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DÍIAFT INTERNATIONAL COmANT ON HL̂ AÏÏ RIGTÎTS (¿NlffiXES I AND Ц 01'' THE REPORT OF 
TIE FIFTH SESSION OP Т Ш C»n4ISSI0N ON OT4AN RIGIiTS, DGCUI-ffiNT E/1371) (continued) 

Drfift re,':^^olii_tion^ concern^^^ есопоюдс̂ ,̂  s o c i a l arid c u l t u r a l r i ^ ^ t S ; , submitted by 

1. TU-̂ = CHft.IBMAíí opened the disîcucaipn of the j o i n t draft resolution sub-
milted by Dtcxncrky Egypt, Fi'ance a.nd Lebanon (E/GNO4/485) о 
2, Mrс KYAOÜ (Greece) proposed that the j o i n t draft resolution should 
be discussed and put to the vote, paragi-aph by paragraph^ 

£-.Eï-TaSTâph 
3* Mr о S O R E Î S E N (Danmark) noted that the provisional English translation 
of the di'aft rosolution vas not i n complete confon-aity wi-th the orii.;inal French 
t e r t . In tho French text the voraa "en vue d'assurer" modified the verb 
"prepared" whereas i n the English t r a n s l a t i o n the v/ords " i n order to secure" 
modified the wordfi "Being resolved" vhich they followed. 

It v s 9 dec!ded J;,fiJpr4fif .,tbg. Дl̂ ftl4#1̂ .А?-'Й»̂ .?-̂ 1̂,9П into_ l i n o with the French 
-."̂.Ье, point in/iuestion^^ 

Лч Mr, riALlK (Lebanon) considered that tho English words " i n order to 
secure" were stronger i n meaning than the French woi'ds "en viae d'av'ssurer. " They 
shcuid therefore be rep.laced by the words "with a view to assuring", 

5. МГо OREE (Uruguay) was i n agreement with the comments of the repre­
sentative of Lebanon, 

I'h-c GASSE-Ï (France) considered that i t should be made clear, i n the 
f i r s t paragraph, tiiat the Comission was resolved to prepare the "carrying out" 
of i t s programme of work, as i t had already drawn up i t s actual proga-a'mfte of work 
by the resolution adopted on the previous day,, He therefore proposed that the 
words "the prograrme" be replaced by the words "the carrying out of the pro­
gramme". 

/7. Miss BOWIE 
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7, Wise ВШ1Е, (United Kingdom) considered that i t voiiLd be incorrect to 
say tiiat the Commission was preparing to carry out i t s programme of work. In 
f a c t , i t was merely preparing that programme', 

3, Tho n?Li\IRMà]M put to the vote the f i r s t paragraph of the j o i n t d r aft 
re s o l u t i o n , as modified by Denmark, Lebanon and France, 

Thc_f¿¿-.§t„afa:aa'a:iL-â ^ 
by,.!?, votes to Г1о;:>еwith l ^ ^ ^ t a n ^ ^ 

§eGopd apd thlyd parfij^yaphs 

-Îè-^. Ê y.̂ gŷ ^̂ '̂̂  "b̂'g riP?-"t d r a f t resolution were ai^opted 

Fourth parfipraph 

9, .: Mr. i\E.̂ 3DEZ (Philippines) proposed that the words "Accepts with 
gratitude the offers made by ILO and ШЖЗСО" be replaced by tho woi-ds, 
"Req\iests ILO and UÎESCO". 

10, • The CKAIRMiiN observed that the Commission was not competent to. r e ­
quest the assistance of the s j T e c i a l i z e d agencies i n the preparation of any 
sort of draft text, 

11, Mr. KYKOU (Greece) oroposed the words "Takes into accotmt with 
gratitude the offers made by ILO and ШЕЗСО". 

12, Mr, î'EMDLZ (Philippines) considered that i t would be-better to use 
the words "\'îelcomes with gratitude the offers made, by" or "Notes with gratitude 
the offers made by", 

13, I4r. NISOT (Belgium) noted that the Gonmiission had received an offer 
of assistance from the ILO which should be accepted, 

1Д, Mr, CASSIN (France) pointed out that the ILO was the only specialized 
agency which had so f a r made a formal offer of assistance. As to UI'ÍESGO, 

/that 
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the.t orivianization would consider, at i t s next conference, the extent which,it 
could I'ive i t s assistance to the Coiranission. Consequently, the same wording 
co\ild not be used i n respect of both orpanizations. 

1''̂. The СН'^.ШМШ requested the representativos of the ILO and lüSSCO to 
give f n o i r views on the matter, 

16, îîr, lEl'íOL̂ S ( I n t e m a t i o r a l Labour Organisation) reminded the. Gonmission 
tlmb he had already f^tated, at a previous meeting, that the Director-General of 
the ILO would be ready to. subnit to the Governinr; ñody any request foi' assistance 
which the GomiTiission might address to "the ILO, On the other hand, tlie representa­
t i v e of UffiiSGO had stated that that organizat.lon would consider the m-atter, at 
i t s ne:<t conference. That being so, i t wo\iLd .be better to draft the ..paragraph 
so as to'tahe account of the position of the two or;.;aniz;ations, 

17, bli\ ARNALDO (United Nations Educational, S c i e n t i f i c and C i a t i i r a l 
Organisation) pointed out that the Executive Board of LT^J'USCO had placed tl'.e 
question of econonic and s o c i a l rights on the agenda of tîie next conference to 
be held at I-lorence on 22 ]iay 1950 and that i t had given an assurance that the 
decisions taken a t that conference would be duly communicated to tho Commission, 

18, The GliâlluMi'iîi' cons-ldered that, i n view of the conmients .'just made, the 
best woniing would appear to be "Notes with gratitude the offci's made by". 

19, Mr, SOFiEKSEK (Demark), Mr, K Y I I O U (Greece), Mr, САЗЗШ (France) a.nd 
Mr, KISOT (Belgiuvi) concurred. 

20, Mr, i-L\LIK (Lebcoaon) had no obiection to that irording, but would have 
preferred the viords "Kotos v;ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the .statements, made by the 
representatives of ILO suid UliKSGO* • •" • . 

ray;àgi'arh /.J ris Ffii;))¿i,ed̂,,.T;fiĝ  ladppt^d, mi,3.niinoij.$lyf 

yif^yh pjaragvaph 

21, Mr. I'úEíDEZ (Philinpines) proposed that the word "Invites" i n the 
ЕкдЦзЬ text should be replaced by the vford "Vúequestrá", and that tho v/ords 
"requests hivii" vrhich appea.red further on should be' deleted. As regards the 
French t e x t , t h i s ajnendmert would involve only the deletion of the xiords 
" l e p r i e " . доо^ Hr, кжои 
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22, î'r, КУПОи (Greece) proposed that the words "as soon as possible" 
should be inserted after the word "submit", 

23 , Mr. M4LIK (lebanon) considered that the request to the Secretary-
General to take the necessary steps to secure the co-opRration of the s p e c i a l -
Í2:ed agcnciec and other United fiations oi'gans should be made througli the 
Econoiuic and S o c i a l Council.^ He therefore proposed that the viords "pLûquests 
the Secretary-General to take" £hou?̂ .d bo replaced by the words "p.econanends 
t h a t the Econonic and Social Gouncil request the Secretery-C-eneral to take 
e t c " , 

2/4., L'r, KYP1.OU (Greece) was not i n agreement wath the representative of 
Lebanon, AltJiough i t was time that the Secre-tary-Gcineral could not enter i n 
consultations with Member States of the United Kations i.'ith.out the authoriza­
t i o n of the Economic and Social Gounc.il, the srme did not apply to consulta­
tions w i t h United Ilations organs and the specialized agencies with a view to 
the preparation of d r a f ta whose formiilation was d i r e c t l y within the Conmission's 
terms of reference. 

25 , Kr. CASSIN (France) supported the views of tho representative of 
Greece, The Commission had been instructed to prepare a draft international 
covenant on human rights and i t was f u l l y e n t i t l e d to request the Secretary-
Солега! to enter into consultation v;ith the specialised agencies i n order to 
gather the necessary documentary m a t e i l a l f o r that work, 

26, Mr, yiilLIK (Ixsbanon) s t i l l believed that the Secretary-General could 
not enter into consultation with Inter-govorniaental organizations without the 
authorization of the Council, Ke asked the members of the GomraiEsion to con­
sider the Secretary-General's p o s i t i o n i f the Economic and Soc i a l СошсИ did 
not Gor^firm the prograi:u:ie of work adopted by the Coinnlsslon. 
27, The Council was very jealo\is of i t s prerogatives and i t should not 
be confronted with a fo^t, accpnpli. 

28, Mr, NISOT (Belgium) agreed with the views expressed by the repre­
sentative of Lebanon and accepted the wording proposed by him, provided 
that the word "Requests" was replaced by the word "Instructs", 

/ 2 9 , Mr. SOrîEMSEN 
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29 . Mr. oORiiNSEN (Denmark) also supportod the Lebanon proposal, 

30,. Мгр TiAMADM (Egypt) was opposed to the Lebanon proposal for the 
reasons stated by the representatives ox Greece and France^ 

31, :1Гс CAScJiN (France) stated that the implementation of the draft 
reaolution under discussion was subjecu to the Council's acceptance o.f tho 
resorption adopted by the GominiEsion cn the previous day. Consequently¡, there 
could be no question of confrouting the Council m.th a f a i t accomplie 

32. Tho CHAIFKuU' put to the vote the Lebanon proposal, as amended by 
Belgiimi, that the vrords "Hequests the Gecrstary-Gencral to take tho пэсеззагу 
steps'' should be replaced by the woi-ds • Reacim'uends that the Economic and Social 
Council instruct the Secretary-General to take the necessary steps'*. 

The, prorc3S.1 у:аз adoptod, bŷ  9.ур1ез. to 4¡> with 1 abstention. 

33* . The OMIEMJ] put to the vote the second pai-t of the f i f t h paragraph of 
the j o i n t draft resolution beginning with che words -'to secui'e s i m i l a r co­
operation from other United Kations organs,,,.". 

The second part o f _ t h e _ f i f t o was adopted unanimously, 

34. The CliAIRlíAM put to the vote the ,-^oint draft reso3.ution as a v/hole, as 
amended. 

The io i n t c r a f t r esolution as a vahólê  аз amended,was adopted uraniaiously, 

35. Mr, JLVilEl'JOVIG (Yugoslavia) had no objection to the draft resolution 
adopted h j the Corandssion and i n favour of which he had voted. He vdahsd 
however to explain his vote on tho draft resolution, (E/GÎ?,4/4'%) adopted by the 
Conmdssion at i t s previous meeting. 
36. The draft resolution submitted by Eg;;7pt, P'rance and Lebanon postponed 
consideration of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l rights u n t i l the f i r s t session of 
the Commission i n 1951; the Yxigoslav delegation i n s t r i c t accordance \áth the 
attitude i t had held throughout the discussion of the matter, had voted against 
tho consolidated di^aft resolution (S/CN,4/464). 

/37. In that 
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37 . In thah connodcn, he reminded th? Commj-ssion that the United Nations 
had_, d n r i r g rhe Second if/oi'ld irtiar, solemnly declared that international measures 
to guai'antsa eeonenáe,, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l rights would Ьэ adopted i n the future. 
ïhG ü'-jited Mat'.or:-* Charter had set f o i t h those r i g h t s , but f i v e years had passed 
siiice Viu^.l U ; / " ; and no decision had been taken i n that f i e l d . The compétent 
United N.^-iio-u organs had, Ijovaver^. had s u f f i c i e n t time to study and adopt 
prüvi;.>io:is t o er^Kiire re.-jpeot f o r tho&e rights^ Oonsequently, there was no basis 
fo r the argunent that the. Currarùssion had not had enough time to t a k e action. 

At i t a f i f t h session, the Ccmrids^aion had adopted a resolution c l e a r l y 
s t a t i n g the need for ine l u s i e n i n the covemv¿ on human rights o f a r t i c l e s 
g\iarante&in̂ .î the enjeji-mert c f economic and s o c i a l rigntsj. i n that same resolutio, 
the Ccmmission had roqueeted the SeCx-etary-General t o prepare for that pijrpose a 

"STirvey of the a c t i v i t i e s of bodies of th3 United Nations other than the ComrDissii-
on Hunan Rights,, and c f the soecialÍ2,ed agencies, i n matters vàthin the scope o f 

a r t i c l e - ; 22--27 of the Universal Declaration of Ншап Rights". 
39 . Nevei'thsD.i^bSj, the Coirmissicn on Human Rights had adopted draft 
résolut! .in :Í/CN,4/4?l';, and had thereby rescinded the resolution i t had adopted at 
i t s f i f t h sesaicn. The wording o f that new draft resoluti . o n was su''.'i that i t 
could w e l l be vrondsr-ed whether the Ccrnmission' attacViod i.ess importance to economic 
and sciíi.ó.! r:!.;;hts than t o tho otlier'rights aiid, a l s o , whether i t proposed to 
postpone 5>'-П2_с1Ъ̂  the study o f a r t i c l e s on those rights and the inclusion of such 
a r t i c l e 0 i n the draft ooverant. Such an interpretation might we l l be placed on 
draft resoi.ution l!;/CN.4/4ü4 and the Yugoslav delegation vras vigorously opposed to 
that inte r p r e t a t i o n . 
4 0 . I f the GoiiiniissioD had r e a l l y wished to solve the probleiri i t xíould have 
done so long L.efore^ but i t had disregarded i t s terms of reference and by so doin; 
had taken decision of very grave significance. Furthermore, the Goraa'dssion had 
not taken i n t o accoTint the observations of the Yugoslav delegation whose attitude 
yias ba- ed on a constant concern f o r the problems to which respect f o r econonJ.c and 
so c i a l r i g h t s gave rise g 

41. The decision taken by the Corrmj.ssion at i t s previous meeting laight lead 
the Yugoslav delegation to reconsider i t s position with regard to the draft 
covenant on human ri g h t s as a vihole. In any event, the Yugoslav delegatj.on 
reserved the right to raise tho problem again i n the Economic and Social Council an' 

the General Assembly. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 
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MEASURES OF IMPLEMENTATION (Е/1Э71, annex III)(©ontinued) 
PyopoiaX'eonetrning уеааигез of i^pleinestation submitted by France^ India, the 
United States of Ameriea and the United Kingdom (E/GN,k/k7U) 

42. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 1 of a r t i c l e 1 of the j o i n t -
proposal (E/CN.4/474). 

Parappaph 1 was adopted by 14 votes"to none, with 1 abstention. 

43. The CHAIFi'iAN c a l l e d upon жэлзЬегз of • the Commission ' to give t h e i r viewâ 
on the alternative texts proposed for paragraph 2 of a r t i c l e 1. Text A had been 
proposed by the United States and,the United I^ingdom and text В by France and 
India. 

44. ViT, KYROU (Greece) asked the i»epresentative of Prance to explain why he 
vdshed the human ri g h t s committee also to include "persons who have held high 
j u d i c i a l o f f i c e " . 

45. Кг# CAoSIN (France) stated that his proposal to in s e r t t h i s phrase Jiad 
been insp i r d d p r i m a r i l y by the wish that the human rights committee should evoid 
p o l i t i c a l influence. Although i t was true that when a State complained against 
another State th* dispute was of a p o l i t i c a l character, the persons resporsible 
for s e t t l i n g the dispute should not be p o l i t i c a l figures, ííoreover, i t would be 
advisable f o r J u r i s t s to take part i n that coirerd-ttee since t h e i r profes'ion would 
better enable them to determine whether or not a v i o l a t i o n of the law lad taken 
place. F i n a l l y , he pointed out that text В was based on the same principle as 
that which had inspired the alternative text 'proposed f o r a r t i c l e 5/ concerning 
the e l e c t i o n of members of the committee. 

46. Tho CHAIRMAN, speaking as the representative of the Urt-ted States, 
thought that i t was unnecessary to mention persons who had heldbigh 
J u d i c i a l o f f i c e . Text A was s u f f i c i e n t l y e x p l i c i t i n that camexion: i t did 
not exclude the p o s s i b i l i t y of appointing such persons, but avoided giving the 

/committee 
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givin<T the ccnimittee a purely j u d i c i a l characterè In addition, text P i n i t s 
e x i s t i n g fona might hél'itíbér^feieá.-io-Tiiééí-: Itíjét'••person's'«iirbó-hiéà ЪеХа •hi-glï 
iñ'dioial oXfióé''were bât. «eéeaáaiíily ir̂ éí̂ 'cü̂ ^̂ ^ 
exj-íerieuce, 

47•• гЩзз^ BOW'I.E.(üríited-Kingaoïa) 'Shared %Ъе' views',of the'repreëentative of 
the United States, I t was absolutely e s s e n t i a l to avoid .'any overlapping'between 
the functions; of tîise.hujn.ah',•rights .çqniait̂ eê .a»{i.,the,r:Inte'rnátional.. Cóiirt-o.f 
Ju s t i c e , The committee's task was to c o l l e c t information, ascertain the facts 
arid'Dl-ake-availablie its-'good off-1чзез'with-a view to a f r i e n d l y settlement of the 
matter. -The ccHmittee''should not be,a,judicial- organ,' 

48. Mr. V.ALENZUELA (Chile) pointed out that the current debate on texts A 
and В px-oveid the existence of varying concepts of the veiy nature of the hujuan 
fights-coiimiittiee-;- Thê 'Ghllíí̂ '''âe-lëgà'fâîon úódld -vote- for'text " A , bearing in-• 
mirid -the basis of tl i e pi-oblem. 
4 9 . lie did not consider that the committee should be a j u d i c i a l org'an;- i f 
t h a t were so, the International Court of Ji i s t i c e would take part i n tl-e election 
of ît-й members as a r t i c l e 1 of the Court•* s Statute;-pfovi-ded t h a t «tíhe Court vféJs 
• the-'principal j-iidicial-organ of -thé United'líatiofís,-' ' Furt.hermóre,*''articles to 

38 did not'provide foi" the Court's competence'-in'that matter."' 'The covenant' 
would be -r a t i f i e d by States which' mi'ghfnot a l l be -I Гет'Ьё¥Ь"'of 'the Unl-fceci-'Wa-tiohs, 
Theiherabèrs d'f the Intarnatiohal-Court-of Justice being appointed• by -Hembér ' 
States'of the..united Nations,-the International Court-could not, i n It s turny 
appo'iht as. телЬегБ of thé- hutiian--Tights• committee nationals'of States which ш±фЬ 

not belo'ng':to the United iíation-з,- In order to'f-ivc such poWers--to" the Court, 
i t s Statute would have.to be-amended* Yet, according'to 'article b9 of-the' 
Statute, such amendments had to be effectéd."by'the''s.aihe'procedure as Is'ptov-ided 
by the Chai'ter of the United Nations for amendments to t h a t Charter". The 
Chi].^'an.'-delegation -cías'opposed.-to--any modification enabling the Íntérnat,ional ' -
Court to parti'clpate i n the appointnient of members of •''thé' human f ights-'Cénimittée, 
It•therefore preferred ̂ text , 

/50. J-'!r. ORÏEE 
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50, Гг. OJÜJ?. (ürufmay) preferrsd text E, es he v?ished to stress the 
judien а], cliaractor of tlie iunct^üns to le carrj . ed vvjt by the huirían r l p h t s 

coi;mi-ittee and taR necessi.tj of prescrv.'.iifi; thíLÍ. coimiittee Ггош. any p o l i t i c a l 
iniluence и 

51, iírs., I'GHTA (India) bt-ted th'xt her delegation's p r i n c i p a l wisli wan 
tlif.t the human rl¿.hts committee diould l e 'independent; that was vihy she had 
thoU; i t i t aecesscry to mention "i-iernons rho have held h i v h j u d i c i a l o f f i c e " i n 

text Б» ü'he appointment of puch pca'fions vould help to keep the committee out 
oí" p o l i t i c a l lntri[Ufc,s, and J i n addition, that provision vouJd i n no vay preclude 
the appointment of persons other than J i i r i f i t s , provided that those persons vrere 

of recof ;nÍBed ездлегхепсе i n tne f i e l d of buinan rigl:ts„ 

52, Пг. WHIT'L/li (Australia) considered th;xt the human rights coEjmittee 

sliould include persons who had j u d i c i a l exj^erience, f o r such esperi.ence •'•rould be 
of invaluable assistance i n tV.e settlep.ent of disputes. 
53, he proposed that t e r t D should be modified to read: ''.о, vJio ehall be 
pcrñons wno have held high j u d i c i a l o f f i c e or other persons v;bo arc of hir|h 
vStandinr That modifioation vrould eliminate the d i f f i c u l t y raided by the 
Ohaiiaiian i r i t h ro'.ard to the draftinf: of text I:, 

54, l . r , i'TilOU (Greece) proposed, аз a compromise solution, to add the . 
follow int.. yhrase after text \i i t wou].d be advisable for eome of t]:.e 
laeiübers to be i ersons who Lave lield hii'_:h j u d i c i a l o f f i c e " t 

5Г . ' i s : . OOWI'i; (United ilardom) opposed tho Greek represo.-t ativo ' s 
ai'Li o s t i . o n ; the Go'umisr.ion v?oul(i tiAU? appear to l o s t r o s r i n f the :.есс.'гс11у of 
appointing portions who 1.0.0. h e l d 1аф j u d i c i a l o f f i c e , 

56, ïir. Ii.'iLIK (Lebanon) preferred the o r i g i n a l version of text tie 
ncped that '.иеггЛегй of the Gorujiission woi.ild not be divided on tne question of 

/ j u d i c i a l 
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j u d i c i a l qualificai'.joneje I t xjas possible to be a person of high standing 
v;ithout necessarily having neld high j u d i c i a l office» Text Л l e f t that 
p o s s i b i l i t y орел and was a better text. He could not understand why tlie 
repi-escntatives of India and France i n s i s t e d on the q u a l i f i c a t i o n at issue, 
ns i t vîould exclude from the coiiiinittee persons vrho had not held high j u d i c i a l 
o f f i c e . The representative of India had stated that the committee should be an 
organ independent of p o l i t i c a l intriguesо Did she wish to i n f e r that only 
регЕопз who had lj.eld hi[h j u d i c i a l o f f i c e were free from p o l i t i c a l pressure? 
I t T.'ould be preferable to leave the settlement of t h i s question to the orf;ans 
respcnsible f o r the election of members of the co-nraltteeo 

57, Г;ш1ап rights v:ould not be more competently defended or protected by 
professional j u r i s t s than by other persons. In f a c t , j u r i s t s often had a 
tendency only to concern themselves with j u r i d i c a l aspects of a problem, and 
the huiain cBpecta of questions r e l a t i n g to human rights might escape themo He 
therefore did not consider i t desirable to require m.embers of the ooramittee to 
have held high j u d i c i a l o f f i c e and considered tb.e i n i t i a l version of text Л was 
the most judicious, 

58Q The GjiALlîi/Vi\lj speakinr as the representative of the United States of 
/•oïierlca, stated that, i n a s p i r i t of c o n c i l i a t i o n , she VÍ4S willln,'?; to accept the 
text proposed by the Cxreeh representative, but вЬе s t i l l preferred the i-etention 
of the orI{.lnial version of text ..Ithou^]! she iu:derstcod t]ie anxiety of the 
representative of India and the representative of I'rance to ensure that the 
coiiEiittee would be independent tmd jjTip;:rtial by including i n i t high j u d i c i a l 
per?.onages, her ]jersonc.ü, experience enabled her to state that p o l i t i c a l intrigue 
wcs carried on аг̂ оп;̂  EUCII pereons es i t was amon§ others, 

59, J-'r, NlSOT (Pel^lnm) would vote for text A, tiecause i t was essential 
to r.void giving the imprescion t}.'-̂ t the Gonaaission wished to set up a j u d i c i a l 
orgaiM, 

/00с Кг, mou 
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6û. Mr. KîROU (Greece) explained that he had euhmltted his proposal In an 
attsnpt to hring atout ur^nimity In the Comisslono I n reply to the represen­
t a t i v e of the TJnited Ищаот, he stated that In h i s opinion his suggestion did not 
Imply laying any spec i a l stress on j u d i c i a l q u a l i f i c a t i o n s . His amendment said 
that i t would he advisable f o r the committee to Include persons who had held high 
J u d i c i a l o f f i c e , hut that was not made a sine qua non condition, 

61. № s , МШЕТА (India) r e c a l l e d that the o r i g i n a l Indian proposal referred 
to "independent members". She inalstod upon that q u a l i f i c a t i o n , which seemed 
to he preferable t o that proposed by the Greet representative. I f the l a t t e r 
•would agree to substitute that wording f o r his own, tho Indian delegation would 
vote f o r the Greek proposal. 

62. № . EAMADAN (Sgypt) expressed hla approval of text A, as amended by 
Greece. While i t would be useful I f the committee Included persons who had 
held high J u d i c i a l o f f i c e , i t was not absolutely necessary that i t should do so. 
The wording proposed by the representative of Greece was therefore highly 
Judicious, 

63. Mr. CASSIK (Fx-ance) wanted to remove any suggestion of bias which 
he might have given. I t was obvious that the committee should not be composed 
sole l y of J u r i s t s , and a place would have to be l e f t f o r thirücers and 
philanthropists and experienced adminietratorB. Nevertheless, when the question 
arose whether or not ri g h t s had been v i o l a t e d , I t would be necessary to refer to 
J u r i s t s . The committeo would not be a l e g i s l a t i v e body and would only draw up 
reports, but i t s meinberahip would have to include J u r i s t s who could guide the 
technical side of i t s work so that i t could ascertain the facts and determine 
competences. In order that unanimity mi¿?ht be reached In the Commission, he 
was prepared to accept the amendment proposed by Greece to text A which, 
although imperfect, neí-ertheless represented a step i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n , 

6 h . Mr. MENDEZ (Philippines) found that the shortcoming of text В lay In 
i t s implication that persons who had held high J u d i c i a l o f f i c e were necessarily 
persons of high standing. That was not always true. Text A proposed by the 
United Kingdom and the United States was more l i k e l y to ensure the membership 
In the committee of persona of high standing. 

/65. Mr, NISOT 
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6 5 . № . ИТ«ОТ (Belgíiun) pointed out that i f the Conaniselon were to show any 
ргбРег-.тсэ for J u r i s t s , the Goverments would not f a l l to appoint eminent J u r i s t s 
almost exclusively, so аз to ensure that they would not he under-represented i n 
r e l a t i o n to the other Gtatea; that would r e s u l t In giving the committee the 
character of a J u d i c i a l organ. 

66. № . 7А1ЕЖтеЬА (Chile) asked that a vote should he taken i n the f i r s t 
instance on the part which ̂ zaa common to hoth texts, namely, from the heginuing 
of the paregraph to the word "covenant", and i n the second place, on the amended 
text, against which the Chilean delegation would vote. He cal l e d attention to 
his preference f o r text A, f o r by aâopting text B, regulations contrary to the 
sovereignty of States would he introduced. 

67. № . TáA.O (China) would vote fo r text A, Ho appreciated the s p i r i t 
of c o n c i l i a t i o n behind the verbal amendment submitted by Greece, The Commieslon 
was'howevei' da-awlng up a l e g a l InstrujûenT:. The text cf the Greek amendment 
merely expreaced a preference, whereas the other a r t i c l e a ezpreaaed formal 
conditions. 

1 

68. № . KYEOTJ (Greece), In reply to the representative of China, recognized 
that h i a aniendment ma of a supplementary character, the text to which i t waa 
added being the substantive part of the paragraph. 

69. The CHAIRMAN c a l l e d upon the CominieBion to vote on the f i r s t part of 
paragraph cohsiating of the text СОЕШЮП to alternatives A and B, from the 
beginning of the paragraph to the word "covenant". 

Tho text was adopted unanimoufll.y. 

70. The CHAIMIAN stated that tho additional text proposed by the representa­
t i v e of Greece constituted an amendment and that i t should therefore be put to the 
vote f i r s t . ïliat text constituted the second sentence i n paragraph 2 and waa 
drafted i n the following forriî 

" I t would be advisable f o r some of the members to be persons 
who have held high Judiciail o f f i c e " . 
The text was not adopted, 7 votas being oast i n favour and 7 against, 

with 1 abstention. 
/71. The CHAIRMAN 
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71. Tîie СЗАХЖад c a l l e d upon the CoimnlsBlon to vote on the second part 
of the o r i g i n a l text of alternative A, from the vords "who s h a l l ha persons" 
to the end of the pra-egraph. 

The text was adopted Ъу 9 votes to 3 , with 3 ahratentlons. 

72, The CHAIEMAW cal],ed upon the Commission to vote on a r t i c l e 1 as 
a whole, Includljig the o r i g i n a l version of text A as paragraph 2. 

The text_^ of g^^ 1 es a whole was adopted j)y^ 11 votea to_none, 
v j t h h ac'SJ-.ontions. 

The meetlrig rose^ at 1„^^оШ. 

22 /5 p.m. 




