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ЪШ^Т-ШТЕЩА'1:10ШЬСиШЩТ ON Щ М Ш шаШЗ (continued) 
praft^ resolution aubinltted b,y the Pyenoh delegation" (E/Cíií,.̂ /50l/Bev.Í) 

ïho CS^IP-^W-N called upon tho mombers of "tho Commission to state 
their views од the French delegation's draft resolution (E / C K Л / 5 0 1/Kev.l). 

2. Mr. CASSp (France) said that the purpose of his draft resolution 
vas to recommond that States Members should foivard annual reports to the 
Secretary-General on the шгшег In which they had promoted respect f o r , and 
the progress of, huiaan rights i n the course of the preceding year. Under the 
resolution the Economic and S o c i a l Council would be aateed to instruct the 
Commission on Human Rights to draw up, subject to i t s approval, a scheao 
providing f o r the reports. Of course, there was already the Yearbook' of 
Human Rights, but giving the aimual reports of the various Governments aii 
o f f i c i a l character would help to keep v o r ^ A public opinion informed of the 
measures adopted by the States to promote respect f o r human r i g h t s . In 
submitting,that resolution the French delegation hoped to be making a small, 
thoughuseful, contribution to the progresa of htmian r i g h t s . 

3 . Mr. NISOT (Belgium) suggested the following amendicent to the l a s t ' 
paragraph of tho French draft .resolution: "...for consideration by the 
Commission, with a view to the preparation of a Yearbook, a report on the 
manner-,..". That woiO,d form a l i n k between the l a s t and penultimate paragraphs. 

4. Mr. KYROU (Greece) thanked the French representative f o r having 
taken into consideration, the objections to the o r i g i n a l F^anch draft 
resolution (E/CN.1+/Î?01) r^aised by several, members of the Commission at an 
e a r l i e r meeting. The English tr a n s l a t i o n of tho beginning of the l a s t 
рага,ч;гара of the French draft resolution •vras incorrect. The English text 
вЬол''* he.i.'Vîfore be amended to read:, "to agree to act i n the s p i r i t of the 
sai'j s'lm^nii i n forwarding...". 

5. Miss BCí'íIE.( Uni ted Kingdom) had serious doubts about the srbstanoe 
of the French draft reBo3.ution. I t covered a much wider f i e l d than appeared. 

/Moreover, 
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Moreover, the рЛдпз f o r the' ïéiarboolc had already varied-end the general 
Irfirmation. would Ъо. out of.place. . However, for the-sake of comproiolse. she-
would vote for the French reoolution as anended by Belgium, 

6< • ' -The CHAIRMAN, speaking as United States representative, fully-
appreciated the Fi'ejjea i*epresentative's attempt to meet the various points 
of view expressed- at an e a r l i e r meeting. ' She would oupport the draft 
resolution, provided the French delegation agreed to the Belgian, amendment.• 
F i n a l l y , she approved of the Greek representative's axnend-mont t o the English 
text. 

7. Mr. -VALENZUEIJA' (Chile) approved' of'the Belgian amendment. to.-the • 
l a s t paragraijh of the French draft reeolution. He suggested, however, :• the 
deletion of the' -words ". ..â»d the procedure f o r the i r rconsideration by the 
Commission oh ' Human Righta ., In hio opinion i t was .-for the • Economic and 
S o c i a l Council to-decide'-ííhether оГ'not'the• Commisaion on Human Rights-shouJ.d 
consider the reports. States-not parties to the - covenant would probably... 
not aubmlt any reporta} on the other'hand, States aignatories, vhich: submitted 
reports, vould be subject to c r i t i c i s m by atatee which had evaded the 
obligations of the covenant. 

8 . Mr. .CASSIN (France) approved of the Greek representative's 
•'amendment to the. English text. The Bolglan amendment to the Fz^nch draft 
résolution would make i t merely an opinion on the worth of the Yearbook on 
Human Righta. Tho Belgian ajnendment should, thoreÇore, be - changed to read: 
"...and -with-a; view to the preparation, of the Yearbook".. 
9. He had taken into-.accovint the, statements, made at an e a r l i e r meeting, 
by the United Kingdom representative who had.particularly emphasized that new 
methoda ahouid be.considered-in preparing;the Yearbook. The question under 
discuaaion'should ;not, however>-;be exclusively, linked to fche...Yearbook on 
Human Eights. 
10. The repreaentative of Chile seemed to fear that the French draft 
re s o l u t i o n "would''deprivó "'the EcOnemic'-and Soclal.-Oouncll of some of i t s 
•résponsibilitlea'»̂ ' Under' tïiô -French d r a f t resolutioni however,- tbe:Ec.f5BÇ>mlo 
and S o c i a l CoTOCil would ha,ve to give i t s approval. The Council would thus 
havethe l a s t word. He therefore could not approve the Chilean amendment. 

Д1. Mr. NISOT 
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XI^ Mr. NISOT (Belgium) could not accept the French representative's 
amendment to his eimendment, as i t would make i t completely i n e f f e c t i v e . 

He supported the Chilean amendment. 

1̂ 5̂  Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) said that he was i n favour of the French draft 
resolution. The provisions of the Charter on human righ t s should be put into 
e f f e c t by stages, and that was the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the Commission on Human 
Rights. Doubtless, the application of the French draft resolution would cause 
some d l f f i c \ i l t l e s ; but i t should be possible to solve those d i f f i c u l t i e s , 
by adopting a sa t i s f a c t o r y procedure, 

Mrs. MEHTA (India) said that she had been i n favour of the o r i g i n a l 
French draft resolution and supported the new draft resolution. She thoiaght 
that the Yearbook would only be useful i f i t was Intended to make a pinrely 
academic survey of hxrnian r i g h t s ; the annual reports from various coimtries 
on the progress of human rights on the other hand could be examined by the 
Commission, Thus the French draft resolution would become pointless i f the 
Chilean amendment was adopted. I t was important that the Commission on Human 
Rights should be kept Infcrned of the way i n which human rights were being 
respected i n the various countries and i t should have the power to make 
recommendations to the Economic and Social Council. I f i t did not have that 
power as matters stood, i t should ask thé Council for i t . 

15, Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) explained that, i n p r i n c i p l e he was not 
opposed to the French draft resolution. He was simply trying to f i n d a 
formula that would be acceptable to a l l . He believed that i f only a few 
democratic States sent reports on the way i n which human rights had been put 
into e f f e c t , they would be subjected to the c r i t i c i s m of the t o t a l i t a r i a n 
States. 

He also yondered what decision the Commission could malte after I t had 
examined the various reports. I f i t recommended that the few States which had 
sent i n reports should amend th e i r l e g i s l a t i o n , i t would not be respecting 
t h e i r sovereignty and would be v i o l a t i n g A r t i c l e 2, paragraph 7, of the Chapter. 

/17. Mr. MALIK 



Е/СИЛ/ЗК.201 
Page б 

X j , Mr. МАЫК (Lebanon), Rapporteur, said that he vas i n favour of the • 
French draft resolution.' He thought that i t was thé prerogative of the-
Commission on HiKian Rights to examine' the way i n which the provisions of 
A r t i c l e 68 of the Charter, regarding human r i g h t s , were put into e f f e c t . The 
French draft resolution corresponded p e r f e c t l y to the termo of reference the 
Charter had thus given to-the CoEimission on Human Rights. 

18. Tiie CEMRI- Î/Ш, speaking as United States representative,^ recalled that 
under i t s -terms of reference the Coü'Jüission's f i r s t 'iaéK had been to prepare a 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights; that Declaration set f o r t h certain r i g h t s , 
b\xt had no l e g a l value. The Coramission had then been charged with drafting a 
covenant on Ьшап rights which would give a l e g a l character to the provisions 
of the Declaration. In the l i g h t of the coimaents of the representatives of India 
and Uruguay, she thougiit that'the r e s u l t of the French draft resolution would be 
to bring the provisions of the Charter an-l the Declaration into effect 
independently of the covenant on hui'ir.ui I'lghts;. I f i t did that, the, Commission 
would be talcing a (;?ecision vhich i t bad previously decided not to.-take. 
X 9 . L a s t l y , she agreed with the Chilean rei)resentative that to ask States 
to send i n annual reports f o r considérâtion by the-Commission would be- to make 
the Coramission on excellent plati'onn f o r the propaganda of the'anti-.demoer.atic 
States. F o r ' a l l those reasons, ¿he was i n favour of the'French draft: résolution 
only as amended by the representatives of Belgi-шп and Chile. 

20. Ш Б , MEI-ÏTA (India) said that according to the French draft resolution 
the Commission was not to make recommendations to the various States but to 
examine the reports they sent i n . I t would then be easy to determine whether 
the l e g i s l a t i o n of the States conformed'with the pr i n c i p l e s of the Declaration 
of Human Rights. 

21, № . ORIBE (Úx-uguoy) said that the French draft resolution would make 
i t possible to implement not only the Declaration of Human.Rights but also the 
provisions of the 'Charter regarding human rights .• • He added that from both the 
le g a l and the rioral point of view, i t was the Commission's duty t o take a 
decision which would guojantee the application of the ja w l i e i c i i s the Charter 

/regarding 
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regarding human riglats. The French draft resolution could be a f i r s t step which 
would simply have the effect of making the Commission a r e a l Commission on 
Human Rights, 

22 Mise BOWIE (United Kingdom) and Mr. VJHITLAM (Australia) spoke i n favotur 
of the Chilean and Belgian amendments, 

I ' i r . SORENSEN (Denmark) observed that the future d i r e c t i o n of the 
Commission's work depended on the adoption of the French draft resolution. I t 
was escentlal f o r the Coramission to know to what extent each country guaranteed 
respect f o r Ъител r i g h t s . The couxatries which submitted reports would not be. 
c r i t i c i z e d i n any way. On the contrary, every time that a country took some 
constructive step on behalf of human r i g h t s , i t would serve as an excunple to the 
others; i n tliat connexion, i t was enough to read the l a s t two lin e s of the French 
draft resolution. I t could of course be argued that the French draft resolution 
would involve government departments i n exti'a work but that objection was,not 
enough to j u s t i f y the rejection of a resolution which i n p r i n c i p l e was excellent, 

Sone speakers had said that the lixformation i n tiie Yearbook was 
s u f f i c i e n t . In his opinion that was not so. The information i n the Yearbook was 
received not only from governments' but also" from certain correspondents end 
publications. The extent to which countries ezastired respect of human rights could 
not be gauged e n t i r e l y by the information i n t'iie Ydrirbook, In conclusion, the 
representative of Denmark said he wo\ild support the French draft resolution, 

25. I'ir, !.ENDEZ (Philippines) thought, i t -î'tould be; inopportune for the 
Commission on Human Rights to азвшле functions of control over goverrjaente by 
examining i n d e t a i l the maniier i n which they had ensured-respect of human rights 
i n the course of each year: thé terms of;reference .of the Commission would have 
to be amended to make that possible. 

/26. Mr. CASSIN 
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2^ Mr, CASSIN (France) reca3.1ed that there had been considerable d i f f i ­
c u l t y i n drawing up the draft covenant of human r i g h t s ; i n p a r t i c u l a r , the 
Commission had been unable to set up a competent organ f o r the implementation of 
the provisions of the covenant. States should not, i n his viexr, be divided 
into two categories, those who had r a t i f i e d the covenant and assumed i t s obliga­
t i o n s , and those who had not r a t i f i o d i t and had rejected those obligations. 
The purpose of the French proposal was p r e c i s e l y to avoid such a d i v i s i o n by 
i n v i t i n g a l l States to describe the manner i n which they promoted respect f o r 
human- r i g h t s . 
27. The United Nations had an obligation towards the international 
comm-unity; the free nations vrould be thro-wing aside a strong moral weapon i f 
they f a i l e d to assure the defence of freedoms f o r everyone. The French draft 
resolution, therefore, was meant as a gesture of c o n c i l i a t i o n . The session 
wotild not be complete i f , a f t er the e f f o r t i t h^d made to draw up the covenant 
on human ri g h t s , the Conmission f a i l e d to adopt a provision making possible the 
implementation of human rights i n countries -which were not i n a position to 
r a t i f y the covenant. 

2g Mr. NISOT (Belgium) said that the Cliairman and the representative of 
Chile had described the si t u a t i o n very w e l l i the French draft resolution would 
enable each Government to scrutinize the laws of o-ther States, thus giving 
additional cause f o r f r i c t i o n vv-ithin "the United Na-bions and, i n fact, harming the 
interests of democratic States, 

2^ ' Mr. V A L Í : N Z U E L A (Chlle) explained that his amendment affected the t h i r d 
and fourth paragraphs of the French draft resolution. I t provided f o r the 
deletion of the уютаз ",.,and the procedure f o r t h e i r consideration by the 
Commission on hu:nan Righto" i n the t h i r d paragraph and of the words "for consider­
ation by the Commission" i n the fourth paragraph. 

The French amendment to the Belgian amendment was adopted by 8 votes to 6, 
jrith_l_a¿sten-í¿o^ 

The Ве1.с-1яп arcndment was adopted by 11 v o t e s t o 1, with_2 abstentions > 
The Chilean amendment was adopted by В yotas to. 6 "̂ '̂̂ ^ ab.q tent ion. 
The French draft resolution (E/Gl''o4/'?0l/Rev.l) was adopted as amended by 

10 votes to 2. w i t h ^ abstentions. 
. .^M^ /ADOPTION 
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ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT REPORT OF THE SIXTH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION O N ИШ-Ш^ R : Í :GHÍS 

( E / C N . V L . 1 2 Í E/CN.Vb.lS/Add.ï:. E / C N . V L . 1 2/Add.P, E / C N . V L . 1 2 / A d d , 3 , 

E/CN .VL . 1 2/Add . . ' 0 

30. The CHAIRMAN asked memhers о:? the Ccnmission wishing to submit 
correcticnsto the various chapters of document E / C Î J . U / L . 1 2 to no t i f y the Rapporteur. 

The various chapters of document Е/СНЛ/Ь .12 vere adopted. 

Chapter IV (Draft international covenant on human rights and measures of 
implem-entation (E/CN,VL . 1 2/Adû,l) 

31. I4r. CHANG (China) remarked that the t i t l e of the chapter should be 
changed to read "Dj-aft f i r s t international covenant." 

It was so decided. 

The paragraphs on pages l.and_2 of document S/CN • U / L . 12/Add. 1_ were adopted. 

Section on revi s i o n of parts 7.1 and I I I of the draft covenant. 
32. Mr. ШГГЪАМ (Australia) observed that the words "to subiiit a report on 
a r t i c l e s 23 and 25 dealing with the previous actions vliich may have been taken" i n 
the sixth paragraph of the section should be replaced by the words "to submit a 
report on a r t i c l e s 2h and 25 dealing with the le g a l aspects of previous actions 
which may have been taken...". 

33. Mr. SCHACHTER (Secretarj.at) said that the report to be prepared by the 
Secretariat would bear on United Nations precedents on the federal and colonial 
clauses, with footnotes r e f e r r i n g to the discussions on those a r t i c l e s . It would 
not deal with p o l i t i c a l consequences nor with those aspects of the problems which 
related to l o c a l lavrs. 

The change proposed by the representative of Au s t r a l i a was adopted. 

3̂ i-. Mr. S0RENS1ÍN (Denmark) said that the Secretary ..General should report to 
the Economic and Social Council and not to the Commission. The text of the sixth 
paragraph should therefore be amended as follows: ''to submit a report to the 
Economic and Social Council". 

I t was so decided. 

35, Mr. SORENSEN (Denmark) said that i n the seventh paragraph i t should be 
indicated that the Danish representative had withdrawn the pi-oposal he had submittec 
and had supported the United Kingdom proposal. 

/36. Ml'. KYROU 
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зб, Mr, 1ШчОи (Greece) said ihe t i t l e of that sectiou should be aivieuded as 
follows: Ee^ásion of parts I, I I and IV-. 

!̂ _'"'o, 'ieciéed, 
Tlie section on parts^ I, I I and^III of 1:h.e drai't covenant, as amended, vas 

adopted. 

oeetion on freedom of^:nformation 
Tjie Goimiisslon adopted the section on freedovg of Informgtlon without 

discussion. 

Section on measui-es of inq;^!?rientaticn 
Pa ragraph_2_ 

37. Mr, M,!\LIK (Lebanon), happorieur, read paragrapa 2 . 

38. Mr, CRIBE (Urugi-iay) indicated that after the vrords "further measin-es of 
impleinentation" i t should bs stated that such ineasures might deal witli the grant­
ing of the righ t of p e t i t i o n to non-governmentaX organizations end individuals. 

39. Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) thought the wiiole of the second sentence of 
paragraph 2 , as araended by the representative of Uruguay, should be transferred 
to the end of the füur-:h pararraph. 

h o . Mr. iirlLIK (Lebanon), Happorteur, pointed out that paragraph 2 related to 
im;plei:-entation measures for l a t e r inclusion i n a separate protocol, whereas 
paragraphs 3 and '-i- dealt with implementation provisions which were to appear i n 
the covenant i t s e l f . 

^!l. 1-lr. SOREKSEE (Derjaark) proposed that the becond sentence of paragraph 2 

should be amended as ibillows: 
" I t ше -Lirderstcod that t h i s decision would not i n any vay prejudice 

the p o s s i b i l i t y of the submission by meiabers of zhe Coimnission of such 
further measures of i'3pler,;entation as might not be included i n the 
covenant i t s e l f " , 
lhat_¿r£'oosai was ac'op-bed̂ .̂  

/Paragro-ph 3 
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Paragraph Д 

l^2. Mr. îîALIK ^Leoanoh), 'Rapporteur, read i^aragraph 3 • 

Paragraph 3 was adopted. 

Paragraph k-
l).3. I ' t ' . MALIK (Lebanon),, Rapporteur, read paragraph k , 

kk. № . ORIBE (Uruguay) proposed that the f i r s t sentence of the paragraph 
should be drafted i n a p o s i t i v e form. For that рш/росе, he requested the 
de3.etion of the word "only". 

11.5. Mr. CA3i.;iR (France) and № . HOAî E (United Kingdoiii) siF^ported that, 
proposal. 

I t was decided to delete the word "only" i n the f i r s t sentence of 
paragraph k. 

Paragraph 5 

l|,6. Mr. IvJALIK (Lebanon), Rappoi-.tevir, read, paragraph.^-. 
Paragraph was adopted without dis cus .sior:. 

Paragrapli б 

¡1.7. Mr. MAI.IK (Lebanon), Rapporterai-, read paragraph б. ' 

ItB. Mr. CASSIK (France) suggested that the vrci-ds "as a working pai-er" 
should be added after the words " j o i n t proposal'. 

That^ proposal was accepted. 
Paragraph 6,. ag araended,. was. adopted,. , 

Paragraph , 
I4.9, Mr, í'1/iLIK (Lsbanôn), Rapporteur, read paragraph 7« 

ParaGraph 7 yas adopjbed Without discussioiu 

Pa:i;agraph 8 , 

50. Mr, î/lALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read ai-agraph.6,. 
Paragraph 3 was adopted. 

paragraph 9 

J l . Mr. MALIK (.Lebanon), Rapporteur...-'read-paragraph-9,, 

/5^'. Mr. CASSIK 
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^2 Mr. CASSIK (France) .wished a. Short reference to be made i n the para­
graph to the Commission's decision to delete a r t i c l e 21 of the working dociiment 
(Е/сиЛ/!*-?̂ ) which provided that the Human Rights Committee should have no power 
to deal with matters f o r which spe c i a l procedure had been provided within the 
framework of the Ib i t e d Nations or the specialized agencies, when the States 
concerned were governed by such procedure. 

53. Far. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, supported that suggestion. ' 
The French representative's suggestion was adopted, 
Paragraph 8, as amended, was adopted. 

Paragraphs 9 and 10 

5^. Mr, MALIIi (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read paragraphs 9 and 10 . 

55- íír. ORIBE (Uruguay) asked that the reference numbers of the documents 
containing the proposals by the representatives'of India and thé United Kingdom 
should be mentioned i n both paragraphs. 

It was so decided. 

Paragraphs 9 and l 6 , es amended^were adopted. 

Paragraph 11 

56, Mr, îyîAI.nc (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read paragraph 11 and stated that i t 
should be made clear that the proposal submitted by the Austi-alian delegation on 
the implementation of Ьцтап r i g h t s through international courts was s t i l l before 
the Commission on Human. Rights, 

I t was so decided, 

57, Mr, CASSIN (France) asked that the discussion r e l a t i n g to the French 
draft resolution (E/CH.i^/50l/Rev,l) should be mentioned i n that paragraph. 

58, Mr. МАЕЖ (Lebanon), Rapporteur, noted that request. 
Paragraph 11, as amended, was adopted. 

/ 5 9 . M r . M i A L B C 
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59. Mr. МЛЬБС (Lebanon), Eapporteiii*, ïead tbe l a s t four paragrfohs of 
chapter IV of the draft report (E/CN.VLcl2/Add.2). 

60. Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) thought that paragraph 3 should be more e x p l i c i t 
and state that on sedond reading the CoiaitLssion had made only drafting amendments 
i n the draft covenant. 

61. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, rep l i e d that i n general that vas true, 
but pointed out that the Oo^nission had, nevertheless, i n the absence of opposi­
t i o n , adopted one or two amendments of substance, f o r example, on the question of 
exi l e and rettxrn to the country of o r i g i n . 

62. Mr, SORENSEN (Denmark) observed that the report of the Style Committee 
(E/CN.1Í-/L.16), vhich bad been before the Coriîmlsèion during the second reading of 
the draft covenant, dealt only with a r t i c l e s $ to 12 of the covenant. That fact 
should be s p e c i f i c a l l y stated i n chapter IV of the report. 

63. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, said that he would talie accoimt of 
that observation. 

Chapter IV of the d r a f f r e p o r t , as amended, was adopted. 

61)., to. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read paragraphs 1 and 2 of chapter V 
of the draft report. 

65. 1er. ORIBE (Uruguay) suggested that the JSnglish text of paragraph 2 

should be worded i n a positive manner, as was the French te x t . 

66. Mr. îiALIK (Lebanon), .Rapporteur, said that he would take tliat observation 
into accoimt. 

Chapter V of the draft report^ as amended, was adopted. 

Chapter on communications 
67. Ifr, MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteirr, read the chapter of the draft report 
on communications (E/CN.Vb.l2/Add.l). 

The chapter on conanunlcations was adopted, 
/Chapter 



E / C N . V S R . 2 0 I 
Page Ik 

Chapter on the prograimie of future vork. 

-̂p̂  Ыг. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read the chapter on the Commission's 
prograimiie of futux-e work (E/CNA/L.ia/Add.S). 

f^o Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) f e l t that the t i t l e of the chapter was too broad; 
the chapter was l i m i t e d to an enumeration of the items on i t s agenda which the 
Commission had decided to postpone. In order to j u s t i f y that postponement, 
the Commission should mention, i n the chapter гшйег consideration, i t s desire 
to examine ths qustion of economic and s o c i a l rights at i t s next session. 

Yo. The CILAIRMAN replied that i t v̂ as not for the Commission i t s e l f to 
draw up i t s programme of work; the Economic and Social Council gave instructions 
to the Commission on the matter. The Commission had to l i m i t i t s e l f to an 
ind i c a t i o n of the questions i t hari postponed. 

•jl^ Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, thought that i n order to meet the 
wishes of the representative of Uruguay, the t i t l e of the chapter might be 
changed to ''Questions the Comiaisaion has postponed".. Reference might also be 
made i n the chapter to the Australian draft resolution oh the ci^eation of an 
internatiarial court of humn ifights, 

72 . I t would of course be necessary to await the Commisaion'a f i n a l vote 
on the l a s t chapter of the draft report. 

73. Ml'. SORENSEN (Denmark) asked whether a décision had been taien 
concerning the next sesaion of the Commiasioù, which was the subject of 
chapter XVI of the draft report. I f not, the Commission shoui.d make a 
reccnmendation on that point. 

•j]^^ The CBAIRMAN .replied that while i n general i t was the function of the 
Economic f.nd Social Council to decide that question, the Commission could express 
it¿ dfc&iï'os ou the s'^jec t . 

7 5 . Mr. <.TEVREÎ>50\ÎC (Yugoslavia) requested ohat a statement ahouid be 
included i n the draft ?;',5port to the ef f e c t that no vote had been taken o:a the 
drafo covenant a.s a whole. 

/ 76 . The CPAIRIvlAîi 
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Y6 , The С!ШШу1аМ r e p l i e d thatj, as consideration of two of the a r t i c l e s of 
the draft covenant had had to be postponed, i t had been impossible to take a 
vote on the draft covenant as a wholes 
7Y, The Chairman put to the vote the draft report of the s i x t h session 
of the Cor.mission on Human Rights j as a whole о 

The draft report of the sixrf:h .session of the Commission on Нтшзап Rights as 
a^rtiolo__was__ji.do^^ 

78. МГо NISCŒ (Belgium) requested Uiat a.ll texts which had been adopted 
should be di s t r i b u t e d by tha Secretariats i n both English and French, by the 
following Wednesday at tlie l a t e s t , i n viev/ of the f a c t that representatives must 
prepare reports to t h e i r Governments 0 

79. Mr-> SCIMSLB (Secretariat) said that the text of the draft covenant 
^Tould be distributed very soono The texts of the resolutions adopted were 
already given i n document E/CNob./Lol2(i 

80. The С Ш . Г Л М Ы expressed her thanks to the members of the Secretariat, 
i n p a r t i c u l a r tlie precise-writers and interpreters, f o r th e i i ' excellent work and 

valuable assistance^o-ihe Commission» She also thanked the representatives of 
specialised agencies and nonrgovernmental organisations f o r the interest they 
had shown i n the Commission's debatesj that interest had greatly encouraged the 
Coramissicna F i n a l l y , she thanked the members of the Commission f o r the s p i r i t of 
co~operation they had manifested i n frequently trjring с it-cums tances ; i t was 
that s p i r i t of co^^-'operation which had made i t possible f o r the Corariùssion to 
complete the jireparation of the h i s t o r i c document that the f i r s t international 
covenant on human ri g h t s wasл 

Q 2 . , M r t C I i A K G (China) said that i t had been a pleasure for the members of 
the Commission to work under the in s p i r i n g leadership of the Chairman, Yfhose 
wisdom and humanilari.an s p i r i t had greatly f a c i l i t a t e d the accomplisliment of t h e i r 
taske 

The mestir.e rose at 6^0^ pr,rao 

5/6 a.m. 




