ddeted and replaced by “ghall begin with and b
mainly devoted to”, and the phrase "(including any
new articles)™ should be taken out of parcnihecics and
amersked to rezd "including new articles, if any,".

20, The working ¢ lad leen in ral t
with 1he revision ur?:'l:hn stood, wmtmt important
excepdion of tive paragraph 1 {r), on which the
Conta Rican tion hadd been supported by Afghanis-
tan, the other momlers demurnng.

2l. The Uraguayan amendment {A/C3/L420) had
also been offered for inclusion in the revised drait
resolution, bat had met with e rosponse. “The Urue
puayan debegation had therelore submitted it amend-
ment separately. The Costa Rican dsicpation would
suport il

22, He nuted the observations of the Secretary-Gen-
eral's representative, No doulit the highly controversial
operalive Jnnn:rh 1 {¢) woulid cause much discus-
gion, but it was important that those sections of man-
kind which, for historical reasons, had not yet achieved
independence, should be asjured that the denlt cove-
rants applied to all equally.

23, Mr. PAZHWAK (Alghanistan) said it had been
his impression that the phrase “Governinents of States
Members and noi-Members of the United Nations™
woildd also appear in operative paragraph 1 (2).

24, Mr. NUSEEX (Costa l;.iﬂ] gaid that it h:d;ﬂ:tng
thought that its appearance in the second paragra

the preamble would be safficient, but he would acoept
the amendment.

25, Mr, PAZHWAK {Afghanistan) said that he was
gratified 1o note that all his suppestions had been in-
corporated in the revised draft resolution and approved
by the working group, ex that referring to opera-
tive paragraph 1 {¢), which only the sponsor had
accepted,

26, He proposed that the words "the draft™ should be
inserted Iefore the word “imernatiomal™ in the third
paragreph of the preamble,

Z7. Miss AGUILAR (Peru) asked the Costa Rican
representative whether it would not lead to doplication
ol documentation lo issue the observations of Govern-
ments loth individmally and in the compilation. She
asked alss what the financial implications would be,

Z, Mr, MENDEZ (Philippines) ulédd:jl ﬂw;“ffﬂa
Rican representative’s sugpestion mig 1o duplica-
tion. Governments, when consulied by the Secretary-
Gem ral, woukl almast certainly t the amendments
and Jgew proposals which they put foraand during
the first reading, since they would not be vo'ed on. To
print am] circulate them would therefore be wasteful.
2, Mr. NUREZX (Costa Rim) pointed out to the
Peruvian representative that the conspilation mentioned
in the drait resolotion was 1o cover not only the oleer-
vations male dunng the ninth session of tle General
Assemldy, hut also those made before it. The intention
was that a single hasic document should le wled for
the article-ly-article discussion, The Seerciariat was
prepares] in undertake the work, and recmmized the
many advantages of a stngle document.

30. Mr. HUMPHREY (Secretarint) sid that a
paper on the financial implications of paragraph 2 of
the operative pant of the Costa Rican draft resolution
worald be dlviimbatedl
3. Mr. DUNLOP ( New Zealand) shared the Haitian
resenialive’s concern about the time available for
vonsideration of the Scerctaniat’s compiltion by Gow-
ernments, He womlered whether it mizht not Le better
for the Seeretariat to submit comments aml amend-
ments 1o Governmenis as they were received, Siuch a
course might be contrary 1o the General Assemlbdy
resolution aFains the proliferation of douments (reso-
lutions 593 (VI). Lut it might meet the Haitian repre-
sentative's objections,
32 Mr HUMPHREY (Secretariat) sid that every
elMurt bad to be made to keep documentation to a
mininnuon, in compliance with the General Assembly
resolution on the matter, The Seerctary-General would
therelone prulally consider that the distribution of one
document, in the form of a mn:!ﬁla:m would L=
enough, especially since that procedure was provided
for in paragraph 2 of the eperative part of tll':: Costa
RKican draft resclugion,
13, Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) though that the
wonling of the new Hi:lmlijnm.lmlph of the preambde
proposad in document AJC3/LA10/Rev 3/ Corr.] was
less aecurnie than the similar paragragh in document
ASCI/LAWO/Kev], which had read; “Comsidering
that it has discussed the drall international covenanis
on himman rights at its ninth session”. The Committee
lod not examined the drafts; it had discussed them,

M, With regand to the dralting change in operative
paragraph 1 (). be would prefer the woods, “those in™
to the words “these of® which appeared i document
MCI LA Rev 3/ Corr. 1.

35, He appealed to the Alghan representative 1o re-
consiler s oral amendment 1o the third paragraph of
the preamble. In stating that intermational covenants
o hieman rphts which would effectively salepuard the
rights of the human person should be adopted as soom
az possible, the General Assembly wmiidd rthﬂ_f niot L
committing itsell 1o the view that the dralt covenants
Lefore the Committee necessarily e their final
forr. Morcover, the Afghan amendment declared by
implication that the draflt covenants would effectively
:.1?1*:11:.::1 the rights of the human person, whereas the



S2%nd mrrcing—12 November 1954 " 3

whole of the Commities’s discussion had been devoled
to the question whether or not that was the case.

36 Mr. PAZHWAK {Afghanistan) pointed out that
the draflt covenanis were referred 1o throughout the
Costa Rican draflt resolotion, and that it was the need
for the drafting of covenants on human rights that had
brought the current texts into existence. Once the
coverants had been discussed artice by article and
ed, there would no Jonger be any need to refer
1o as drafiy, but until that time the term had to
be retained. He cotld not, therelore, agree with the
United Kinpgdom tative, The refention of the
present wording might invalidate the resolution.

X7, Mrs. AFNAN (Irag) Hm that the appre-
Rigivs that had heen volced by any delegations should
many ions
be reflected in the draft ution.
38, Mr. MENESES PALLARES (Ecma ﬂwﬁ“l;nrd
with the Iragi representative’s suppestion. first
paragraph of the preamble might be supplemented b
the words ., . . -;)l:f_rﬁﬁntﬂllpphrhﬂﬂlhﬂ'l!
Commaission for its .
39, The word “Considering™ at the beginning of the
third paragraph of the preamlle scemed unsuitable; it
implied that 1 of the covenants was being
recognized for the first time, It would be belter to
begin the paragvaph with the word “Reaffirming™ and
to place the paragraph at the beginning of the preamble,
40, Mrs. HARMAN Tm1m wonling
of the filth paragrs W to imndy
that e ul;n'p:nn E‘mﬂd be prevented from r:pr:u":g
itsell fully and freely on the draft covenasts rather
than that it should so express itsell. She therelore
suppested the deletion of the words “be able 10",

41, Ti was not clear whether operative par phl (e}
reflerred (o non-povernmental orpanizations having cons
sultative or other statns with the Economic and Social
Council or 1o all non-governmental arganizations. In
the latter case, she was interested to know what en-
terinn could he applied in determining which arganiza-
tiona were concerned with the promotion of human
rights.

42 Mr NUSEZ (Costa Rica) said that the need for
puhblie spinion 10 express itsell {ully and freely should
be particularly stressed becanse it was sometines unalde
1o do o,

4). Sa far as the Tsrael representative’s other point
was concernel, he consilered that all non-governmental
orpanizations should be invited to stimulate puldic in-
terest in the drafl covenants, irrespective of their status
with the U'nitedd Nations. Some Governments might fecl
ermcern 2houl that provision, regarding it as an eppor-
tomity fm the erpanizations (o incite populations to
ebellion or suliversion i he ootld not share that vew
gl stresses] that the inviatin shoub] be exterlal to
all ergranizatinna.

44, Mr, RODRIGUEZ FARREGAT (Urupuay)
k=1 the Unsty Rican represeniative whether the Urue-
puavan amendment {.1.-"6‘,.!! LAY 1o the draft resolu-
tiem bl been accepled.

45, He agreed with the Tragi and Ecmdorian nepres
semtatives that the dralt resedution shoub] eantain some
r:l;11n'*h5u‘-1 ol aperertestt ol Ve wark dbooe r|_'|.' the
Crsnamizahon on [luman Rights,

4, Dl als neereed with the Ecvadorian represeniative
it i1 weanld e lwtter to berpin the 1||1nIJnm:nph o
= !-rrnn:l-h- with tlwe word “ltrﬂfﬁhnih‘_: *

47. With regard to the Afghan ive’s oral
amendment to the effect that the words “ithe drafl™
stk be inscrtes] lefore the wonds “international cove-
nanis” in that paragraph, he considered that the Spanish
text would Le weakened by the absence of any par-
icularization; it should be made clear that re

wai being made to the drall covenants submitied 1o
the Assembly by the Commiuion on Human Rights
{E/2573, anncx 1). He therelore suppested that in the
Spantsh Lext the word waos should be by estes,
48. Mr. NUREZ (Costa Rica) said that alibough he
himsell was inclined 1o support the Uryruayan amend-
ment (ASCI/LA20), he had boen unable to accept it |
in *hlwmrnﬁﬂljlmluihnmd
the oppoaition it had aroused in the working group.
49. He agreed with the Ecoadorian ive that
the third paragraph of the preamble should begin with
orier of the iroduiory P e e
o o il Faragraphs was
should be retained.

20, The replacoment of the word wnos by the word
rElag wias g

1. Fanally, he supported the view that the draft reso-
hotion should reflect the Commiites’s watien of
the work of the Commission on Human ﬁ-qhu..

5L Mr. POMIN (Union of Soviet Socilist Repub-
lics) pointed out that the Costa Rican proposal had
been incorrectly translaled info Russian, and asked that
the Hussian translation, in particular of paragraph J of
the operative part, should be brought into line with the
original lexl.

53 Mr. ROSSEL (Swoden) said that she would
vole for the Coata Rican drafi resolution as a whaole,

54, 5_|'H.“l.|.',l'mi that the Comianiltee should expreas is
appreciation of the Commission’s work and that the
third Lﬂfﬂ:mph of the preamlile should begin with the
word “Heaffirming™. With regand to the Alghan oral
amendment, she concurred wath the Uniled Kingdom
represenialive’s views,

55. In the light of the statement by the Secrctary-
Generul's representative on the functions of non-gov-
ernmental organizations, she thought that the phrase
“with the promotion of human rghts, incheding those
in the Non-Scll-Governing amd Trust Territories,”
should e ileletes] Troen p:r:;:ra]{-h 1 {£) of the apera-
tive part. She therelore asked for a semarale wole on
that phrase,

36, With regand to the Haltian representative’s pro-
jumal, she corsilered that the time limit of six months
provadel Tor in the el resolistion shoul] not e res
ducert. since it wonab] be dillicnlt for Gowernments (o
deal with the eopious literature on the suliject in a
sharter perind.

57, Bhe would he pmble o vole for the Unynuayan
amendment [ASCIS1420).

58, Mr PAYHWAEK [A fzhanisian} =3t that several
delepations had rallical 1o b armument et e refer-
crece i e tland paragraph of the preamble shoald e
epeciieally 1o the sl oovenanis belore the Coonmilice
and not to oovenants on hinman rights in peneral,
Enzndorian and Urugoran representatives, howener, in
sttpaesling: a simnper wonling inirosioced I.:r the worl
“Heafirming ™, had ned mowle it quite clear which alter-
mative they favourol. To make the wording strnger
withetal speeilying tlat the eovenants in question were
the dleall rovenants lefore the Committee wonlel in fact
weaken the parapraph. Unbess the Costa Hivcan® repore-
septative scecjded the Afphan amenehisent, the Alghan
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delegation would move it to any version of the dnaft
ion that was submitted 2nd would demand a
wote on it.
5. He could not see why the Swalish tive
had asked lﬁt} MTm the n;:pqnm
ragraph 1 (¢): ready explained his reasons
or its inchasion. If a separate vote was taken, it should
be taken by roll-call. The phrase was important because
it would be a maferuard for the inclusion of the terri-
torial application clanse.
@0, Mr. ROY (Haiti) thought that the Swerdish repre-
sentative had not fully anderstond why he had proposed
the suhatitution of lour for six months in operative
paragraph 2 lictween the ninth and tenth sessions of
the General Assemldy there would e an interval of
aliout eipht montha, IIn:b:-r the dralt resclotion, Gov-
ernments were to imdicate ther current vicws and then
5 any changes might wish to make in the
light of the comments of oiler Governments collected
in the proposed compilation. Dut Governments +I:lvli Al
ready expressed thar current views fully during the
pencral delale at the ninth session., They would nced
much mare lime 1o txke intn consideration the revised
views of other Governmenla, the amemlments ":I-JIHHE:
roposals, the views of the specialized agencies a
nm-;-ummﬂp ta] esmeairations amd other factors, and
to revisc their own positions, They would be alde to
prepare their work more efficiently for the tenth ses-
ston if were piven 8 longer time to do so, 23 sug-
pested in the Haitian amendment.

61, He coull not see the ise of the U=
puayan amendment [Aftﬁf-ﬂﬂ}, Elt would appres
ciate a fuller explanation of the meal for a_sub-com-
miltee af the Third Committee to help the Seerclary-
Geeneral perform a routine (ask such 43 he had always
hitherto carried out alone, :

62, Mr. MENDEZ (Philippincs) suprested that in
the sccnml of the preambie, the phrase 1o
study fully™ would be better than the existing phrase
“lor making a full study®™,

63, The Creata Rican representative’s explanation of
the point raised by the leracl live in con-
nexinn with the last mragraph af the preamble was not
whaolly convincing. 1F he hal really wished to comvey
that public opinion could not always express itself fully,
he lﬁulﬂ bring the Spanish text into line with the
English version,

4. He repretied that 1he Costa Rican represeniative
ol drogiped the former relerence o “peoples™ in the
thind paragraph of the J:r:lmme {ASCI/LAID/Rev.]),
since that weakenad the original ddea. 11 the intention
was Lo make a relerence 1o covenants on hueman
rights, it was irrclevant to quibble about whether the
dralt resslution should mention covenants in general
or the dralt covenants on which the Commitiee had
worked ; that porpose woukl best be served by a refer-
ence fo give ific Insiroments to safepuard
the rights of t person. He himaelf, however,
though that the dralt resolution should reler to the
specific draft covenants before the Committee,

G5, In paragraph 2 of the operative part, the phrase
“early enough to emabde™ might be preferable 1o "in
pood time to crable™,

66, Mr, NUSEZ (Costa Rica) replied that he would
have preferrel the stronger wording of the third pre-
rmbular paragraph recalled by the Philippine represent-
ative, but he had had to compromise in the working
Al

67. The Alghan cpre hll.-I:i'ﬂ::‘!f point on that :nlﬁ
winihd undou I et INCOTpOTaLng
E:n“fuhdnﬁm 'rj::'- mﬁfﬁrﬂiﬂ 1o it, if the re-
wised text was moved up to become the third pream-
bular paragraph alter inscriion of the paragraph given
in the comigendum. It would then be clear that the
reference was specifically 1o the drall covenants pre-
pared by the Commission on Hunan Rights.
68, Mr, HOOD i{;ﬁunn.'li.t} said that :ﬂh;_d will=
i icipated in the working 5 par-
nrﬂsul:n i mmﬂﬂhhmi!uq}nmll
to the revised text, and in particular to operative para-
raph 1 {¢). The Commiltce might try to consider what
it really intended to do by means of the dralt resolu-
thon. It was an important draft resclution, since ot
would entirely determine the re for the General
Assembly’s future work on the draft covenanis, Some-
how or other, extraneous ideas which the Third
Cmmu'lhl:rc would find hard 1;1{'“5[5& to the htﬂr.'rrﬂ:l-ld 2
Assembly in plemary meeting crepd into i raflt
mnlmi:i. He not see at 21l what was the purport
of the bt preambular pampraph. Natumlly it was
desiralile that puldic epinion should Le alde 10 cxpress
itsell full freely on any subject whatever. Dut the
paragraph was totally irrelevant. 11 it was retained, it
miight be asked just how public opinson was to be cx-
. In point of fact, public opinion on the dralt
covenants had been fully and freely expressed for the
past five years,
9. In operative parzgraph 1 (¢) the General Assem-
bly was to invite organizations 1o
strrmulate public interest in the draft international cove-
nants on homan rights by all possible means. The opera-
tive paragraph had linle connexion with the supposcdly
relevant preambular paragraph. It might be asked to
whean public opinion was lo express itsell, and what
was meant by all possible means. Agun it might bhe
askod what were the orpanizations reflerred to and who
could judpe whether were penbinely conoorned
with the promotion of human riphts. Even il they could
Iee dcdemti the General Asscmildy was not comipeient
to invite them to do anything. The whole pomnt alout
sich orpanizations was that 1 weft  Nof-Foveme-
mental; even those with consultative atatus coull only
consult the United Nations. The General Assembly
could not take it upon fteell " invite them to do any-
ithing more than that.
70, He was at a loss to know what was intended] by
stimulating interest in the draflt covenante, The United
Nathons could properly educate public opinion, and, in-
deedd, was doing 80 every dav. Dut stimulation was
anather mater § no one could know whether such stimu-
lation might not arouss distrust of the draft covenants,
71. The whole idea af including such a notien in the
draft resolution was wrong, especially as an objection-
alle political stipulaticn was included in the same para-
graph. It was not right that the Third Commitice should
be asked 1o lemed its name to & draft resolution of that
type, which would have 1o be transmitied 1o the General
sembly in thn:?r meeting and be executed by the
Secretary-General, 1 delegations wanted to express a
political notion of that kind, should do a0 1n a
te draft resolution. A ral draft resolution
of the kind onpinally intended should be adopted unani-
mously for submission to the General Assembiy, No
one had objectel to most of the substance, but ihe
extrancous wicas broupht in at the last moment would
certainly t unanimity. His delegation would not
be abife to vole for it .
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72. The CHAIRMAN said that a revised] text of the
Costa Hicn draft  resslution, tneln]_rirT the oral
amerulments that had been accoplal, wualid be prepared
for the following mecting.

71, The Sawli Arabian representative had reserved
his right to sa'mit a proposal in connexion with the
ddralt covenants. With thar, the secom] part of the hirst
reading woull] be concluded.

74.  He askal the Commitiee whether it woubl e will-
ing to devole nne mare merting 10 the sem on the dralt
covenants, despite ils previous

It war g0 ayrecd.,

First weamixe (skcoxp raet) (comcluded)

75, Mr, DAROODY (Sawli Arabia) said that be had
been alde 1o commall several delepntions anid had foumd
them willing o act as co-# for sme ohacrvations
amil s on the Jrall covenants on hinan rights
(E/2573, annex 1), These olservations and proposals
voreernel the right of scll-detrmdnatvn cnimciatad n
article 1 of both covomnts. He wished for more time
In consull other jons. and to perfect the texe,
which would be sulsmitied at the following mecting.¥ In
biried, the dbsuncnt vould enboly a reaffimation of
General  Assemlly fesslution 637 (V1) amd 733
(VII), would lay stress, inter olie, on the [act that
ilepemalent pooples were composal of indivieluals and

" Thae et ol the wad dalmbegisent ly bl 2 Josimeni
MAACI AT sml Addl,

collective groups, that they placed thar of sdl-
determimation in the Unided Natins that seli-
detemunatien was an ic, evenm nweie than a
political, right. The Secretary-General woukl = re-
rpuestend to transmit the olservations to Member Staten,
The statement of the right woull be reaffirmed amd
maintamed in both covenants, Mo ber Statea i
Ide for enloadal terrilories would be saked 1o [amiliarize
the inhabitanis with the content ni the drall covenants
ini their current formi

s, Millions of individuals in the dependent territorics
gaw in the Unitcdl Nations their lest hope that the
metropoditan countr'es coubl e persiaded o slve the
existing conllicts by |=acelul means, The' solution shouhl
I smitplal withai framework of the envenanis
Dhherwise, the sitmtion would certainly deteriorate,

Statement by the represeatstive of Urugasy

77. Mr. RODRIGUEZ FANREGAT (Uramoy)
drew the Commitiee’s attention o the fact that the
Ceeneral Conference of the Unile] Nations Falseatmsal,
Scientific amd Cubural Orpanization had opened that
iy at Meositeviden, The Government and prople of
Unigiay extendal 3 wekome 1o that agency, the spirit
of which was m ha o willllkﬂuirmmli:m
pumyan leleminn wi to ¢ the opporiunit
'L'rm':i":r;: in the wekuine to UNESCO and of upn':ihg
s deep =I"ﬂh"ﬂlrlﬂ of the ideals which animatel that
agzeney of the United] Nations,
The meeting rose ai o paw,
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