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L Mr, PAZHWAK (Alfghanistan) withdrew his
amendments (ASC3/LA419), except that for the in-
seriion of the words “Members and non-Members of
the United Nations" after “Governments™ in operative
aragraph 1 (o) of the Costa Rican dralt resolution.
le would maintain the proposal for the addition of the
words “in their respeciive countries™ at the end of para-
zraph 1 (c), as it had been virtually accepted by the
working group.
3. Mr. FOMIN (Usion of Soviet Socialist Republics
pointed oot that the first Afghan amendment had h:m}
accepled, and that jis omissien from the English text
was cbviouily an crror. Incidentally, when he had re-
ferred to errors in Russian at the 582nd mecting, he
had been relerring 1o the writien translation, not 1o the
iInterpretation.
4. Mr. ROY (Haiti) maintained the oral proposal he
had made at the meeting, that the words “iix
months™ should be replaced by “lour months™ passim.
3. Mr. HOOD (Australia) said that be was maintain-
ing his amendment (A/C3/L.423),
6. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Guate-
malan amendment (A/C.3/1.425), =

7. Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) drew attention fo the
lack of mﬁd;m:l tween the Enplish and French
VETshons init in operative paragraph 3.
E;tan:hﬂmﬁhmﬁnmﬂmﬁth&tEﬂhh

limit. It had not been discassed by the Commiitice and
he I:.ldhrl'mmd little support for it so far. He 'H':!.IH ot
press it, although he stll believed that the Thi
m&tu:}mﬂdmhmdmruummftwhnl
pilation 1o the Scorctariat. He would not, accordi
Tii_tfﬂn'pﬂlhﬂpr!‘ﬂplizﬂm dralt resnl
as it stood.
9. Mr. HOARE (United Ki ) cliserved that the
word “examined™ had Leen ruted for the words
“h;ﬂhcustd',hﬁchhdw:dinﬂu LT
draft and eather revisions of
the prezmble. There was a difference of meaning @ “ex-
sion 0 the Third Commitice had been peneral. The
original transhition of the Spanish word “sremingde™
should be retaied,
10, Mr. ZUAZO CUENCA (Dolivia) said that there
was 3 dilference in the mezining of the wonls “rraminar™
and “dirretir” in Spanish.
11. Mr. KING (Lileria) said that he would support
the refention of the word “examined”, becanse delega-
tions had had to examine the dralis Lelure they could
express their views on them,
12, Alr. NUREZ (Cieaa Hica) sabl that he would
mainiain word “rraminado” in the Spanish teang it
had been there frum the outsct and he saw no pood
reason to chanpe ik,
1. Mr. MATTHEW (India) objected that what was
involved was a matler of [act, pot of tramslstion, as the
United Kingdom represcntative had olserved. As the
Cemta Hican representative wislexd to retain his word,
}T{Ejﬂfuﬂ gﬁr[ililun widih] sulemit an smetslment
220} g the word “examinod™
the word “dhcm:de:u ™
14. The CHAIRMAN asked whether the word “ces™
should not be substituied for the wonl “des™ in the
French text of the thin] faragraph of the preamble, to
Eﬂﬂuﬁﬁlﬂ with the Spanish “rites™ and the English
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15. Mr, NUSEZ (Costa Ricap said that he would
retain the word “rsfos” in the Spanish text.

16. Mr. JUVIGKY (France) and Mr, FOMIN (Un-
ion ol Soviet Secialist Repullies) objected that an
Eg:i:.‘rm‘ t for “esios” would make no eense, because
international envenants™ were draft covenants
only, and drafts, having no legal foree, could not effec-
tively safepuard rights.
17. Mr, PAZHWAK (Alghanistan) said that il the
word “thewe™ was altered, be would have to reverse
kis withdrawal of the stipalation he had made at the
582nd mecting that the paragraph should reler une
equivecally o the draft international covenants which

ASCI/SRSAY
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had been before the Third Committee and move it in
the [orm of an sovcndment.
18 Mr. NUSEZX (Costa Rica) said that it had been
precisely to meet that point that he had, at the Uru-
puayan represcntalive’s su iom, sulstituted the word
“esios” for the wond "snag”, He would accept “log pas-
fos”, Lt “eslos poctor” was clearer.,

reed with the

sion on Huwman Hights o the Third Commitiee
(E/2573, anncx 1), Any other wonling might give the
false impression that the Committee inle 1o dralt

further covenants and that certain [undamental rights
might Le eliminated to be transferred lo instruments
which had not yet, and might never, come into existence,
The reference 1o giving peoples specific instruments 1o
safepuard the rights of the human ?cfmn whicn had
leen used in the second revised draft (ASCI/LAIDS
Rev2), might well have been retained.

20, The Haitian tative's oral amendment imit-
ing to four months the period allowed for observations
from Governmients, agencics and organizations, meriied
comsikderation, With il, the Secretariat would have more
time 1o prepare the cumpilation and the Governments
would be better able to prepare for the debate at the
tenth scision ulf the Ueneral Assembly.

21. Mr. ABDEL GHANI (Egypt) said that be had
understowad that, il operative paragraph 1 (c) of the
dralt rosolution were adopled, the Secretariat m:-u.]ﬂ

interpret the words “non-governmental organizations
to mean such organizations a: had been granted con-
sultative status by the Economic and Social Councl.
He therefore hoped that, in order to enable the Com-
miller to estimate the practicz] value of that sm't ol the
Costa Hican proposal, the Seeretariat would supply a
clear answer 1o twu questions : first, whether there were
any net-povermnental crganizations with consuliative
status having their hea or lailing that, having
branches or affiliates, in the Non-Sell-Governing Terri-
turics and Trust Territories amd having the protection
of hunsan rights as their primary inkerest; and secondly,
whether such organizativns regarded their main objec-
tive as the promoiion of the right of scll-determination
and cvnsideral that all other nights depended on it

22 Althuwugh the drafi covenants were approaching
the final stages. the role of public u{u:m JOn was more
important than over. The ml:i.'tﬁl':p of the experts of the
Comaission om Jluman Rights and similar its OvEeT
the past six years hal attracted comparatively little at-
tentim, Dt ow that the dralt covenants had reached
e Crenreral Assembly, the public should be given every
opportunity 10 discuss them. The Secretanat had an
imperative duty 1o publish full information on the pur-
e aml principles of the covenants, together with the
arpuments and opinions expressed by the experts who
had drafied them, through all the media at its disposal,
jarticularly its furcign language broadeasis, as it had
ilone in the case of the Universal Declaration of Human
IRighis, A anosl instructive book might be compiled on
the draft covenants in the official and other lanpuages
aan] am dssue of the Madted Nabions Reivem could be
dlevaotend o i, as the United Nations Educational, Seien-
tific and Cultural Organization had published a special
isae of s lulletin on the Universal Declaration of
Human Rights,

2). Mr. HUMPHREY (Secretariat) said that there
wrre 252 non-governmiental arganizations with consults-

live status. None of them lad their headquarters in
Non-Scll-Uovermung wr Trust Territories, but sixiy-
cight bad branches or affiliates in those Terrilories;
with thuse, however, the Secretariat maintained no di-
revt relativnship. Forty-live of them appeared o be
interested in human rights, There was nothing in the
recurds to indicate whether the organizations were
primarily inlerested in sclf-determimation. The Secre-
tariat could not gpuarantee the accuracy ef that inlorma-
tion, although it was lased on the latest available data

24, Mr. JUVIGKY (France) said that the diffculiy
of imerting the word “the™ of "these™ belure "inter-
mational covenants™ in the third parsgraph of the jire-
amble was purely une of linguage and logic, So far the
covenants were merely dradl cuvenants and as such
incapabile of sufeguarding the rights of the human per-
son. To adopt a draft resolution cuntaining a passage
in that furm would amount W asserting that all sixty
members of the Committes agreed that the Jraitl cove-
mants would, when adopted, absolutely protect hunman
rights; yet it was olvious that there was considerable
diference of opinion in the Cemnntice as fo the effee-
tiveness of Lthe cuvenanis or parts of them. The wording
of ihe third paragraph should therefore e kept as it
Wl

25, It was a pity that the Jsrael representative’s ob-
SETVALIONS [Sdﬁfnrtﬁn:j on the sixth paragraph of
the praamble had pot recoived more attention; as the
Australian representative had pointed out, the consid-
erandum of that paragraph did not propetly

to operative paragr 1 (). It was untrue that public
wpinion had not exprensed itsell Tully amd Irecly on the
draft covenants ; sonie thinty of forty nen-governmentsl
urganizations had vlserved the procedings of the Com-
mission on Human Kights, and statcmenis on the cove-
nants or related subjects lad been made by such or-
panizativns 1o the Social Committee of the Economic
and Social Uouncil at its cighteenth session. They did
not, of course, represent the whole of public opinicn,
but they did represent a lampe section of i1, as the
Charter of the United Nations had recopnized. Thus the
|ilﬁchﬂpur::nph of the preamble was neither true nor
direcily relevant to the operative part.

26. There were two possible interpretations of the
words “non-povernmental organizations concermed with
the promotion of human rights, including those in the
Mon-Sell-Uoverning and Trust Ternitones”™, in opera-
tive paragraph 1 (¢}, Either the Secretary-General
could invite all recogmized non-governmental organiza-
tiong, whether or not they had branches in the J -
ent Territories and without laking the responsibility
of deciding whether or not they were primarily con-
cerngd with human rights, to submit their obiervations
on the draflt covenants, or he could communicale with
all non-governmental organizations, nabonal as weil as
international, The secomsd alternative would entail come-
munication with thousands of orpanizations which
would be less representative than the recogniaed inter-
national non-governmental organizations; it wooll be
an enarnenus task i itsell and would ereate o precedent
for dealing dirently with individuals and unolficial
lwwlics over the heads of Governments, contrary to the
principles of the United Nations.

. It could be zssumed that the branches of recos
mized non-povernmental organizations in the dependent
territories woitld tnake 1heir views known theough their
parent organizalicns.
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28, Thus there was an excellent case for folowing
the procedure established by the Economic and Social
Council in dealing with non-governmental orpanizations,

1 ful procedure,
reference in the
a procedural resolulion on a quite different

E..::;
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£
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29. Mr. EL-FARRA (Syria} mid that the main dil-
ference between the original text of the thind para-

ﬂ-‘.P]u:[du: and the text as amended at the
Hﬂtdkhmh i:l!l'lht'lrﬂﬂ-tfﬂ'.‘-
tively™. It was 3 strange coinc that the Interna-
tional League for the Hights of Man, a non-govern-
mental onganization with consultative status, had wsed
the same term in a letter o the Commiitee recommend-
ing that the right of seli-determination should pot be
included in those dralt covemants. It had been sid
that the United Kingdom amendment had not vitally
afected the sulstance, yet the effect was to draw a dis-
tinction heiween mights which could amd mights whach
ouul] not be effectively saleguarded. F-hun:rl rights
were indivisible, They would lese their significanss,
appeal and valoe if they were to be put to the political
test as to what rights could, in the opinion of some, be
ellectively and what righis could not. 1t was
thie Committes’s task to establish them without regard,
ot that stape, to whether, under current conditiohs, they
roiaki be effects mafeguarded. The United Kingdom
delegation had, without giviog incing TeLlons, Sup-
r—nnl the exchusion of the nght of sell-determination
romm the covenants, which, in the Syrian delepation’s
mqanton, would be seriously 'l to them.

'ljnilnl Kinpdom amendment was in line with the one
sulmitted by the United Kingdom during the general
dehate, aimimg at the exclusion of the nght of scll-
sbetermination froan the nperative part of the covenant.
To add the word “the™ or “these™ to the third para-
praph of the preamble would not improve the paragraph
Py a3 the word “electively™ rematned The Syrian
slelegation preferred the origimal text and would abstain

nn the text now proposcd.

J3 U MAUNG MAUNG S0E (Burma) said that
his delegration agreed in principle with the Costa Rican
ilraft resalation,

41, It had no strong views on the Auvstiralian amend-
ment { ASCILA423), but it could not agree with the

amendment orally by the Haitlan representa-
tive, wherely the tme allowed in tive paragraph
1 (a) of the draft resolution would be reduced from

six months to four months. The Durmese Gavernment
wrnild require the full time to study the dralt covenantx
in relation to its own legislation,

32, AMr. HOARE (United Kingdom) raid that he
wrnikl vote for the Indian amendment (A/C3/LA26)
locanse the word “discussed™ sccurately descrnibed the
Commitiee’s work on the draft covenants al the ninth
scasion of the General Assembly.

33, He cbjected to the use of the word “thest™ to
qualify “international covenants™ in pur:ﬁ-nph 3 of the
preamble. The question was not one of principle or
substance, but one of language. The proposed particu-
larization led to the assumption that the texis as they
stood would effectively salepuard the rights of the
human person; that oould mot be gaid, however, of
documents which merely constituled the hasis of the
Commitiee’s work, were not in their finad Jerm and
had no legal force, The purpose of the paragraph was

tn descrile the kind of instruments that the Comnuttes
wialed 1o achieve.

M. He sesured the Syrian representative that, in pro-
posing the amended ing of that paragraph, his
delcpation had had o intention of w=akening the po-
sition of those who favoured the inclusion of an articde
on the right of sclf-determination in the dralt coven-
ants, The purpose of the amendment had been to bring
the paragraph into line with the facts. Although the
principle set forth in the first three versions of the
Costa Rican draft resolution was correct, the refecrence
to the urgency of giving peoples speciic instruments to
safepuard human rights was out of place in 2 resolu-
tion concerned with the programme of work of the
Third Commitice, since work on the covenants would
continue for at feast a year; morcover, the peoples
could be given thote instruments only by the accession
of their rnments. The word “effectively™ had been
wed because many delegations had eriticized the dralts
on the that important rights were nol ade-
quately safeguarded in them; the use of the same word
with regard to the inclusion ol .the article on scll-
determination in 3 communication [from the Interma-
tional League for the Riglts of Man was purcly coinci-
demal and he would not object to its debetion if the
Sﬁhnwuﬁu s0 wished. The new wording was
not inl to suggest in any way the preparatioa ol
further coverants; it was based on the asgumption that
the coverants which would Bnally energe would re-
sult [rom comuideration of the drafts then before the
Committes.

35, He considered paragraph 1 (¢) of the operctive
art unsatish . In the first place, il was improper
or the General Assembly to go on record with a re-
quest which implied that puldic opinion was apathetis
and that there was need to stimulate public interest in
the covenants, That imﬁlimhn coubl pot be proved
am) was inconsistent with many of the statements made
dhuring the general discusdon, It was not for the Gen-
eral Assembly to issve what seemel to be a desperate
appeeal, as il at that stage every g&n’hh step had to
e taken to arouse any interest whatsoever among the
public.
3. Sccondly, if the non-povernmental organizations
concerned were not to be Imited to those in consultative
status with the Economic and Social Council, the Gen-
rral Assembly’s invitation woull have to be extended
directly, by pullicizing the reso'ution tacll, as it would
e impossalle 1o wlentily, Jet alone communicate with,
all orpanizations. The only purpose in stimulating pub-
lic interest coulkl be that puldic opinion would exercise
HERSUTE O rrunents with regard to the covenants.
Vhile no demoeratic State could eliject to such pres-
sure being brought to bear, it was not for the General
Assembly to invite u ified organizatioes to take
stepd with 2 wview to influencing Governments. The
lopical conclusion of the ion of such a procedure,
on the ground that the subject was witally important
and that s discussion was entering wpon the final
stages, would he that the Unitcd Nations should call
wpon organizations o stimulate public interest in all
impnrtant and controversial subjecis, such as disarma.
ment and atomic ensrgy. That would be an entirely
navel, and in his delegation’s view, undesirable, pro-
ceddure,

X7, Thirdly, a resolution relying on publicity to enter
nto contact with unipecified orpanizations transgres«d.
the recogmieed arrangements 0 relations boiween toe
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United Nations and public epinion through the non-
povermnental organizalions with consultative  status.
Theme orpanizations were 3 representative Cross-section
o public upinion aml as such had nade nany wielul
cuntrilanians tw the work of the United Nations. In
the matter o hamian riglts, the many mtrﬂ:ﬂnl or-
cacsirativns had sulanitted stalements of principle, sug-
ge 1 ns, amendmients and proposals. For example, the
U spuayan preposal for the appointaent of an at-
ceve speneral fue humian rights was parly based an
L o geestion ul a nei-guvernmenial organization, De-
parture from the acvepted praciice was pol only con-
trary to the spirit of nite] Nations Charter, but
was likely to discourage the organizations in consulia-
tine status Froe cuntinuing the cifective assistance they
had given. As a6 example of activities in that sphere,
beavelies of interested izations in the United
Kimzdoan haad sct up a working group on human sighas,
which hal cxchanged views with the Governnient de-
partments cuncerned. Public opinion would express it-
scil in i3 wwn way, without instructions [rom the
Gencial Assembly.

38 Mra CISELET (Uelgium) said that she would
vule lor the Indian amendment {ASCISLA2G) to the
seeord] paragraph of the preamble

2, She apreed with the French representative that
the wond “des™ should e used in the thinl paragraph
of the preamble, She drew attention to another difier-
cice between the French version and the English amd
Spanish versions: in English and Spanish, the werb
“saflepuard™ was in the fulure, bul in French it was
i the present, which alicred tse meaning of the pass-
ape.

40. She ewull not suppert the Haitian oral amend-
ment, as it woukl be diflcult eacugh for Governments
tur gusisbber amsl comment wn the caenjilaton
in £ix imonths  reduection of the tine lniit would make
their lask impossilde,

41, Finally, she associated bersell with the French
aml Unitel Kingdom represeniatives’ ohjections 1o
paragraph 1 {¢) of ihe operative part.

42, Mr., ZUAZO CULENCA (Dolivia) asked the
Costz Hican representalive whether the comnpilation of
idmervations woukl ¢ the views of Governmenls in
criemse, o whether comments wouhl T snumanzed.

43, Mr, NUSEZ (Casta Hica) replicd that, alihough
verlatin texta of oleervations wenld not b= given, the
emnpilation would provide an aceurate expression of
armerylimsents, mllitions and shicrvations.

44 Mre ZUAZD CUENCA (Dolivia) eondidercd
that, in thoee circumstances, the procalure proposcd ia
the Urguavan amendment (ASCIfL420), providing
for a sul-eomimittee of the Third Committee, woul] be

the most appropriate. A report prepared by & group
representing the schools of thought capressed in the

Committee would convey the underlying ideas of ob-
servutbiais mwre noovurately than would 8 sununary
preparcd Ly the Secretariat, He hoped that the Uru-
puayan reprosentative would re-introduce his amend-
toent.

45 Mrs AFNAN (Irag) JWM
wihi considered tlat 1he word “di wWas more
asccurate than the wond “examinad” in the sevond par-
apraph of the preanible, bul pointed out that the word
“discussion” was vsed in paragraph 3 of the opcrative
part, relating to the second reading ol the drafl cove-
isanli.

46. The \fghan representative had rightly drawn at-
fendion 16 ac fact that the peoples of Hun-:?rllvl.hw
imgt and Trust Territories were as much inlerested in
the covenants as the of other cowatrics, but it
was doubitful whether the of allowing them o
express their views would best be served by inviting
ian-puvcramental orpanimtions. to m'ﬂ:&: im'nt;.
As the Egyptian representative had pos oul, on
natbonal izations in the Tﬂriinr?-; couhl ex
puldic opinion; the activities of such of anizatons
might b callod revolutionary or sulnersive.

47, It was alo Joultful whether mn-guvernmental
urgalizations in consultative status with Lranches in
sone-Sel-Governing and Trust Tep ftorics could ade-
ijuately express or stinulate puldi opinion. For ex-
the International League for the Rights of Man
Lranches in the Lclgian Cuongo and in Togoland,
Nevertheless, it had advised against the inclusion of the
article on the righl of sell-determination in 1the coves
nants. ft was hardly likely that the branches in the
Territories had been mm.-ﬂnl on the sulyect.

48 It was true that the pullic was not apathetic alout
the covenants, but it was no less true that puldic opinion
siwtihd have means of ex w1, For nmnﬂt.ﬁl{.itr
the preat pubilic interest in the Unitel Nations among
Amicricans, the New York Press laid little stress on the
fact that the Jdralt covenanis were before the General
Assembly for the first time, She woul] be glad §if pule
liz opinivn could le stimuizated in her country, in onder
tat the Governnwnt and the people should work 1o-
gether to achieve the implementation of hwnan rights.
2. The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Commmnit-
ter Bl to decide whether it shaudbd held another meet-
i on the draft covenanis, as it had already exceedol
phee uemilier of mectings Axed by its previousd decision
(AT LAD),
0. Mr. RODRIGUEZ FAUREGAT (Uruguay)
prroqeeaesd that the sdelate should e continued, in wigw
uf the new blcas that had been introdoced duning the
FECTIng.

Iv svar so decided.

The meeling rose at 1 pm,
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