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IffiAS-T ИТШдатоИАЬ СОтаШП? .Orr HUMâN EIGHIS: PROPOSALS FOR ADDITIOML ASTICLES 
TO Ш IIîSEbïÏÏD lîJ PAET I I OF THE DRAFT СОШШШ (Cûîitinuoû) 
(Е/1371> Е/СНЛ/зб5^ Е/сиЛ/з95, Е / С Н Л / 3 9 6 , Е / С 1 Г Л А З 5 , E / C N O ! Í A 3 6 , 

Е/СЯЛ/353/Alâ..lO, Е/СЛЛАто, Е / С К Л / 3 5 1 , Е/СНЛ/358 , Е/СКЛ / зб^, Е / С И Л Д О З , 

E/CIÎ.1IA78, E/CN.li/376, E/ciî„H/377, Е / С К Л / 3 7 0 , Е / О Т Л / 3 7 9 , Е/СПЛ/37^^, 

E/CK.1^/380, E/aIúi^Д8з, Е / ст 4 Д 3 4 , Е/СИ.1+Д85) 

1- The С Е А Ш М draw the attention of the ComiBsion to three documente 
vhlch vere nov ЪеГоге i t for conaideratlon. Those documents vers a Joint "•.iraft 
reBoj,ution BUfccdtted by the delegations of Lebanon, France and Egypt (E/'Cîî,l̂ /l̂ •8î̂ •), 
a Joint draft resolution presented Ъу Denmark, Egypt, France and LeЪanon 
(Е/СК',ЛД35) which compleTDented the f i r s t resolution, and a Chilean шnendment 
to. the o r i s i m l Danish resolution {Е/СЛ.иД8з) • 

2 . Mr. JEYREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) rpgretted that his delegation vould Ъе 
unahle to accept either of the draft resolutions- since their purpose was to 
postpone consideration of the question of econcsulo and, social righta and oraiplete 
the draft covenant on a restricted hasls. Ш drew attention to fie resolution 
adopted hy the Commission at i t s f i f t h session, dealing with the question of 
economic and social rlchts (E/137I, page 8 ) ; he wondered why that resolution had 
never Ъееп Implemented, and pointed out that a decision hy the CcnEmisBlon-at i t s 
current sesaion to defer consideration of the question would i n a l l probahlllty 
Ъе Interpreted i n an unfavourahle light Ъу world puhllc opinion. The question 
was not hy any Еюгшв a nsw or» ; i t had occupied public attention for over a 
century. mem.'bers of the Commiseion were i n f u l l agreement regarding the 
importance of the satter; Its settlenent could not Ъе further postponed i f the 
Comniisoion was to dleoharge Its ohligatlons to the peoplss of the world. 
3 . Mr. Jevremovlc could not agree with the French representative that the 
Commission had taken action on tl a question; the only action helng taken was 
the discussion of procedural resolutions directed toward postponement of action. 
In the face of the need of the peoples of the world to live and work, he 
deplored the fact that the 0lassleal p o l i t i c a l rights had received procçt 
attention from the Ccranlssion while the ur^^nt problem of social and economic 
rights had Ъееп deferred from session to session» 

Д . With regard 
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With regard to the Danleh representative's expression of gratitude to 
the specialized agencies for their offers of aasistaroe СЕ/СНЛД85) he conceded 
that much valuable aid bad Ъееп received from the specialized agencies i n the 
past, htit insisted that under the terms of the Charter the framing of policy vas 
a Batter for t>-7tá.o.a Ъу the TJnited Katioos, not Ъу i t s agencies, Beferring to 
the Intsrr̂ tjlcïii?.. Labour Organlsatiou, he remarked that i t operated on the basis 
of undôttocratic prlr^iples and that considerable discrimlriation vas evident i n 
its system of représentation of vorkers and emplqyers. In his opinion the 
organization had not yet begun to f u l f i l i t s potentialities. He velcomed i t s 
co-operative attitude, but vondared wly i t had thus far eubaltted no epeclfic 
proposals concerning the matter under consideration, since i t had undoubtedly 
been aware of ЬЫ resolution pas sed by the С ornais sion at i t s f i f t h session. 
5. Mr. Jevremovic pointed out that a decision by the Conniesion to poetpone 
consideration of the question of economic and social rights u n t i l i t s foUovring 
session would preclude a possible frsdtful discussion at the next session of the 
General Assembly. In the ciroumataases he reserved the right of his delegation 
to place the çtuestion on the atgenda of the Assembly's next session. A covenant 
which included only the с2двв1са1 p o l i t i c a l rights of man would not be a 
consistent or viable аостепЬ^ i t would be far better to defer the entire matter 
of the draft covenant u n t i l the Commission's next session, when a well-integrated 
document could be produced vhloh would carry out the promise made to the people в 
of the world by the A l l i e d Goirernaente during the Second World War. 
6» Finally, Mr. JevreaoTlc objected to the Chairman's use of the word 
••oommittee" to designate the various delegations which had been aslced to confer 
and agree upon the form of the draft résolution; he did not consider that any 
committee hod been formally appointed. 

7. The СЙШМАН, replying to the last point raised by the representative 
of Yugostovia, recalled that i n order to save the time of the Ooaaiisslon several 
delegations had been asbsd to meet as a committee and agree upon ioi a t testa. 

/8. As regarda 
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8. As 1-е garda the past vork of the Coramleelon, the Cbalrmn could under
stand the concern expressed by Mr. JeTremovîc, but pointed out that while the 
h l ^ e e t importance had always been attached by the Commiseion to economic and 
s o c i a l r i g l i t s , they vere nevertheless a much more recent preoccupation f o r the 

and c i v i l 
peoples o f the world than the more widely recognized p o l i t i c a l / r i g h t s . I t was 
for that reason that the CoicaiEsion had devoted i t s f i r s t meetings to the con
sideration of the bet-'-or-knowi p o l i t i c a l and c i v i l r i g h t s , and had now attained 
a better formulation of those r i g i i t e . The two resolutions before the Commis
sion were designed to шке i t o b l i ^ t o r y that the f i r s t meetings o f the Com-

miablon^'s next session should be devoted to the discussion of economic and 
s o c i a l r i g i i t s , which, owing to the d i f f i c u l t y of framing them i n correct 1еда1 

terms, would i n a l l p r o b a b i l i t y reçiulre the attention of the Commission through
out an entire session. The Commission was already, rece;ivinf^ reports from the 
Secretary-General, and ^oiew that i t could count upon the f u l l assistance o f 

the specialized agencies. 
9. Speaking as the representative of Ш е United States of America, the 
Chaii-man shared the desire of other merabei'S of the Commission to present to 
the Council a f i r s t draft covenant covering only p o l i t i c a l and c i v i l r i g h t s , 
anci also supported the view that the Commission's f i r s t task at i t s next • 
sesaion should be consideration of economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . 

10. Mr. VALEÏÏZUELA (Chile) observed that since the o r i g i n a l Danish 
resolution (e/cB.'^í/kQl) had been absorbed into the new Joint text submitted 
by Denmark, Egypt, France and Lebanon {l,/СШ.k/kQ<^) ^ he would submit his amend
ment (E/CN.V-t^S) ^ suggested l a s t paragraph of that Joint text, 

11. bx. MALIK (Lebanon) suggested that the name o f the delegation o f 

Denmark should be added as a sponsor of the Joint draft resolution given i n 
document I , / C S , k / k 8 k , since that delegation had collaborated i n the framing of 
the t e x t . 
12. In reply to the Chilean representative, Mr. Malik pointed out that 
the idea which formed the subject of the Chilean amendment was s p e c i f i c a l l y 
stated i n paragraph 2 of document E/CN.Í4/^8i*,and that that- amendment therefore 
became superfluous. The main purpose of the working group wh-:.c."i Jiad drafted 
the two Joint texts had been to separate the principles set for t h i n the 
o r i g i n a l Danish draft resolution from those given i n the other texts. Document 
E/CK.Í4/^8^ l a i d down a plan of work for the Commission's next session; document 
E/GÏÏ.Î4/1)85 was directed toward the implementation of that plan. He asked, 

/therefore. 
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therefore, vhe'Uier the Chilean representative vould he w i l l i n g to vlthdraw 
his amendment, 

13. Mr. VALEWZUEIA- (Cbile) asked, f o r an assurance that the order i n vhlch 
the various categories of r i g h t s vere l i s t e d , i n paragraph 2 of document 
Е/скЛДб!», ccnAí.'ltvited an order of p r i o r i t y and not merely an enumeration. 
I f Buch vere lnc.'?r/3 the case, he vould vlthdrav h i s amendment, hut he wished 
i t to he clear that economic and s o c i a l rights would he the f i r s t subject f o r 
study Ъу the Commission at i t s next session, 

1̂ , The CHAIRMAIi f e l t that the question was one which should he decided 
Ъу the Commission i t s e l f . 

15. Miss BOWIE (Uftlted Kingdom) ohjected to the use of the words "to 
secure" i n the f i r s t l i n e of document ж/С^Л/k&y, since no convention could 
guarantee to *^secure" the enjoyment of such r i g h t s to the peoples of the world. 
A convention could do no more than the Governments ^ I c h Implemented I t , 

16. Mr. SOREMSEK (Denmarlc) agreed with the United Kingdom representative, 
hut pointed out that the whole purpose of the Commission's programme of work 
was to take steps toward securing those rights to the peoples of a l l . nations. 

17. Mr. JEVEEMOVIC (Yugoslavia) asked for c l a r i f i c a t i o n concerning the 
r e l a t i o n hetween the two new Joint draft resolutions and the Commission's 
resolution of the previous year (E/1371'> page в). The new texts were f a r 
more limited i n scope than the older one,, which had s p e c i f i c a l l y provided f o r 
inclusion of provisions on economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s In the draft covenant, 
Иге new texts merely provided f o r study of the question by the Commission and 
did not touch upon the matter of d e f i n i t i o n of those r i g h t s . The resolution 
of the preceding session was s t i l l i n force and binding upon the Commission, 
but i t had never been Implemented, He asked, therefore, idiether I t was the 
CommlBsion's intention that the new texts should supersede the resolution 
adopted during the f i f t h session. Abrogation of that resolution would 
constitute reconsideration of a decision of the Commission, and would require 
a formal vote by the Commission, 

/18, The CHAIRMAH 
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18. The CHA-IEMAN read the text 6f the resolution adopted at the f i f t h sea-
sion„ In her opinion that resolution had heén f u l l y complied v l t h , and the only 
action required of the Commission with respect to i t "waa to roiatinue working i n 
tlie ваше татшег as i n the past. She pointed out that at the time the resolution 
had Ъееп dreí'ted, the Ccmmiesion had Ъееп imcértain regarding the p o s s i h i l l t y 
of dealing 4±r?.i econonic and s o c i a l r i g h t s In the f i r s t ccverant; i t was f o r 
that reaaon that tha resolution contained the words "the in c l u s i o n of these 
subjects either i n tae covenant on hviman rights or In l&ter conyent;^ ens с » с ". 

19- Mr, Ктаои (Greece) expressed h i s warm support of the two Joint draft 
rescraticn3> He suggested two minor changes In docimient Е/СЖЛ/Н8'+; namely 
the delation of the word "primary" In paragraph 1, aiñ the transposition of the 
phrase In pe^rentheses i n paragraph 3, to follow the word " a r t i c l e s " i n the f i r s t 
l i n e of tJie paragraph, 

20, The СНАШШТ suggested the substitution of the word " c i v i l " for 
" c i v i c " . In paragraph 1 of the same document. 

21, Mr. OEIBE (Uruguay) t h o u ^ t that the Danish, Egyptian, French and 
Lebanese consolidated draft r e s o l u t i o n { ' E / G l i , k / h S k ) unwisely attempted to 
predetermine the work of the Cadmission's next session. Moreover, i t seemed 
to b© an attempt to J u s t i f y the Ccmmlsslon's f a i l u r e to include oconcmlc and 
s o c i a l r i g j i t s i n the covenant and he f e l t that I t was completely unnecessary 
fo r the Conmlssion to J u s t i f y I t s actions. 
22e With regard to paragraph 1, h© could not accept the text as i t stood « 
As he had said I n an e a r l i e r intervention, he thought I t would be better to 
leave open the question of the typo of Instrument which the Commission Intended 
to draft on ecbnaalc and s o c i a l r l ^ t s . Furthermore, i t would be unwise to 
a r b i t r a r i l y separate human righ t s i n t o units when countries were not prepared 
to accept the varying conditions under which each unit was presented. Human 
rig h t s should be Included i n an enforceable Instrument as one organic wholo 
which countries would be obliged to accept or reject I n to t o . 

/ i t was 
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I t vas f o r that reason' that ho p a r t i c u l a r l y ohjocted to the phrase "series of 
CovenantÔ mid measures Furthoimoro ho thought the word "fundamental" In the 
second l i n e , the phrase "and to cerliain e s sential c i v i l freedoms" Jn the t h i r d 
l i n o and the word "Standard" i n tho fourth l i n o of paragraph 1 should be dolcted, 
23. Tho theory underlying pamgraph 1 was that the Universal Doclaration 
of ffoman Bip^b'^t. 4'ji.)7,jd Ъе mdo effective Ъу means of covenants. In p r i n c i p l e , 
ho sappoi'ted tiit;<t' theory but he reminded the CcmmiBsion that many countries 
had been opposed to a l l attempts to imatee fhe Declaration l e g a l l y binding on 
States, Ho wordered, therefore, whether the paragraph could not Ъе rcviood 
to s a t i s f y that objection. 
2 h , He also f e l t that the words "additional Covenants and measuroe" 
In paragraph 2 were vague. The teXt also, introduced a new concept In tho 
phrase '"'by categories". I t was hot advisable to state that categories of 
human rights existed unless some explanation of the term wore given. That 
Innovation was a serious step and should be considered c a r o f u l l y . Ho also 
wondered what was the meaning of the l a s t phrase of paragraph 2 reading 
brights of tho in d i v i d u a l In r e l a t i o n to the groups of which he forms, part". 
The enumeration of r i g h t s contained In the paragraph i n h i s opinion already 
covered ttiat phrase. 
25. Ho also suggested that-the-phrase '4íhoso importance.'It f u l l y 
rocogaizes"! In pára,graph 3 should bo deleted because i t implied a J u s t i f i c a t i o n 
of a course on which the 'Caoiaisaion had dOGlded a f t e r mature consideration. 
26. 3h conclusion, ho f e l t that many objections could be raised to' the 
consolldatod draft resolution and that a'Simpler text might be préférable * 
27. • ÎTumlhg to the second Joint draft resolution concerning economic, 
s o c i a l arid c u l t u r a l righto pi^esonted by Denmark, Egypt,. France and Lebanon , 
( t / m . k / k Q ^ ) , he agrcod V i t h the íMltod Kingdom representative that tho 
Commission should not croate the i l l u s i o n that I t could secure to everyone the 
enjoyment of the'rights' set foirth In.articiles 22 to 27 of .the Declaïntion.. 
3Ï1 International private law', the word "enjoymenthad a s p e c i f i c meaning and 
tho text as' i t stood might give r i s e to misunderstandings ̂  The objective which 
the f i r s t paragraph próclalmeu could not boachlevsdby means of le g a l instrumenta 
alone, 

/28. He wandered 
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28e He wondered whether the fourth paragraph of the draft resolution should 
not he rephrased. I t should he home i n mind that i t was the duty of the 
specialized'agencies to a s s i s t the Commission i n i t s work, 
2 9 . He merely wished to give his objections to the two proposed draft 
resolutions i n a general Way, He would not advance more s p e c i f i c c r i t i c i s m s 
i m t i l l a t e r arid could not therefoi'e say as yet What position his delegation 
would take on them, 

3 0 . Mr, CHANG (China) supported the United States, Greek and Uruguayen 
representatives i n t h e i r comments on the consolidated draft resolution 
( Е / С К , 4 Д 8 4 ) , He i n turn had several s p e c i f i c amendments to propose to that 
t e x t . In paragraph 1 he suggested that the word "draft" should he inserted i n 
the f i r s t l i n e before the words "Covenant on hianan r i g h t s " . Then the following 
phrase "on the drafting of which i t has been engaged f o r several years" and 
the phrase "as i t does" should be deleted. The words "some of" should be 
inserted i n the second l i n e before the words "the fundamental r i g h t s " . In 
the t h i r d l i n e the phrase "and to certain e s s e n t i a l c i v i l freedoms" should also 
be deleted because of the d i f f i c u l t y of defining that category of freedoms. In 
the fourth l i n e the word "Standard" and i n the f i f t h l i n e the words "and secure 
the application of i t s primary pri n c i p l e s as early as possible" should also be 
deleted. He objected to the word "Standard" f o r the reasons which had already 
been givenj the l a s t phrase should be deleted Ъесаиее the a r t i c l e s of the 
Universal Declaration were not, properly speaking, p r i n c i p l e s . The word 
"primary" was inadequate and the phrase "secure the application" was vague, 
31. He also suggested that paragraph 2 should be amended to read "considera
t i o n of additional Covenants and measures dealing with economic, s o c i a l , 
c u l t u r a l , p o l i t i c a l and other humen r i g h t s , and to t h i s end". He objected to the 
o r i g i n a l formulation f o r the reasons given by the representative of Uruguay, 

3 2 . Mr, SOREWSEK (Denmark) explained that he could associate himself with 
the consolidated draft resolution (E/CK,1I-A8U) because the phrase "series of 
Covenants and measures" had been included i n paragraph 1, He had explained 
that h i s Government f e l t i t would not be useful to elaborate a covenant 

/containing 
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containing general statements of p r i n c i p l e s regarding economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s 
and that those' rights could he dealt with i n many other vays. The word 
"measures"' was s \ i f f i c i e n t l y hroad, however, to meet h i s objections. Ha Inter
preted i t to mean that the Commission would vork on the assumption that 
additional cov̂ ü̂íints should be drafted but that I f other measures appeared 
adequato, auol; procedure could also be adopted. In that case, i f e x i s t i n g 
covenants pl-oVed adoqua-te to safeguard economic and s o c i a l r l g l i t s , i t would be 
possible to r a t i f y them and to forego the drafting of ad d i t i o n a l instruments. 
For those reasons he supported the consolidated draft resolut:^on (Е/СК,1+Д8'| ) . 

33. Mr. CASSiïï (France) said that most of the Chinese amendments were 
acceptable. Ее \ioulà prefer, however, to r e t a i n the phrase "to certain 
esGentlal c i v i l freedoms" f o r that phrase had a s p e c i f i c meaning.in French law. 
He would n'bt i n s i s t on me.lntalnlng the l a s t phrase of paragraph 1 i f the 
Commission supported the Chinese amendment f o r deletion. He thought the 
Chinese amendment to paragraph 2 vas h e l p f u l . • I t should be made perfectly 
c l e a r , however, that categories of r i g h t s existed i n fact and that the conditions 
of implementation of various r i g h t s required that some order should be Imposed. 
He therefore would prefer to r e t a i n the phrase "by categories" although he 
would accept another suitable wording i f that could be found. 
3k, With x-egard to the substantivo remarks of the Uruguayan representative, 
he said that the purpose of paragraph 1 was to state c l e a r l y that the covenant 
on which the Commission was then engaged was only the f i r s t of a series of 
covenants and meesurés. Moreover, the word "measures" had been included to 
s a t i s f y the Uruguayen representative'в objection that i t might be necessary 
to draft instruLaents other, than covenants to achieve the Commission's purpose. 
The phrase "to cover the whole of the Universal Declaration"^ had been draf'ted 
In an attempt to circumvent the objections to making the Declaration an 
enforceable instrument. 
35. He did not wish to comnsnt on paragraph 3 u n t i l the other authors of 
the consolidated draft resolution had given t h e i r opinions. 

/36. Turning 
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36. Turning to the second Joint draft resolution, (Е/(ЖЛА8 5 ) he 
thankc-d the reprcaontatlve of Deniaai>k f o r having elahorated h i s o r i g i n a l 
proposal i n conjunction with the representatives of Egypt, Franco and Lehanon. 
I t was v i t a l that the Comaiisaaon should adopt a resolution s p e c i f i c a l l y 
r e l a t i n g to a r t i c l e s 22 to 27 of the Declaration. In the t h i r d l i n e of the 
f i r s t para.-^raph, however, i t might he better to say " i n the jmplementation of 
i t s progroffimo". With regard to the fourth paragraph, he thought i t might he 
possible to separate the reference to UHESCO from the ILO i f that would s a t i s f y 
the representative of Uruguay, 
37. The draft resolution concerning ecmomic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l rights 
would perait the Commission to agree on a programme of work which could be 
brought to the attention of a l l the Organizations concerned and he f e l t that 
such a procedTATo would f a c i l i t a t e the Commission's work, 
38. With regard to the remarks of the Yugoslav representative, the 
Ссзш1зз1оп had hoped to accomplish a great deal moi'c i n 19^9 than had in fact 
proved practicable. The r e p l i e s to questionnaires had not provided s u f f i c i e n t 
Information and the cdcments from non-governmental organizations had been 
submitted to the Commission orily a few days ago. In those circumstances, 
therefore, i t was impossible to carry out the provisions of the resolution the 
GommlSBion had adopted at i t s 132nd meeting of the f i f t h session. I t would be 
better to devise a p r a c t i c a l plan of work such as that outlined i n the current 
draft resolutions and proceed along those l i n e s , 

39. Mr, JEVBEMOVIC- (Yugoslavia) pointed out that the second paragraph of 
the resolution adopted by the Commission at i t s 132nd mooting readj " i t i s 
necessary to include provisions on t h i s subject i n the covenant on human r i g h t s " 
r e f e r r i n g to the economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s set f o r t h in a r t i c l e s 22 to 27 

of the Declaration. The resolutions cvirrcntly before the Ccmmission did not 
make that fact c l e a r ^ I f there was r e a l l y no contradiction between the f i r s t 
resolution and-the~two draft resolutions currently before the Commission, why 
could the Ccffimission not incorporate the "provisions of the f i r s t resolution into 
the Joint draft resolutions? I t might be he l p f u l to have the advice of the 
Legal Department on the question. 

До. The CmiEMAN 
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h o , Tho CBAIRMAW.thou^t that, nothing in,,tho résolution aàoptcd at the 
132ná meeting would preclude thq ,passdng of the resolutions currently before 
the Conmiission and .sha referred spec i f ,içally to the fourth paragraph of that 
resolution which read: i^for, the p,urpo0o of enabling tho CoKoaission to determine 
what action i t should take i n those f i e l d s , Дп p a r t i c u l a r f o r the Inclusion 
of thpso, subjects cither, i n the covenant on human rights or In l a t e r conventions", 

kl. ..Mr. МЕ1ШЕ2 (Philippines.) thought the consolidated draft resolution 
( E / C l U h / h 8 k ) might be too r i g i d i n that i t implied tho Commission bp,d already 
decided to adopt several conventions. Hp wondered whether i t would not be 
better to.amend t h e , f i r s t paragraph to road: "series of Covenants and measures 
which i t considers necessary to givo f u l l a pplication to tho Universal 
Declaration". Ho also pointed out that the phrase "whose importance i t f u l l y 
recognizes" i n paragraph 3 might be ambiguous,. 

k Z , Miss B O W I E (United Kingdom) thought tho cpnsolidatod draft 
resolution represented an attempt to J u s t i f y the CcmmlS8lon»s actions, which 
seemed completQly urpiocqssary. Moreover,, paragraph 1 stated that the Cçmmisaion 
had been engaged on,the .drafting of the covenant f o r several years whereas i t 
had devoted the f i r s t two years of i t s work to the De^îlaration, a document 
which had been highly commended. She .also quostlonod the word t'conyinced" 
In that paragraph. The Conmlssion had not discussed whether i t had,a stropg 
conviction that the present covenant was In f a c t tho f i r s t of a seri e s . 
She objected to tho phrase "series of Covenants" which, the resolution Implied, 
wore to enforce tho pri n c i p l e s of the Declaration,. Seme of those p r i n c i p l e s , 
however, were already being enforced and undoubtedly many others, would he put 
into effect by means other .than the covenant. She suggested that the Committee 
should go back to, the Chilean aniendment (Е/СИ.^^ДВЗ) , which c l e a r l y stated the 
task to be undertaken, and convert i t i n t o a.resolution reading:"The Commission 
on Human Rights decides to devote an eeaentjal part qf i t s f i r s t 1951 session 
to the study of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s " . 

Д З . Mr. KÏROU 
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k^, Mr. KYRûU (Gû̂ eecc) auggostcd that paragraph 2 of tho consolidated 
i r a f t resolution (E/Clíoh/kdk) should Ъс aancndod to read "ac'j.l.m'î with h^xm.n 

rights Ъу ,̂ r̂oupB, vrtiich s h a l l include economic, s o c i a l , c u l t u r a l , pol.'.tical 
and other categories of human r l g h t a " , 

k h t 'Mr. WHITIilM (Auetïflla) preforrod a simple resolution, Sxplanaticaaa 
vould hfettcr appear ;in the covenant than i n a resolution where thcj would Ъ- a 
bindiln-;; declaration of v h x t the CcJ!mil'3B.ion thought tho covenant was, wkit i t s 
effects should he and vhat shoulu Ъс ita r e l a t i o n to the other covenants. 
The 'original Lebanese and tho Chilean resolution contain.d a l l that r e a l l y 
had to Ъе sai d . I f э.пуЬ,Ъ.)лд further tras ocnsídorcd nccesoary the tr^^ua of 
tho debate would be reproduc'^d i n the &ui'/Kiary records. 

Seme members f e l t , however, that a progreuiuae of woi'k should bo 
l a i d down i n a ru s o l u t i c n . I f the Caamissj.on di,.cided therefore not to adopt 
tho simpler texts, he'would support the consolidated d i ^ i f t resolution { z / C l U k / h Q k } 

as amended by China, 

k 6 . The С М Ш М po?лted out that the only text before the Ccamuxssion 
was the consolidated draft renolution. 

, Mr, xMALlK (Lcbi.xnon) asked that the coneolidatcd draft resolution 
should be voted on paragraph by paragr^Dh. He agreed tiiat the phrase "included 
in Ann:x - of tiac Ccüaiission'a report on tho s i x t h session" should be inaerted 
a f t e r the words "the a d d i t i o n a l proposed a r t i c l . . s " as tho représentât.'ve of 
Greece had suggested. 
h o , ' He asked that a r o l l - c a l l vote should bo taken cn thf word "Convinced" 
In paragraph 1. He also wished to r e t a i n the pto.si. "to ccx'tain essential c i v i l 
freedoms" but he agreed that the word "btandai'd" and the phras:- "and secure tho 
application of i t s primary p r i n c i p l e s as early as ̂ .«osaible" should be deleted, 

49. ЙГ, RAMADAN (Egypt) said with re-aró. to the Chilean representative's 
remarks, thb,t the- Ccmmiseion could foi'iffixlly deci.dc to ^ivf iT-'orltv to . conomio, 
s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l iii.jhts at i t s next session. 

До. The сш.тш 
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50. The CHAIRMAN thought i t vould Ъе made clear i n the record that the 
f i r s t item on the agenda of the Sixth Session would Ъе the question of economic 
and s o c i a l rights . 

51. Mr. 0Е1БЕ (Uruguay) agreed with the United Kingdom representative 
concerning the word "Convinced", and he preferred to use the word "Cons::dering". 
H'̂  also thought the resolution was lhacceptahle because i t was s e l f - j u s t i f i c a t o r y 
i n tone, 
5S. • He was not completely s a t i s f i e d with the text of parac?;raph 1 and 
suggested that i t should Ъе reworded to read: "as the f i r s t instrument prepared 
to carry out the task entrusted tp the Commission by the Economic and Soc i a l 
Council". The word "instrument" would give the Commission greater freedom to 
decide the type of docv.ment i t wished to d r a f t , 

53, Mr. MLIK (Lebanon), i n reply to Mr. NISOT (Belgium), preferred to have 
a r o l l - c a l l vote taken on the word "Convinced", and not merely on the draft 
resolution as a wliole. 

5̂ .̂ Mr. CASSIN (France) thought that the f i r s t part of the Uruguayan 
amendment could be accepted but that i t was impossible to replace the reference 
to the Universal Declaration by a reference to the Economic and Social Council. 
The•Uruguayan amendment v7ould be acceptable to him i f i t vere reworded to read: 
"the f i r s t of the instruments to be adopted i n order to cover the whole of the 
Universal Declaration". 
55. He objected to the word "Considering" because i t was not r e a l l y 
adequate. He -personally vas convinced of the statement set f o r t h i n paragraph 1. 

56. ' Mr. JEVBE№VIC (Yugoslavia) had raised the question of the resolution 
adopted at the 132nd meeting because i t was v i t a l to the general work of the 
Commissioa. In that resolution the Commission had undertaken i n the eyes of the 
United Nations and of the world to include i n the draft covenant on human ri.ghts 
provisions concerning economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . He f e l t , therefore, that 

/there was 
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there was a contradiction between that resolution and the j o i n t draft resolutions 
ci.irrently before the Cozimiission. He would not press a foriiial laotion to obiain 
the views of the Legal Department on that procedure but he asked the Conrmissicn to 
bear his remarks i n laind. He pointed out, however, that the Commission was 
responsible to the Economic and Soc i a l Council for f u l f i l l i n g the t(;rma of that 
resolution. 

57. Mr. VALEÏÏZUELA (Chile) wished to move the proposal (в/СН.иДпЗ) 
o r i g i n a l l y submitted by his delegation as un amendment to the Danish draft 
resolution (E/CN.^A81) as an independent draft resolution to be substituted f o r 
the consolidated draft resolution. He requested the Chairman to submit the 
Chilean draft resolution to the vote f i r s t , i f the rules of procedure permitted 
such a course. 

5S, Mr. ICYEOU (Greece) stated that the Chilean draft resolution, as such, 
had been submitted a f t e r tho consolidated draft resolution and should therefore 
not be Gubmittod to the vote f i r s t . 

59. The CEAIEMAU stated that while the Greek representative was en t i r e l y 
correct, the Conanission could, according to rule Cl of i t s rules of procedure, 
decide to reverse the normal order of voting and vote on the Chilean draft 
resolution f i r s t . 
60. Following a b r i e f exchange of views, the Commission agreed to vote on 
vrhether the Chilean draft resolution should be voted on f i r s t . 

The motion to vote on the Chilean draft resolution f i r s t was rejected by 
8 votes to with g abstentions. 

61. Mr. SOKSÏÏSSÏÏ (Denmark) stated that i f the word "instrument" were 
substituted f o r the woi'ds "series of covenants and measures", as proposed by 
the Uruguayan representative, he would be obliged to dissociate himself from 
the sponsorship of the consolidated draft resolution f o r the reasons he had 
already indicated. 

6 2 . The CEAIEMAN stated that the sub s t i t u t i o n proposed by the Uruguayan 
representative would be decided by a vote. 

/63. ыг. ш т ш 
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63. Mr. Ж Ш Е г (Phí.lipplnes) thought that the phrase "...series of covenants 
and moaeures to Ъэ adopted..." was too r i g i d . He wondered whether the authors of 
the consolidated draft resolution would agree to tho suhstitution of the words 
"which should he ado:oted" f o r the words "to he adopted", 

6 h . Mr. CASSIN (France) and Mr. MALIK (Lehanon) considered that tho 
proposed B u h s t i t L i t i o n would attenuate the meaning of the sentence and would 
therefore not he acceptable to thorn. 

65. M r . MENDEZ (Philippines) relu c t a n t l y wlthdrevr his proposal. 

6 6 . The СНАХРМАП invi t e d the Commission to vote oxi tho Urufuaj'-en ataendnent 
call i n f f for the substltation of the word "considering'' f o r the word "convinced" i n 
paragraph 1 of tho consolidated d r a f t r osolation. 

At the request of Mr. I'lAI.IK jlg'bjBincn)^ a vote ш в taken by 2 - o l l - c a l l . 
The jresnlt of the votovns as foll o ^ ^ s i 

In favour; Austi-alia , Belgium, Chile, Denmark, Philinplnes, 
United lancdom of Great B r i t a i n and lîorthei'n Ireland, 
Uruc'jay. 

Against: EGj-]-)t, France, Greece,, India ̂  Lebanon, United States of 
Arfisrica. 

Ahetaining; GblnQj Yar'oelc.vla. 
The_ amondi.ient was adopted by 7 v cite s to 6, with 2 ebstentions. • 

67. T]-!e Gffi\IEMAIi invited the Commission to vote on the Urucuo^^n amendment 
c a l l i n g for the ond of vavaprayb. 1 of the Consolidated d r a f t resolution to road as 
follows-: " . . . i s the f i r s t of the instruments pra-;-;ared to iaiplement the task 
eiitrusted to the Coramission by the Economic and Soc i a l Council." 

68. Mr. MALIK: (lehanon), on a point of order, said t h a t the Uruguayan 
amendnent wos f a c t u a l l y incorrect inasmuch as the Universal Declaration of Human 
Bights, rather than the present draft covenant, vras the f i r s t of the instruments i n 
question. 

/69. Mr. 0RI3E 
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69. Mr. ORJBH (Uruguay) s t a t e d t h a t he was using the word "instrunents" in 

i t s s t r i c t I c ç a l BonsG. An such i t . wag at least in Spanish.-- 0 ^jnerio 

terra which included documento, protocola, e tc . . ostalillBhinp' legal ohlir.atioas 

aiid. cr.-'eatin;:' Д.э{,:е1 r ights . . Ho did not consider that tho .flniveraal Declarotion 

could be. rerardod as a.n ' instrument w i t h i n that s t r i c t lepal merninb of tho terr:i. 

70. VÎT. СЖда (China),, on a point of order, stated that inasaiach as tho 

Chsiraan had calJ.gd for t b e РоЬтХ vote on the amendruent, further diGC!iGG.!.on 

thereon was opt of order. 

71. ?:r. ORIBE (Uruf'nay), also «R •« • •*joint of order, stated t h a t ho consld.ered 

at necessary to c l a r i f y hia araendiiiônt since ce;t'taiu doubts had boen е.тргз0зай 
concerning- i t s cieaninp. 

72. Tho С1Й.1БМШ noted that the Ururi'-V^yan roorosentstlve had nlroad'.'-

attempted to c l a r i f y his amiindment and that the situation oonfroutinc tho 

Comoilssion WPS quite simplet tboG© 'dio й/'.гвеЛ with the Urufjiioyan ro.r>rono:itat:'.ve 

would vote for his amendment, Тгй-Л1« -^oee wí-̂ o f-alt unable to do so would vote, 

afainst i t or abstain. 

The Uruguayan amendment vms r e j e c t o f l by 11 votes to . 

73. The СНАПт'Ш noted t h a t the authors of the consolidated draft rencl'.'tlon 

had acce-^ted a l l but one of tho amendnents Bvvbmifcted by tho Chinese represcnrbe.tive, 

the exception bo.lnf, his proôosod clelotioti of the words "anc'. to certain ossotitia.', 

c i v i l freedoms"'. She enquired whether the Chinoee representative woulri uresfi 

his aüiendcient. 

7'í-. b'œ. CEAIÎG (china) s t a t e d that ho wo"-ld uot -or-osa thüt part of hie 

atnondment, part icularly i n view of the fact tliat the phrase coricorrnod ooutalned 

the qualifying word "certain" , 

75.; ТЬеСЕАШ'Ш! invited the Commission to vote on ivaragraph 1 of the 

Consolidated draft resolution as amoudod. 

A t the 
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q^egt. of. М У . Ш Ь Ж . (Lebanon) a ypte yag taken Ъу ro3-l"Call. 
The reiy.i/bt of the vot ез f p l l p v s ; 

In fa\ciar: / u a t r a l l a , China, Рбпиагк, Egypt, Í^?ncü, Greece, 
India, Lebanon, Phil i p p i n e s , I^iited States of /^morlca. 

Against; BelgîiŒi, United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n and 
northern Ireland, Uruguay, Yugoslavia, 

Abstaining; Chile 
Peracyaph 1 was adopted by 10 Votes to with 1 abstention. 

76, Miss BOWIE (L^Hod Kingdom) explained that she had voted against the 
paragraph Ъесатдве i n tho oplnit»i of htr delt'gatlon i t contained the unwarranted 
implication that everything contained In the Universal Declaration of Human Eights 
must nocossarlly bo covered i n covenants or other measures. 

77, Kr. NISCO? (Belglm) explained that he had voted against the pro-acgcaph 
because he had favoiArod the rejected Шг'Д̂ 'аубЯ amendment, oc n s l d o r l n g that I t 
was a more correct statement of tho pB«î,tli»i. 

78, Mr, V.U.EÍÍZUÍÍLA (Chile) considered that paragraph 2 of the consolidated 
draft resolution was far too complex. Ho formally moved that i t should be 
replaced Ъу the amendment (Е/ск.^+ДбЗ) o r i g i n a l l y submitted by his delegation 
to the Danish draft reeolutlon, which he was at present subalttlng as an 
araendmont to the consoildatad proposal, 

79, Mr, MALHÇ (Lebanon) stated that he would ba obliged to voto against 
tho Chilean amendment for saverel геапша. Tho use of the Viord "study", far 
from establishing a solemn coxmiltment for a progranmc of work, oonstitutod 
a loophole throxigh which even a whale could e a s i l y pass. Eiu-thctTiiore the 
Chilean amendment made no mention of any other rights and of addit l o n i i l 
covenants end measures concerning human r i g h t s . Ho wea therefore i n favoiu: 
of the adoption of paragi'aph 2 of the consolidated dreft resolution with tho 
emendments already accepted by Its authors. 

/80. Mies BWIE 



E/Glí.l̂ /SRД8б 

80. M1c?s EOWIE (UnHod Mngdcm) noted that paragraph Ô of the consolidated 
drn-ft reriolution дрско of "oconcmlc, s o c i a l , c u l t u r a l , p o l i t i c a l an;l oihsr 
categories of hoinarx r i g h t s " . 3he woiidered Just what those ether categorloe 
of Tichbfi mi{;ixt he. 

81. The СБ'̂ :1ГМДЫ stalnod that r i g h t s r e l a t i n g to tho family night form one 
such other category, 

82. Miss BCWIE (United Kingdom) thc^ught that family r i g h t s were either 
socle 1 or c u l t u r a l or ebonojaic, 

83. Mr. С/^31Ш (БГапсе) s a i d he Could Instance at least twenty rights frc^n 
the Universal Declaration which woiild not f a l l Into rJiy of the categories e x p l i c i t l y 
mentioned. There were rig h t s d&aling with property, asylum, family, e t c , nono 
of which would oa s l l y f i t Into tha p o l i t i c a l , [social, c u l t u r a l or economic 
categorien, 

Qh, Mr, CE/1KG (ghina) agreed with the Eronch roprocontatlve, lie would alno 
Invito attention to the words "additional covonr.ntn and measures" which formed the 
crux of tho parafiraph under cons 1 deration, 

З5, Mr. Ш1ВЕ (Uruguay) did not biow Just what was moant Ъу tho vrord 
"measures" wJalch he regarded as altogether vague. He noted that the use of 
the same word In tho f i r s t parafçraph had Ъеш one of the Eialn reasons why ho 
had submitted the amendment to that paraîtraph which the Commlsalon had rejoctod. 

86. Mr. GAQSIN (Erance) stated that one of tho roasony for the Introduction 
of the word "measures" had Ъееп a desire to meet the objections raised by the 
Uruguayan representative during the preceding meetlns. The word was Intended 
to cover Quchthings as reccmmendatlons, pt'otocols etc. 

/87. b'i-. WiriTUJ4 
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87, № , ТШТЬАМ (Aufltrcdia) stated that although his delegation had 
previously favoiursd the Chilean suggestion, i t could not vote for i t ixi tho 
present clrcuHstPiices because the Commission had committed I t s e K to tho 
consolidated draft resolution on which voting had already begun. Tho inclusion 
of the Chilean amendment would d i s t o r t the frame of the consolidated draft 
resolution, Coxieeciuently, and while he had several misgivings about tho 
consolidated draft resolution, he would vote against the Chilecoi eanendment, 

88, The С Н А Ш Ш invi t e d the Oo^aaisaion to vote on the Chilean amondiaent 
(E/GÏÏ.UA83). 

The Chilean aaendment t'Tas rejected Ъу.,11 votes to 3. with 1 abatention, 
Pîixagraph 2 of the consolidated draft r e s o l u t i o n , with the шопашюз 

accepted by i t s authors, was adopted by 3.g,yutes to none, with 2 abstentions, 

89, Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) suggeatod that ths coma following the words 
" s i x t h session" i n paregrapU 3. of tbs onnsolidated draft resolution should be 
deleted and that the word "and" ehculd be iriBerted i n i t s stead, t o avoid any 
possible ambiguity. 

90, ¥ir, МЕ1ШЕ2 (Philippines) suggestad that the words "the importence of 
which" should be substituted f o r the words "whose iiuportance", a suggestion 
which was accepted by the authors of the.consolidated draft resolution. 

91, The С1ШШ1п11 invited the Commission t o vote on paragraph 3 c f the 
consolidated draft resolution. 

The peraftraph, with the amendnents^ accepted b'- the tmthors of the 
consolidated draft resolution, was adopted by I 3 votes to nona, with 2 

abstentions. 

92, The CHAIRMAIÎ Invited the Commission t o vote on paragraph k of the 
consolidated draft resolution. 

The-paragraph was adopted by I k votes t o 1. 

/93. № . СЛБЗЛТ 
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93. Mr. CASSIN (France) suggested, f o r reasons of s t y l e , tocmit tho vords 
"standard co--'er.Mt" after the word " f i r s t " i n paragraph 1. 

The GU'-;gsetion was ad op te d_ unanitRouKly. 

o k . The CHAIRMAN invited the Comlssion to vote on the consolidated 
drai't r e s o l u t i o n as a whole, wliich. with the changes approved i n the course of ' 
the voting on the ceporate paragr^bs, r&ai аз follows: 

"Tbê  Cotmniasion on , B^ton Hlj; ht S, 
"Consiclerlng that the drai't Ciwenqnt on human rights r e l a t i n g to 

some of the fundamental rit";hts of the in d i v l o u a l and to cei-taln essential 
c i v i l fi'eedomc i s tho f i r s t of the series of covenants and щеавигаз to 
bo adopted i n order to cover the whole of the Univeroal Declaration; 

"Decides to proceed at i t s f i r s t session i n I95I with the 
consideration of additional «ĉ '̂-aaate and аьзааигеа deíjliî  with economic, 
s o c i a l , c u l t u r a l , p o l i t i c e - i ззае o t h & t Gutegorioa of hum<iix r i g h t s ; ond 
to t h i s end 

"Decides further to consider then the additional proposed a r t i c l e s 
(included i n Annex _̂  of the Conurdssion's report on the s i x t h session) 
which have not been examined at i t s s i x t h session and the importance of 
which i t f u l l y recognir^ea, together with any other a r t i c l e s v;hich 
Governments might further propose; 

"Requests the Economic and S o c i a l Council to confirm t h i s 
de с le ion. " 
At_ the request of ЬЬг, Maille (Lebanon), a vote wĝ _ takon by r o l l - c a l l . 
The r e s u l t of the vote was aa follows : 

In favour: A u s t r a l i a , Belgium, Chile, China, Denmark, Sgypt, Franco, 
Greece, India, Lebanon, PUill p p i n s i i ^ United Sti-.tee of 
Ajjiorica, Uruguay', 

Against: United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n and Northei-n Ireland, 
Yugoslavia. 

The consolidated draft resolution was adopted by I3 votes to 2. 

/95. iMr. лгтежоутс 
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95. Mr, JEVBEMOVIC (Yugoslavia) reserved his r i g h t to explalxi his vote 
at the next meeting of the CoramlBsion, 

96. Miss BOWIE (United I'lingdom) explained that she had voted against the 
re s o l u t i o n although she agreed with xoany of i t s points. Her delegation would 
have favoured further studies along the l i n e s of the defeated Cliiloen a-nondaeut. 
As i t was, however, tho resolution conveye^d the improseion — t o t a l l y uawarranted 
i n the opinion of her delegation that the Universal Poclaration of Human 
Eights could be implemented only by covencints, 

97. The CHAIRI-IAU declared that, «0 re2\»ated by the Uruguayan representa
t i v e , the records of the Commission would с1с».йг1у state that oconomic rights 
would be the f i r s t r i g h t s to be considered Ъу the Cofflinlsslon on Humen fdgbts 
at lib next session. She ascertained tbœfe there vrero no objections to the 
inc l u s i o n of such a statement i n the Gomralsaicn'o records, 
98. Concerning the Gommission's ^!^adft îw Its next meeting, she stated that 
a f t e r hearing the Yiigoslav repreeeiïfc:ativ«î̂ e explanation of his vote, the 
Commission would consider the second Joint draft resolution (Е/СЫ.4Д85) Qîid 
would then deal with the question of measures of Implementation. 

The meeting rose at 6.30 p,m. 

19/5 a.m. 




