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DRAFT INTERNATIONAL COVERANT ON HUMAN RIGHTS

Additional articles cencerning ecenomic and social rights (E[CN.#Z:ljl
E[CN.MQ:;E (convinued)

Mr. SHANN (Australia) recnllected that the end of
the 18th century and the beginning nf the 19th had seen the
gradual retognitiom of the fact that men must nmot be subject
to the whims of his rulers but that he had certain inalienadble
rights. The principles of liberty, equulity and fraternity,
proclaimed by the French Revolution, appeered in the Ccmstitution
of the United States end in that of the USSR. Those seme
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princiﬁleh vere also traditiondlly‘accepted by the British
Commonwealth, The industrisl revolution hed made it clear
that those rights were inadéquaté and that men could not
enjoy them if he lived ;n misefy. Many States had gradually
introduced into theif legislation systems of grants and
provisions designed to proteet the worker against exploitation.

The question was to decide whether the world had attained
a level nf evolution where it was possible tn declare that the
individual had trve rights and the State formal responsibilities
in that field. ' .

Mr. Shenn read Article 55 of the Charter and emphasized that
the United Natinns had bound thémpelves tn ret collectively end
irdividually t» promnte the welfare of the peoples. Australia
believed thai the time had come to realize those promises by
glving effective recognitinn tn man's economic and sccial
rights and by guaranteeing to every individual at least the
presibility of a full and decent 1life, There was nn reason
to fear thet such conditions would kill the spirit of
initiative, for men was naturally ambitious; yet despite
that natursl ambition it was essential to protect the less
for* anote and the wesaker.

Since economic and social rights had been enunciated
in tre Declaration and since the Cévenant was to ensure the
realization in practise of the ideels expressed in the
Declaration, there was no reascn fnar States *o 1imit them-
selves in the Cnvenunt to obligations relatively easy to
implement end to avoid the rights which would demand a |
serinug effart én their part.

Auctralia was proposing six additimnel articles concerning
economic and social rights.’

The first of those articles established the right to
work. The Steies had already undertaken crmmitments in
that regard in the Charter, and they hed proclaimed the right
to work in the Declzration. The war had demonstrated the
effoctiveness and value of full employment, and it seemed
that a return nf the trials which the ecrnrmic crisis had
brought about between the two wars might be avnided.

/1he second



"
gégg u/SR 13

The secnnd article dealt with wages end working conditions:
under its terms, States would undertake to establish machinery
for reguleting those questiens where no system ~f collective
bargaining was available. Experieuce had shown thut, left to
himself, the wnrker was all too nften the victim of injustice
and e:ploitation. Various countries had already established
satisfactory systems in that regard, and it was both possible
and desirable that such methods should te adnpted universally.

The third article guaranteed the individual the protection
of the State in c¢nnditions of unemployment, illness and old age.
Not anly was that protectina useful, in that it constituted an
sconomic shock absnrber, but it was also highly desirable from
the moral point H»f view since it kept human beings from
degradation.

The fourth article concernel tY. reasonable limitation of
working hours. Work was necessary,but it wes, after all, only
a means, and it was important that individvals should not be
compelled to exert themselves to such en extent as to impair
their health and efficlency.

In a fifth erticle, which would lay down the right
to education, Australia hed preferred to adcpt the wording
of the Declarati~n, sc as te bring out more clearly the right
t» freednm of educatinn and the choice nt' a schnol, It was
imperative that the scourge of ignorance shruld be combated,
far the individual was incapable of =njoying the other
recognized rights if he was unable to read end to think in
an orderly manner,

Finally, the sixth article estzblished the right to
nationulity. 1Its purpnse was to prevent acts such as
those which had been committed under the Nazi regime,
whereby one portimn of the populetion hag been arbitrarily
deprived of ite nationality for racial reasoms.

/hustralia supported
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Auotrrlia supported in principle the risht of vomen to equel pay Tor
eaual worlk, which was contained in an additioral article suzrested by the
Anerican Federation of Labor and proposed by the U3Si. The Australian
delertion would, however, prefe: that article not to be included in the
draft Covenant, so lonz as the ILO hed not coupleted the wvork it had
undertalien in that field, That work would be finished prior to the
completion of the draft Covenant; i1t would therefore Le better to defer
astion upon that nrticle, re hod been done in the case of article 17.

In conclusion, Mr. Shann pointed out that the articles proposed by
Australis reouired Governments to implement the rights in cuestion within
each State, The Australian Celcsation consldered that, father than
establishing s smecial court or commiesion to provide international super=-
vision of the progress realized, it would be bettor for the gvecialized
anencies to be instructed to report upon the eteps taken by the various
States for the im)lementation of social rights. The practicel diffi-
culties of apnlication chould not ceuse the Commission to hegitante in
face of the neceseity and urgency of including econcmic and pocial rishte

in the Covenant,

liies BOWIE (United Xingdom), vho reprcsented a State whose

democratic ani sorlalist Government had already guarenteed the rizht to
work to all its citizens, could not but support the principle of the
rizht to work. She realized that the stondard of living vas, in genersl,
extremely low and thaot it could vell we raised 1n many countriea, Point-
ing out that the problem wes linked to the long history of pblitical and
economi~s development, che noted thal the United Kingdom wes very fortunate
in that respect. Other Statee, hovever, vere still in the initia) stages
of theilr development. It was thercfore nedessary to combat the illusion
that a resture alone would suffice to transform the structure of States
frem top to bottom, and the Commission must refrain from drafting erticles
vhich would mnke 1t impossidblc for meny countries to adhere to the
Covensnt, despite their good vwill, The United Kingdom delegation would
not therefore vote Jor the immediste inclusion ih the Covenant of articles
pertaining to econoﬁic and social righte,

She vointed out, furthermore, that the question of economic rnd
social rights recquired most detailed stuiies, which the Commiesion was
not in a position to undertsize, but which, on the sther hand, the ILO
and the resional economic commissicns had already undertalken. The
Coumission should therefore reserve the USSR proposal for later inclusion

/in e second
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in a second convention on hmman rights or in an amex to the Covenant
under coneiderntion. The United Kingdom delegation would vote for the
Donish draft resolution, vhich would make additional documentation
aveileble to the Commission.

"'ith regard to the risht of vomen to ecuael pay for ecual work, the
United Kingdom Government had not yet considered that the economic situ-
ation within the country would allov the institution of ecuval seleries
for men and women in the civil eservice, She hersell had talen active
part in the struggle for vomen's rishts and was optimistic for the future
in that resmnect.

Spenkinz on behalf ol the Commission on the Stetus of '‘omen, in the
absence of Mics Kenyon and at the latter's request, Miss Bowie recalled
that the cuestion of equal pay for ecual vork had been on the acendc of
that Commission from its inception, ond had been the obJect of careful
exemination during its latest sessicn. The Commission had adonted, by
a uwnanimous decision of the 11 members votinz, a resolution (E/CN.5/12L,
parazraph 30) vhich in pavticular recognized the sreéial competence of
the ILO to denl with that questlon, and recoumended that all Member
States should inform the ILO of the steps they were taliing to implement
the vrinciple of ecual vay for equal ‘ork.

Mr. CASSIN (Frence) reainced. the Commiszsion that Frence attached
great importonce to 2ll the rights set out in the Universal Declaration
of Humen Pichts, and that the French Ccnetitution recornized the rizht to
work and the equality of men ond vomen, esnecially in work., Trance
therefore considered that economir and sccial rights should find a Dlace
in conventions on human ri:hts,

He hed already recuested that the instrument in preparation should
be called the "First Covenant on Humen Dizhts". That would make it
clear thaot the work was to be continued and that furtier rizhts would
be guoranteed,

Tle drev a dietinction between economic and socicl rizhts end the
risghts already included in the draft Covenrnt, in that the'recognition
of economic end social rights would entail the establishment of an entire
system of benefits and vould therefore impose considerable financial
burdens on States. It would be preferable not to include those richts
in the Covenent until the nations es a vhole were in a position to apply

them in practice,

/It would
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It would admittedly be eesential to provide Juarantees eventually
for ell the rights in the Declaration, including economic and sociel
rights, since men could not think and act freely 1If he were undernowrished
or innorant, or if he did not believe himself to be engesed in useful
vork. The task ehead ves tremendovs, The ILO hed been working on
certain aspects of the problem for thirty yeers and UNESCO had been
uede responsible for educational questions. The functlon of the Com-
mission on Human Rights was to stimulate ard to supervise the activities
of the specialized agencies, but not to teke their place. It 4id not
possess the technical competence or the time to undertalce the necessary
investigation and work. He therefore urged his colleagues to bear in
nind that the Covenant would contain specific end enforceable commltments,
end that it would omen the door to dangercue disillusion if vague #eclara~
tions were to be included in the Covenent without eny possidility of
their implementation being ensurel.

He would accept the Denish draft resolution, it teing understood
that the Commission should endeavour at its following session to complete
the first Covenant on human rights by including economic end sociel rights
in 1t if possible, and thet if not, those righte should be the subject of

a second convention,

Mr. GARCIA BAUER (Guatemals) considered that the Danish draft
resolution should be given priority over the other proposals. The
Commission vould e in a better poeition to conslder the proposals for
articles dealing with economic and soclal rishts vhen 1t had taken a
decision on the Danish draft resolution. He therefore proposed that
the Commission should discuss the Denish draft resolution and decide
upon it before it considered the subetance of the other proposals,

The CHAIRMAN requested the Danish vepresentative to present his
draft resolution and the Commission to follow the procedure that had just

been vroposed by the Guatemalan representative.

Mr. SOEIENSEN (Dermari) admitted that the Danish draft resolution
dealt with matters of nrocedure and method, but he emphasized that it was
also closely commected with the substantive questions dealt with in the

Australian and USSR proposals.

/The draft
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The draft Covenant would be incouplete If it did not contein pro-
visions forr the establishment of an adequate living standard for all,
Mr., Soerensen agreed with the emphasis the USSR representative placed
upoa the necessity of implementing the social rinhts included in the
Declaration, but he shared the view of the renvesentatives of the United
Kingdom end France with regard to the methods of implementation. As
the French representative had noted, recornition of social rizhte entniled
specific and costly action on the port of the various States.

The Charter procleimed the goal to be attained: full employment
and the raising of the standards of living. All means Tor the attainment
of that goal, however, were not necessarily good. He believed that an
edequate gusrantee of the right to work must be included within sn
economic policy, end “hat that policy must respect the other freedoms,
in perticuler the freedom of opinion cnd essociation, and that of the
cholce of work.

The USSR proposal wves intended to suarcontee the right to work st the
seme time es the risht to e freo cholce oi' ocuunation; exverience had
shown, however, that those two rights were often difficult to reconcile,
and the UsSR dalegation‘did not seem to toke sufficient eccount of the
oractical difficulties the application of the articles it promosed
would raise,

The Danish draft resolution recosnized the importance of the economic
and social rights set forth in the Universal Declerstion of Human Rishts;
1t also recosnized that those rights could only be respected in nractice
through complex lesislative and adminietrative messures. Its nurpose
was to provide the Commilzsion with documents wvhich woull ensble it to
meke a decision at its next session, in full knowledze of the facte,

If the Commiesion ndopted the dralft resolution, it couid perhans
dispense with a discussion of the provosed additional articles at that
stage, since it would be easier for 1t to decide on them ot the next
session.

Mr. Scerensen smended the besimning of the enacting clouse of the
Danish draft resclution to reed cs follows: "Nequeste the Tconemic end

Social Council to ask the Secretary-General ...".
Mr, VILFAN (Yugoslavin) thought it was difiicult to seprrate

the Danish draft resolution {rom the dralt articles submitiel 3y the
-USSh and Australia,

/lle thousht
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He thought that the assertion that the Commission on Human Rights
had nelther the competence nor the means to provide for the implementation
of economic and eoc.al rights wae fallacious and incompatible with the
general methods of the Commission and the General Assembly. There were
elreedy many other articles in the draft Covenant which could only be
applied through "dotailed and complex legislative and administrative
measures”, Thus, the application of article 9; vhich prohibited
arbitrary arrest end determined the cases in which that prohibition was
not valid, would necessitate a careful concording of criminal legislation
in the various countries. He asked why, in those circumstences, the
economic and social righte should not de included in the draft Covenant
immediately.

Neturally, the Commission would not have time during its current
session to go thoroughly into the USSk and Australian proposals. It
cculd, however, adopt them provisionully, ac hal been done in the case of
several articles, subject to subsequent improveremnt of the text.

The Yugoslav delegation thought that the meaning of the articles
already included in the draft Covenant would be lcat i1f economic and social
rights were left out.

Mr. KOVALENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) also
considersd that tue Danish draft resolution was closely connected with
the additional articles proposed by the USSR and Australia.

He noted that all the speakers had recognized that the right to work
wvas a fundamental right, without which all the other rights were meaningless.
It vas, indeed, impossible for men to think freely, to take edvantage of
freedom of information and generally to enjJoy their rights if they could
not earn a decent livelikood., The adoption of the articles proposed by
the USSR was the more esgential in view of the fact that the standard of
living of workers had dropped and unemployment figures had increased eince
the war, especially in the United States. The situation in numerous
territories, particularly in the British West Indies, showed that the
problem was one of great urgency.

The obJections that had been raised to the USSR proposal had little
foundation. One objection, for example, was that the Cormission on
Human Rights was not sufficlently competent. Yet the General Assembly hed
considered itself compatent to include social rights in the Declaratiom,

/and moreover
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end moreover the complete data which would be available to the Commission
as a result of the Danish draft resolution would eﬁable it to supplement,
if neceassary, any text 1t adopted provisionally. He did not deny the
need for "detafled and complex legislative and administrative measures",
but those measures should be taken by each Government: the Commission
could not tell each Government exactly what it must do.

He could not understend how those who admitted the inadecuacy of
living standards could essert that it was not possible to find an
immediate remedy for that state of affairs. The problem had been solved
in the USSR and in the Ukrainian SSR: everyone had the right to work,
and from being a bitter obligation work had become a sacred duty shared
equally by all; ealaries were the same for women as for men. Since
there was ao much still to be eaccomplished in so meny countries, was
not that a further reason for including in the draft Covenant erticles
that would mean a step forward on the rcad to progress?

Mr. SEANN (Australia) supported the Danish draft resolution
(E/cN.4/333), on the understanding that after 1ts adoption the Commission
would refrain from taking any decision regarding the inclusion of the
additicnal articles, would do no more than communicate them to Covernments,
and would return to the question at its next session, when it would be
in possession of the comments of Governments and the survey prerared by
the Secretariat.

Mrs. MEHTA (India) supported the Denish draft resolution
(E/cN.b4 /333) which seemed to her to be of great value.

Apart from that question of procedure, however, the Commission had
another question tc settle; 1t must decide whether or not it was going
to include in the draft Covenant the economic and social richts proposed
by the USSR and Australia. The Indian delegation recognized the
fundamental importance of those rights, which, moreover, appeared in
the Universal Declaration of Human Richts; in its opinion, however,
1t would be infinitely preferable to provide for the inclusion of
those rights in one of the covenants which would be cdrawn up after
the ocne the Commission was engaged uron. Those economic and social
rights entailed considerable financial obligations on the pert of States;
some countries were still encountering economic difficulties which

[would not
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would not permit them, despite all their good intentioms, to take on
commitments of that kind. Those States would be obliged to refuse to
accede to a Covenant which they would have ratified eagerly, 1if the
economic and social rights had been left out, That would be India's
position, for example, economically and financially weakened as she was
by many years of foreign explolitation.

Mr. LOUTFI (Egypt) recognized the extreme importance of the
economic and social rights, but was in favour of postponing the consideration
of such serious and complicated matters, which were worthy of detailed
study.

The Egyptian delegation therefore supported the Danish proposal,

In answer to & remark by Mr. CHANG (China), who pointed out that
the Danish draft resolution had nothing to do with the question of
including the new additional articles in the Covenant, the CHAIRMAN
explained that at the morning meeting the Commission had decided to vote
provisionelly on the additional draft articles; a Danish draft resolution
had subsequently been placed befora it; that resolution wes of a
procedural character and introduced a new element, since it proposed to
request the Secretary-General to prepare "a survey of the activities of
other bodies of the United Nations and their specialized agencies in
matters within the scope of articles 22 to 27 of the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights" -- which dealt with the economic and 3ocial rights --
"for the purpose of enabling the Commission to determine what future
action it should take in these fields".

Mr. CHANG (China) was afraid the Danish draft resolution might
be less satisfactory than it appeared at first sight and might by-pess the
real question, which was the inclusion of the economic and social rights
in the Covenant. It Seemed to him that the survey provided for in the
proposal would e concerned exclusively with international action in
connexion with the implementation of articles 22 to 27 of the Declaration;
but, before taking any decision regarding the inclusion of the economic
and social rights in the Covenant, the Commission should try %o obtain

/information
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information on measures taken at the governmental level for the ‘
implementation of articles 22 to 27 of the Declarstion. In order to
improve the Denish draft resolution, therefore, he‘proposed that the
words "of other bodies... within the scope" should be replaced by
the worde "in connexion with the realization of".

He also proposed that the word "their" before "specialized agencies”
should be replaced by the word "the",

Mr. SOERENSEN (Denmark) accepted the second Chinese amendment.
He could not, however, support the Chinese deloeation's.first suggestion
because, in his opinion, it would impose too heavy a task on the
Sacretariat to ask it to obtain information on the implementation at
the national level of articles 22 to 27 of the Declaration.

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) was very
swrprized at the procedure the Commission on Human Rights was following.
After having formally decided to take a provisional decision on the
articles proposed by the USSR (E/CN.4/313), the Cormission had, for
no reason, interrupted the consideration of those proposals, in order
to take up the Danish draft resolution, which had its own merits, perhaps,
but vhich dealt with a completely separate point. It was quite clear
that whatever the result of the voting on the Danish draft resolution,
the Commission would still have to decide on the USSR proposals., The
Commission should therefore correct the mistaken procéaure it had.
adopted, and return at once to the ccnsideratioh of the USSR proposals,
The time had come for the members of the Ccumission to speak frankly
for or against the inclusion in the Covenant of certain economic and
soclal rights, including the right to work; nothing could absolve
them from that obligation.

The arguments put forward against the USSR proposals were as
contradictory as they were unsubstantial, In fact, those arguments
hardly stood up to analysis end had given him new proof of the Justice
of the position adopted by his delegation. It was astonishing to hear
the representative of the United Kingdom reproach the USSR proposals

/for ney going
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for not going far enouch and justify her opposition to those proposals
by such criticism, when such a minimum, however smell, would be enough
to save the lives of thousands of people in different countries. Nor
could he support the point of view of Indias, which consldered, on the
contrary, that the minimum would impose too heavy & burden on certaln
States; in hie opinion, if India intended to meke e final break with
its past of wretchedness and hunger, it must go forward boldly in the
way indicated in the USSR proposels.

It was not surprizing that the opponents of the USSR proposals,
beln: incepeble of producing any valid arsument apainst them, should
try’ to distract the Commission's attention by means of the Danish
draft resolution. The Commiesion shoulé protest egainst such procedure R
and should proceed without more delay to a vote on the articles proposed
by the USSR.

The CHALNMAN recalled that the Commission hed decided to vote
Tirst on the Danish draft resolution, because it was of a procedurel
character.

lir. AZ.OUL (Lebanor) recognized the necessity of including in

the Covenent on Human Rights those economic and socisl rights which
played an essentiel pert in modern life. In view of the fact, however,
thet the implementation of those rights would give rise to many complex
7roblems for Govermnments, the Commission could not teke any decision on
that metter without first meking a very detailed survey of the situation.
The delegation of Lebanon therefore supported the Danish draft
resolution.

He added thet, in his opinion, it would be advantageous to include
a special peragraph in the Danish draft resolution, stipulating that
the various esdditional articles would be transmitted to Governments,

lr. A JUINO (Philinpines) seid thet all members of the Commission
without exception arxreed that rrovisicns with i'egard to the respect for
economic end sociel rights would have to be included in the Covenant on
Huwan Dights sooner or later. Their only difference of opinion was on
the method of doing so.

[Referring
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Referring to the Chineée representative's observations, Mr. Aquino
thought thet it would be advisable to state that the survey mentiongd
in the Danish draft resolution was intended to help the Commission to
reach a decision on the inclusion of articles on economic and sociel
rights in the Cdvehan@. He therefore formelly proposed the substitution
of the words "with reference to economic and eocial rights, perticulerly
those within the gcope of erticles 22-27 of the Universsl Decleration of.
Human Rights, for the purpcse of helping the Coumission to provide for
thelr observance in the Covensnt on Human R.chts" for the 'words "in
metters within the gcope,..in these fields",

Mr, CASSIN (France) explained that he had never said that the

Commission wa- not competent to deal with economic end sociel rights,
/ith regerd to the Danish draft resolution, the final pert wes vegue.

He therefore suggested that the words "to include there items either in
the first International Covenant on Humen Rights or in the subsequent
ones" should be edded efter the warde "whet future action it should take
in these fields". Thet would remove all doubts concerning the
Commission's competence end its firm intention of completing the
Covenant subsequently by the inclusion of economic eand soclel rights.

Mr, HOOD (Australia) supported the Philippine representetive,
adding that all those who attached the importance it deserved to the
question of economic end social rights should, in ﬁis opinion, welcome
the Danish draft resolution, the intention of which was eimply to eneble
the Conmission to take a decision on that subject with all the requisite
informetion before it. !

Mr. Hood elso supported the Lebanese proposal.

Mr, WOULBROUN (Belgium) obéérved thet two opposing views had
emerged. Scme menmbers believed that the principle of the right to work
shbuld be included in the Covenant at once, but at the same time they
gave no indication of how full employment could be ensured end, in
verticular, how the right to work could be reconciled with the principle
of the free choice of profession. Other members, including Belgium,
while recognizing the fupdamental importance of economic and social rights,
esrecially the right to work, believed that the Commission could not tale

/a decision
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a decision without an exheustive examination of that very complex
guestion, which the International Labour Organization hed been studying
for years and which was also on the agenia of a number of organs of the
United lletions and a number of specielized egencies., Those members
therefore thought that the Cammission should postpone that question for
the moment eand take it up again at its next session, after receiving the
replies of the Govermments concerning the proposals for additional
articles communicated to them in the interim.

After an observation by Mr. SQERENSEN (Denmark), Mr. CASSIN
(France) proposed that Lis own amendment should be emended to read:
"in particuler for the inclusion of these subjects either in the
Covenant on Humen Ripghts or in leter conventions',

Mr, SOERLNSEL (Denmark) accepted the French amendment in thet
form, as well es the Lebvanese emendment.

}Mr, CHALG (China) proposed that the werd "a" should be substi-
tuted for the word "the' before the word '"Covenant' in the Philippine

amendment .

Mr. VILFAL: (Yugoslavia) proposed that the second peragraph of
the Danish draft resolution should be replaced by the following:
"Considering that it i1s necessary to include provisions on this subject
in the Covenant on Human Rights“.

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist liepublics) requested that
the various emendments to the Denish dreft resolution should be distributed
in writing in both worliing lengueges. He asked for suspension of the
debate on that resolution in accordence with rule 49 of the rules of
rrocedure.

It was so decided.

The CHAIRMAN amnounced that the Commissiorn would continue its
examination of the new articles, Before the vote wus taken, the
representatives of the three non-governmentel organizetious which hed
asked to presemt their views on economic and social rights in general
would be heard.

Jiir. PAVLOV
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Mr, PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that
in view of the limited time at the Commission's disposal, the vote
or the inclusion of the new articles proposed by the USSR should be
taken at once, The Commission had had e thorough discussion of
that guestion and was in a position to take an immediete decision.
The representatives of the nonegoverrmental organizations could
rerfectly well be heanmdl at the following meeting.

Mr. VILFAN (Yugoslavie) pressed for an immediate vote
on the USSR proposeals,

Mr, HOOD (Australia), supported by Mr. GARCIA BAUER (Guatemale)
and Mr, MORA (Uruguay), maintained that the Camiseion could not
logically vote on the USSR proposals (E/CN,4/313) until 1t had
taken action on the Danish draft resolution (E/CN.L/333).

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) opposed
the procedure suggested by those three representatives. As he hed
alreedy pointed out, the Danish draft resolution dealt with quite
another question; the Comission certainly need not take a decision
on that resolution before voting on the USSR proposal., Moreover,
the debate on those proposals might be regarded as completed,
8ince there were no more speakers on the list, In the circumstances,
the only proper mode of procedure was to vote on the sdditional
articles submitted by the USSR, as, in fact, the Commission had
formally decided to do at 1ts previous meeting,

The CHATRMAN said that it was true that the Commission
had declded to vote on the USSR proposals, but it had not decided
vhen to do so. It was not, therefore, bound tn vote at the
current meeting,

Mr. KOVALENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) did
not agree. The Commission had in fact settled the time when the
vote should be taken when 1t hed decided to ccmplete the gquestion
of the new articles on 16 June -- the date of that very meeting,

The CHATRMAN ruled that the Commission would not vote on
the USSR proposals (E/CN.4/313) until it had teken action on the
Danish dvaft resolution (E/CN.4/333).

/Mr. PAVLOV
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Mr, PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republica) wanted
to know, before he expressed any opinion on the Chairmen’s ruling,
vhether the Chairman could assure him that those proi)osals would
be put to the vote the following day.

The CHATRMAN could only repeat what hed alreedy been
decided -- that the Commission would first complete the exemination
of the other items on the agenda and would devote whet time
remained to the question of the new articles,

Mr, PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
announced that, in that case, he would contest the Cheirmen's
mling.

The Cammission upheld the Chairmen's ruling by 1l votes to 3,

Mr. VILFAN (Yugoslavia) said that he hed voted ‘against
the Chairman's ruling in the conviction that the Commission could
and should take action on tue USSR proposals.

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.




