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ASCI/5T4, ASC3/LA10/Revd and Corr.] and
2, AJCI/LALZ, A/C3/LA13, A/CI/LAL4,
ASCI/LA1B and Add1, A/C3/L42], AJCI/L
422, A/C3/LAZL, ASC3I/LAZT and Addl)
[rontinwed )

Peocentreal, rrorosal susMiTTen sy Costa Rica
(A/C3/L-10/Revd axo Conn] axno 2) (romtinued)

1. AMr HOOD {Australia) sabd he had already given
his views on the Costa Rican draft resolution (A/C3/
L410/Hev. 4 and Corr.l and 2) as a whole,

2, As negands the amendments 1o that |-r11'__1m:'l. his
delepatbon m%lnr:rll the juint propasal of Egype amd
Lelanon { A/C3/LA29), which woul] provide a way
out of certain seriowns difioulties,

1 Tt had itseli sulmiitcd an amendment (AJSCA/S
1.423) 1o paragraph 2 of the operative jart, the sole
purpense of which was 10 indicate more elearly what it
bietirvesl the sponsor of the dralt resolution hadl had in
miml, The word “comyalation” in the text ol the dralt
restlution seemied] oo vague; it was nnt chear whether
a kengrihy compurulitm or 3 summary was meant. The
term “ermcise annalation™ was more accurate, the ilea
being that the Sccretariat would sumnarize the com-
ients male on the various articles. The work could be
starter] immertiately and Gevernments would protably
receive that useful document within a period o six
menths, The Haitian representative had vightly empha-
sizedl that too long a time limit showld not be fixed, In
that feagreet, Uhie 1ext proposed by Australia had definite
advantaces, particularly since its sub-paragraph (&)
provided that the Secretariat would distnbute communi-
cations to Governments as soor as they were received.
Lasily, undcr the terms of its s ragraph {c), the
General Assembly would have, by the beginning of its
next session, a comypilation of all the amendments and
propoterd new articles which had been sulsnittod in the
course of the year, Those measures would rave time
arul woull make it poesible 1o nrpanize future work on
a svulematic hasis, ;;:wun'hl like tn know 1t financial
implications of hit proposal, a question which the Peru-

vian eepresentative had, incidentally, raised at a previ-

cus meeting. He hoped that the Costa Rican repfescnta-
tive would Aind &t ‘l.rlrlnlﬂtpfh'umtndmmt.
4. Mr. HUMPHREY (Secretariat) mid in reply to
the Peruvian and Australian tatives that »o
budpetary difficubties would be entailed by the ade:tion
of cither the Costs Rican dralt resolution or the Aus-
tralian amendment, The cxpenditure incurred could be
met within regular iations ; before an exact esli-
mate of the expenditure could be given, it would be
i of the docu-

5. Mr. MENDEZ (Ihilippines) regrenied that all rel-
crence 16 the peoples had been eliminatald from the re-
visedd text of the draft resclution and accordingly sup-
the Greek amendment (A/C3/L430 and Corr.
), which reintroduced that idea. He woull, however,
suprest the insertion of the words “ulf the world™ after
the wornls “the peoplea™ and the went of the
phrase *“human Leinga™ ly the phrase “the hwnan
persm”,
i, Funhermore, as the final form to be taken by the
covenants was s1ill unknown it would Le preferalle to
nuke no afinmation: in advance and to delete the words
=which will eflectively safemand the rights of the bu-
man persm” from the thind paragraph of the preamble
1o the Costa Rican draft ution,

7. His delegation would vole for the amendments
poserd by Aunsiratia {AJCA/LAZY) and by Guaterala
(ASCI/1.425).

£ Mr PAZHWAEK (Aflphanistan) thought that the
changes supprstad by the hilippine delegation woild
wnperove the text of the Creck amendment. There was
annther important point, The term “instruments” did
not merely cunbole covenanls, nor was any indication
given ol their numler. The dralt resolution shoukl spe-
cifically mentivn the covenants which the Committer
was engaged in drafting, 1 the Greek represeniative
wrhl agree to amend her proposal along those lines,
the Afrhan delegation would withd aw the amendment to
the thinl jaragraph of the preamble to the drall resdu-
tion it had progosed orally at a previous merting
{ 582nd mecting ). It woulld otherwise be unalile to vole
for the Greck proposal and woub] maintain its amend-
ment, which it hoped would be acceptalile to the Costa
Rican representative.

9, Ar. ROY (Haiti) sail that, if the Avuralian pro-
poal (ASCA1.A23) was adopled, he would rc:'l:nin
from sulimining a formal amemdment in fegand to the
time limit since that proposal fully met his print. While
his dbelegmiion 1|-rr.|«u'lli.J wvote for I1:l: Aunstralian ametil-
ment, it would Le glad il the words “as early as pos-
silde™ erul] be inseried immediately after the words
“listribute tn Governments™ in sub-paragraph (a).
10, Mo HOOD { Ausiralia) ssecpisd the Haitian rep-
Pecnlative s suzpestion,
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11. Mr. AZROUL {Lebanon) agreed with the Al-
phan rt&l’dtﬂhli'l"t that the term “imstruments” wsed
in the Greek amendment (A/C3/L430 and Corr.l)
was unthaly vague,
12 "|."|."h|:rF trh:d n{:rmnt&bthl: " was cone
cerned, he feared that the Puilippine represat Galive was
lalouring under & misa It was ot the right
of sell-determinztion which was al issue, but the nghts
of the human person. The t2xt ol the Greek proposal
woubd have the effect of weakering a principle, Lo which
several delegations attached importanee.
13, On the other hand, the amendment submitted
jointly by and Lebanon (ASC3/LAZ9) re-
td all the essential principles and its adopton
not give rise to any difficulty.
14, Referring to the comments made by the Afghan
representative at the preceding meeting, he said that
he wished to make the intentions of his delegation clear.
If the majority of the Committce favourcd the adop-
tion of a paragraph inviting non-povernmental organi-
rations with consultative status to stimulate public in-
terest in the coverants, Lelanon would readily vote for
r:ch & provision, provided that the Non-Scll-Govern-
ing Territorics and the Trust Territorics were expressly
mentioned. No soch text had, however, as yet been
submitted. His delegation had already emphasized the
practical difficultics to which an invitation addressed in-
discriminately to all non-governmental organizations
would give rise; such an invitation might also provide
the t [or activities which some Covernments re-
p:xrdr:dﬂ::d.mgmm to their security. The deletion of
paragraph 1 {r) would remove that pretext. The prin-
ciples were not affected. The important thing was to
stimulate public interest by every possible means and
action by non-povernmental izations was only one
such means. The proposal af and Lebanon lelt
all those possililitics open, since the suggested new para-
graph providad ilat ihe Strrﬂ.myf:nunl l!ﬂnH pive
the draft covenants “the widest possible publicity™. The
objections raised by the Afghan delegation did not
therefore apply to t'at text. The anler of paints 2 and
1 of the joint amendments [ASCI/LA29) should bLe
reversed, sinee the proposal for a new paragraph shoukl
logically precode the proposal for the deletion of para-
praph 1 (¢} of the operative part. Some delcgaticns
might wish to retain both texts and should be given an
opportunity of doing sn, The existing point 2 would
thus become point 3 amd the existing point 3 weoull
become point 2; that chaigze would give the Committze
every opnporiunity of expressing its preferences.
15. Mre. AFNAN (Iraq) would vote for point 1 of
the Fpyptian an! Lebanese amendments anid for what
d become point 2. On the other hand she enuld not
agree 1o the deletion of aperative paragraph 1 (¢) of
the draft resolution. The publicity in question had to
be given in the nomeindlepemlent territories as well as
in the pihers, amd hat fact should be statel. Her diele-
gation would vote for both the mew paragraph and
the retention of sub-paragraph (c).

16, Mr. RODRIGUEZ FABREGAT (Uruguay)
gaw preat merit in the Greek amendment (ASCI/S
1.430 and Corr.1), aml believed that the Costa Rican

wesentative might aceept it in part in order that the
tharsl paragraph of the preamble might reflect the prine
ciples that a number of ibelegations hal de fended dur-
ing the discussion. However, the word “instruments™
should md Te usnl; the wond “covenants™ would Te
mwire appropriate, The Ihilippine representative’s sug-

pestion mipght make the text repetitious; it would no
dould suffice to sy “all peoples”™, )

17. The Australian amendment (A/CI/L.423) would
clarify the text of paragraph 2 of the operative part,
which warranted ccrtain reservations as it ; in
addition, it would give the ~General a more
limited task and might enable him to accomplish it in
good time, His delegation regretted that it had had to
withdraw its nent (A/CI/LAZD) became of
the lack of enthusizem shown by other delegations. A
sul-committee composed of representatives of the Mem-
ber States coulil have worked mare efectively than the
Secretariat? that was why favlt ?u:r::dl-e !m:iuii with
operative paragraph 2 of the drait ution. He was
inclined 1o favour the Australian amendment, but there
wiere two essential points to be kept in mind: first, the
General Assembly should not crase to concom itself
with the dralting of the covenants ; secondly, a preciscly
formulated text had 19 be available at the tenth session
of the General Assembly for immediaie consideration
by the Third Committee.

18. Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) said that when
he had mentioned st & previous mecting  {383rd meet-
ing) that the Uruguayan delegation had taken up an
sugpested a organization he
had not that staternent as a criticism; he kad
merely wished to illustrate the fact that the non-gov-
ernmental orpantzations in consultative status rendered
valuable assistance to the United Nations. He did not
attach preat importance to the expression “a desperate
appeal™; he could just as casily have said “an open
letter™, The Important thing was not 1o include inad-
misaible and usebesa details in a text of universal scope,
by expresaly mentioning the non-i i territorics.
There was no need 1o repeat the arguments that had
alrendy heen advance] on that subject. With regard
to the third paragraph of the preamble, he found the
delate on the Greek (ASCY 143 and Corr.l) and
the joint Egyptian and Lebanese (AJSCY/LA2Y) pro-
posals most surprising., Some delegations apparently
wisheil 1o refer at one and the same time o the final
covenanis aml 1o the current drafts, which would cer-
tainly be amended. Tt was not possible to adopt such
a method. What was called for was clear and wnequivo-
cal lampuzge: the joint amendments (ASCI/L.A29)
miel that requirement. Moreover, some members of the
Thiri Crommitice apparently thought that the draflt res-
olution woul] deal with the questions of sell-determina-
tion aml] the number of covenants. Such decisions could
not be taken in that way. The General Assembly would
not be boum in that respect by the provisions of the
preamlde, The text should merely note that the Com-
niillee had considered two draft covenants @ that ward-
ing would not {avour any particular view, In that re-
spect, moreover, the Greek draft woold have the same
drawlacks az the Costa Rican draflt resolution, which
was an adiditiona] reason for adopting the juint Epyp-
tian and Lelanese propasal. Funthermere, the now para-
graph submitted by Epypt and Lebanon (ASC3/
LAZ9} expressed in seceptable terms the idea of giving
blicity to the dralt covenants. Consoquently, the
Eﬂ.l:,mthn aru| Letanese amendments appeared likely to
renwwe all the difficulties. He had already explained
{583nl meeting ) why he o 1 ihe pefendion of =
ative paragraph 1 (¢) of the draft resolution and there
was no neerd for him to enlarge on that point.

19, AMr. DUNLOP (New Zealand), speaking on a
poant &f oriler, moved the closure of the debate under
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rule 118 of il rules of procedure. He comiadered that
the original text of the Costa Rican draft resolution
{ASCI/LAI0) was betier than the latest version (AS
CJI/LA10/Hevd and Corrl and 2), and that the
situation whas boeoming more and more confused, Fur-
thermore, the drafl had originally leen concerned only
with a provedural matter, being designed merely 1o
puide the Comenittes in its work, He paid 3 1nbote to

the Iim-.-;l -'}:-rk of the Cosla 'Rim:xr tative and
to the spirit of co-operation shown by 1 representa-
fives who had submitted consiructive 14,

20, Mr. PAZHWAK (Alghanistan) opposed the clo-
sure of the debate. The Costa Rican tatiye and
the sponsors of various amendments had been asked a
number of gquestions. If those ! remained un-
answered, the situation would !: confused when the
vole was taken. Tt was also possible that the sponsor of
the draft resolution would acoept certain amemndments,
therehy obwiating the need to vote on them. The Costa
Rican representative and the sponsors of amesndments
should be heard before the vote was taken.
21. Mr. ROY (Haiti) shared that opinion, although
be did not formally eppose the New Zealand proposal.
The propesel wes rejecied by 16 voles to 13, with 23
abslenhony,
22, Mrs. TSALDARIS (Greeee) sadd she was sorry
that the Lebanese and Afghan representatives had mis-
interpretel ber amendmenst. Her delepation’s vicws
were definite and had Leen clearly exphlined on several
cocasions. She drew the Afghan reprosentative’s at-
tention o the fact that the could not be pro-
vide] with “dralt covenants™, which was why she had
sizeested the word “instruments™ in her amendment
fASCH 1AM and Corr.l); they woull le definitive
instruments, that is dehinitive covenante, anid not drafis,
Her amemdment had been voncrived in the general spirit,
with a vivw in providing the es with the definitive
instromenis which woubl ssfeguand their rights, since
the mpht of scll-leiermonation of jooples hsd been
intertod n the conrnants as the right of most import-
ance to imlividual lilerty.
2% With regand to the myrgestions made y the 1%hal-
ipgiinee amad the Uriguayan representatives, she thought
that the words “the peeples slwnih] be providel . . "
shimilil b acceptalil 1o thrse represenialives,
24, AMr. 'AZHWAK (Afchanistan) said that there
had been a misunderstanding, He would have preferred
tn goe the words “preciscly formulated instrunsents™ in
the Greck amemlment replaced by the wornls “coves
nants on human rights™, It was only in the third para-
graph ef the preamble as it appeared in the lalest
version of the draft resohstinn (ASCI/LA10/Revd
amnl Corr.] aml 2) that he wishad the word “drali™ to
e imeeried before the words “intermational covenants™,

25, Roplving 1o a |E1tnim by Mr. NURSEZ (Costa
Eia), Alrs. TSALDARIS (Greece) saw] that she
wrh] agree to replace the words "the peoples™ by the
wonds “all peoples™ in ber anendment (A SCI/LA430
anl Corr. ).

2, Mr. XUSEZ (Coata Ria) sasd that in that cuse
his delrgation would accept the Greek amendment,

7. Ne arovpisl, in part, the amendment subnatieod
vrally I the Culan represemiative at the preceding
meeting. Arconlingly, the wonls “should express itsell
fully and frecly™ in the last paragraph of the preamble
vl be replaced Iy the werds “shoull] continoe 1o ex-
press ilsell freely™,

2B He dal the Af amcndaent [ASCY/
L431) nﬂﬂ:qq: for the :HH.‘IFIIEH:'IH- wl the words =in thar
respeetive countries™ at the end of jaragraph 1 () of
the opcrative part.

29, He acoepted the Australian amendment -l;.n'tﬂ."-t.l"
L421), as amended by the Haitian representative, whe
had suppested the insertion of the wonlds “as early as
nossible” in sub-paragraph (a), alter the words “dis-
tribute to Goverrments™. ity
0. He :-m:ﬂed the Guatemnalan amendment (A
1L.425), on the umderstamding that the n'm::h “prefer-
ence to the discustion, article by article™ m that text
would be replaced by the wonls, “devole itsell nnlnlI
to the discussion, article by article, in an agreed onder™,

31, Of the joint amendments sulanitted by Egypt and
Lelanon {A/C3/L429), he accepled only new

point 2,

32, Mrs TSALDARIS (Groeee) accepled the Al-
ghan tative’s sugpestion thatl the words “pre-
cisely formulated  instroments™ {(ASCI LA and

* Corr.1) should be replaced by “the covenants on human

rights™. She also inseried the wortds “as soon as pos-
sible™ between the wonls “provided™ and “with the
covenants on human rights™,

13, Mr. NUREZ (Costa Rica) accepted the Greek
representative’s now amendments o ber amendment.

M. Mr. AZROUL (Lchanon) remarkel that points
2 ane] 3 of the joint amendments (AJSCISLAZT) were
closely connectel. He did not see how the Costa Rican
representative could accepd one and not the other.

5. Mr, NUREZ (Ceata Riea) said that in that case
he wepalil “lEJtT-:E of the amemlmenio pm;mn.'i Ir]"
Epypt and Le {ASCILAZD).

I, Replying to a guestion Iy Mr, HOARE (United
Kingdom), Mr. PAZHWAR ( Alghanictan) explainod
that the first paragrach of the draft resolution relerned
te the “drait™ covenants prejans] Ine the Coniission
on Human Rights (E/2573, Annex 1), which waoul] he
calla]l “eovenants™ after their sdoption, 1le wishal 10
inclilde i the Grook amemmlnent the words Yie cove-
nants on human rights™ and paet “ihe dralt eovenanis on
human rights®, as the pompls cmb] oot e provided
with “draft™ envenanta; aml it was clear thai the reler-
enve in the thind paragraph of the preamnlile, as eon-
tained i the Greek amendment (AJCI/ AN and
Corr. ). was 1o the adoptod 1exts,

37, The CHAIRMAN statsd that, since the Costa
Rican representative had e the Groeck amend-
ment, the Syrian amemlment (ASCILAZE) was no
longer before the Commiltee.

Ja  Mr JUVIGKY (France) said that in the French
text of the Guaten Jan amenddment (ASC3/1.425) the
worlds “arlicle par erticle”™ should le replaenl by “por
erticles”™, 10 brong the translation oo line with the
Spanish origimal.

39, Mr. NUREZ (Costa Hica) again drow altention
to the difference lctween the two expressions and said
that he would prefer the phrase “erticle par article”,

0. Mr. KOY (Haiti) aleo rsaw & slight difference in
mcaning ; the words “par erticles”™ iplicad that several
articles could be exanined opciber, whereas “arbicle
Jor arkicly™ woubl seem to preclude that jessildlity, The
Cuatemalan represeniative had no dould wished 1o pro-
ville for the possibility of examining several artiches at
once andd for that reason had suppested that the Come-
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mittes should add after those words the phrase “mn an
agreed order™.
41. Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) pointed ot that
there was a sinular difference in meaning between the
two expressions ir Enplish.
42. Mr. PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) recalled that he
Dropbes) Tad been seceptad by the Conts Rican repre.
r ican
sentative and by the wﬂklnghrm If it was decaded
1o change that expression, he would move the restora-
tion of the former text.
:ii:t H'I: AZKOUL [j[.-ﬂunm] J'?id It:TI:; it was prg
¥ the phrase “article por article™ which appeared
the Gustemalan nnumhrr:: {ASCILA2S) accepted
by tlie Costa Rican tative. If the Guaternalan
representative wanted iext to read par arhicler™, an
amemdment fo that effect would have to be submatied
and put 1o the vole.
44. Mr. KING (Liberia) and Mr. ROY (Haiti)
asked that the Spanish, English and French texts
should be brought into concordance, as the same dis-
tinction existed in the three languages.
45, Mr. PAZHWAK (Alghanistan) pointed out that
the £ ion “article by article™ was not in the least
rigid, tnasmuoch as it was followed by the words “in an
zgteed order™. That order was not piven, but would be
decided by the Commitier at the proper time,
46. Mre. TSALDARIS (Greece) oid not think that
the phrase “selon wm ordre opproprid™ was an exacl
translation of the words in an agreed order™,

47. Mrs. QUAN (Guatemala) 1 the replace-
ment in l.hl:gl'q-}'ln.nish{ text of the 8 “por arlicwlos™
by the words “articule por erticulo™, on the understand-
ing that they would be (ollowed by the phrase “em wn
erdem apropiada”.
48, Mr. FOMIN (Union of Sovict Socialist Repub-
lics) proposcl that the Committee should proceed to
volte on the Costa Kiean draft resoclution, The amended
paragraphs coubl be put 10 the volo separately.
490 My, MEXDEZ (Philippines) asked that all the
paragraphs of e dealt resolution, whether amended or
not, should e viderd on s=parately,

It war so decided,
o The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the first nara-
graph of the preamble to the revised draft resolution
submittesdd by Custa Rica (A/SCY/LAL0/Revd and
Corr.l and 2).

The paragraph war adopied by 52 voles 1o mone, with
1 abustenicon,
Sl. The CHATRMAN called fur 2 vote vn the Afghan
amendment to the second paragraph of the preamble
(ASCI 1430, paint 1).
32, Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom), speaking on a
poin’ of order, asked the Afghan representative what
the parpese of his amendment was,
23, AMr, PAZHWAK (Afghanistan) replied that he
wizshed to make it clear that the relerence was 1o the
twn draflt covenants submitied fo the Third Commiitce

(E/2573, Annex [).

The amendment war refecied by 7 voler fo 5, usth
A abstentions,
M. The CHAIRMAXN put 1o the vote the second
paragsaph of the preamble,

The peragraph was adopled by 50 votes lo sone, with
I akstertion,

55 The CHAIRMAX recalled that there had
two amcndments to the third paragraph of the
amble; the amendment subon

the ions of Epypt and Leba A
[.Iqum.;ﬁmﬂ. mea (A/

56. He put to the vole the amendment submitted by
Egypt and Lebanon (A/C3/LA29, poimt 1),
The amendment wos edopled by 31 voles 1o 7, with
12 abstembions,
7. The L'I'HP.IRMAH stated that the new text would
ronsequently replace the third para of the pre-
amble to the drafi resalution. rhon ’
38. He put fto the vote the fourth paragraph of the
preamble,
The paragraph war adopled by 32 voles to mone, with
T abstemtion,
9. The CHAIRMAN pet to the vote the filih para-
graph of the preamble,
The parogroph wor adapted by 52 voles lo none, with
1 obsiention, i
G0. The CHAIRMAN put 1o the vote the sixth and
last paragraph of the preamble, as amended.
The perograph, ar amendod, wor odopied by 50 voles
le momr, milk & abplenbions,
6l. The CHAIRMAN called for a vote on paragraph
1 (2} of the operative part.
G2 Mr. FOMIN (Unioa of Sovict Socialist Repub-
lics), speaking on a point of onder, said he wished 1o
make certain that paragraph 1 (@) would in po way
prectucdke Governments (rom proposing new amendrsents
or additions to the draflt covenanis at the tenth scssion
of the General Assembly. His delegation could voue for
the paragraph on that umderstanding only.
GJ. The CIHTAIRMAN replied that the USSR repre-
sentative had eorrectly interpreted the sub-paragraph.
The sub-paragraph nar adopled by 50 voles lo mone,
with 2 abidemtions.
ﬁ} The CHAIRMAN put to the vole paragraph 1
The sub-paragraph war adopied by 52 voles to none,
with I abstention.
3, Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon), speaking on a point
of ordler, asked that the new point 2 of the joint E
tian am] Lelanese amendments (A/C.3/L429) should
be put 1o the vole before the new point 3 and before
paragraph | (¢) of the Costa Rican draft resolution.
The order of points 2 and 3, which were closely re-
lated, had been inverted by mistake. The authors of the
wﬁmr‘} -:ul:-r::lu.l agree 1o the deletion ol paragraph 1
) ¥ 1 e para t opoked w2
adopted instead. They I:'uu?mrtmc [:“I_" not to
vole on the deletion of that sub-paragraph until they
knew the decision with rd to the paragraph they
proposal. Lasly, the decision taken on the pew point
2 maght perhaps affect the Committee's degision on
paragraph 1 (¢} of the Costa Hican draft resolution,
E5. Mr. PAZHWAK {Alghanistan) felt that it would
be eontrary to the rules of procedure 1o vole on the new
paragraph pirposed by Epypt and Lebanon before vot-
ing on paragraph 1 (). Morcover, the Lelanese repres
sentalive’s posilion was contradictory in ceriain re-
spocts, Furthermore, it was impozsibie 1o vole on the
conwlitinnal deletion of a test. He thercfore maintained
that the Consmiittee should follow the order of the sub-
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7. Mr. ROY (Maitl) proposed a compromise

lintllihlﬁlﬂ&lhlﬂnziaﬂmmuﬂm
in the new point 2 the

graphs 2 and 3 of the operative pan™

" hetwetn Whu&tﬂmpﬁl
o ﬂi%ﬂﬂfﬂiﬁdﬂfﬂtm
al onee.

68 Mr. AZROUL (Lebanon) was prepared to ac-
cept the Haitian representative’s
0. Mr, FAZHWAK (Afghanistan) noted thet the
time limit for the subrission of t2 had ex-
ired and that il the new mﬂ , Proposc by the
jtian representative was aceepied, rescrve
the right also to submit new amendments.
70. Mr. MENDEZ (Philippines), speaking on a point
of order, observed that in any case the ittee could
not vote at that stage on & mew ph to be in-
seried between paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Costa Rican
draft resolution imasmuch as it did not yet know
whether those two paragraphs would be adopted.
7l. Mr. ZUAZD CUENCA (Bolivia), speaking on
a point of order, with the Alghsn representative
om the guestion of ; it was imposuble to make
+ 2 deletion of a given text conditional on the adopticn
of another lext.
e Mt Th e A m‘“m‘#ﬂ
af » B ive
considered the Committee mddrh-nl;t at that stape ac-
cept any new amendment.
73. Mr. ROY (Haiti) withdrew his proposal,
74. Mr. KING (Liberia) &id mnot think that the
Lebanese r tive's argument that the text of the
jeint Egyptian and Lebanese amendments had been
wrongly presented was valid, The Committes could pro-
ceed only on the basis of the texts submitied fo it, and
it could mot agree to trarspose the order of points 2
and 3 of the joint amendneents (A/SC.3/LAZ9).
75. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to de-
cide on the procedure to be followed.
76. Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon), in agrecment with the
Epyptian representative, withdrew point 2 of the joint
amendnents 28 contained in document ASCI/LA429.

7. The CHATEMAN recalled that the Swedish rep-
resentative had aske) [582nd meeting) that a part of
paragraph 1 () should be put to the votz scparately. He
eq to the vote the phrase “with the promotion of

uman rights, incloding those in the Non-Sell-Govern-
ing and Trust Territones™.

At the request of the represenlative of Afghanisian,
a vole uar faken by roll-cail,

The Netherlonds, hoving beem draum by lol by the
Chairman, war called wpon lo vole firsl,

I'n fevowr: Horway, Peru, Fhilippines, Poland, Saudi
Arabua, Syria, Ukrainian Soviet Socilist Republic,
Union of Soviet Sodalist Republics, Urupaay, Vene-

ruely, Yemen, Yueposlivia, Afghanistan, Arpentina,
Soviet Socialist Republic,
Dhorrinican Ecuader, Greece, Guale-
maby, Haiti, Honduras, India, | i
Lebanon, Liberia, Mexicn.

Against: Nethurlands, New Zraland, Pakistan, Swe-
den, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Morthern Ireland, United States of America, Australia,
Belgiun, Brazil, China, France, Jecland,

Abstaining: Canada, Denmark, Jsracl

The phrase wor odopted by 36 voles fo 14, with 3
obstrnhons, _
78 The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 1 () I
a3 a whole, as amended. |

Al the request of the represeniative of Alphaniston,
a vole war taken by roll-coll,

Afghemistan, hoving beem drown by dot by the Choir-
won, war colled upon fo vole firsh,

In fovowr: Af i tina, Bolivia, Burma,
Byelorussian Sovizt Sodalist blie, Chile, Colom=
bia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Jominican Re-
rabli:.. Ecuador, Greece, Guaternala, Hait, Honduras,

celand, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Liberia, Mexico,
Horway, Peru, FPhilippines, Poland, Scudi Arabia,
Syria, Ukrainian Sowiet Secialist Republic, Unicn of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay, Veneruck, Yemen,
¥ . Canads, F

Apoingt: Australia, Delgium, Branl, rance,
Letanon, Luxembourg, Netherlinds, New Zealind,
Pakistan, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great
Eritain and Northern Ireland.

Absiaining: China, Donmark, Epypt, Tsrael, United
States of America

The sub-parcgroph, o emended, war odopled by 35
volirs fa 13, with 5 abrlentions.

79. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 2 of
the operative part, as

The ph, ar emended, wor adopled by 48 voles

to mone, with & abslenbions,
BD. The CHAIRMAN put to the vole the new para-
graph proposed by Egypt and Lebanon (ASCILAZT)
for insertion between paragraphs 2 and 3 of the draft
reanlution,

The paragraph war adopled by 46 voles to none, unth
7 abstentions,

Bl. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 3 of
the operative part, as amended,

The paragraph, ar amended, was adopled by 51 voles
la mone, with 1 abilenlion,

B2, The CHAIRMAM t to the vole the revised
draft resalution (A/C3/L410/Revd and Corr.l and
2) a3 a whole, a3 amended.

The Craft resolution ar o whole, ar emended, wor

edopted by 42 voter to 5, with f abrdembons,

The mesting rose at 7.10 p.m.
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