UNITED NATIONS

ENE
ECONOMIC g/CleﬁI}saazol
AND e
ENGLISH

SOCIAL COUNCIL

ORIGINALs FRENCH

COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS
Sixth Session

SUMMNARY RECCRD OF THE T¥0 HUNDRED AND FIRST MEETING

lleld at Lake Success, New York,
on Friday, 19 %ay 1950, .at ..2.30 p.m.

CONTEIITS 2
Draft international eovenant on human rights (eontinued) ‘
Draft resolution submitted by the Freneh delegation (E/CN.4/501/Rev.1)
( contihued)
Adoption of the Report of the Sixth Session of the Commission on
Human Rights (E/CN,L/L.12, E/CNW,l/L.12/Add,1, E/CN.L/L.12/Add.2,
E/CN.L/L,12/Add,3, E/CN.L/L.12/Add.0)

Chairman: Mrs. ROOSEVELT  United States of America
Members 1 Mr, WHITLAM © Australia

Mr, NISOT Belgium

lirs VALENZUELA Chile

Mr. CHANG China

Ire SORENSEN Denmark



E/CN.4/SR.201
Page 2

Menbers (continuved)

Mrr. RAMADAN Eeypt
Mr. CASSIN ) France
Mr. ORDONNWAU )

Representative of a specialized apency:

Mr. KYROU Greece

Mis., MEITA India

My . MALIK Lebanon

Mr, MENDEZ Philippines

Miss LOWIE ) | United Kingdom of Great Buitain

M. TIOATE ). and Northern Ireland

Mi~, ORIBE Uruguay

M. JEVREHOVIC’ Yugosiavia

Mar, QVAN; International Labour Orranisation
(1L0)

Representatives of non-governmental orsanizations:

Category A:

Category T:

.mmmm:wt

Mies DENDER - International Confederation of
Tree Trade Unions (IVPTU)

Mrs. GORUON-uPRAGUh vorld Federation of Unlted Nations
Associations (VT'UNA)

Mr. GOLDMITH Apudas Israel Vorld Organization

lirs. AIETA Catholi¢ International Union for
Social lervice

~Mr. NOLL®E Commission of the Churcliesz on

' International Affairs

Mr.. MOSKOWITY Consultative Council of Jewish
Organizations

Mr. BERNSTEIN ) . Co-ordinating Doard of Jewish

Mr. HALPERIN ) © Organizatlons

Mrs. CARTER )  International Council of Vomen

Mrs. PARSONS )

My, DEER ) The International Leapue for the

M. BALDVIN ) Fights of lian

My, PEARMAIN )

iss SCHAEPTR International Union of Catholic
Yomen's Learues

My, PERLLWEIG _ Vorld Jewish Conriress

lir. SCHWELB Assistant Director,
Division of llwaan Rizhts

Mr. SCHACHTER Deputy Director, General Legal
Division

Mr. DAS ) fecretaries of the Commission

Miss KITCHEN ) JDRAFT



E/CN k/SR 201
Page 3

DRAFT. INTERNATIONAL COVENANT ON HUMAN RIGHTS (continued)
Draft resolution submifted by tha French delegation_iE/CN h/50l/Rev l)

1. The ¢mAIBMAN ealled upon the members of the Comulssion to state
their views on the French delegntion's draft resolution (E/CN.4/501/Rev.l).
o, Mr. CASSIN ’France) sald that the purpose of his draft resolution
vas to recommend that States Memberc should forvard ennudl reports to the ’
Secretarnyenqralion the manner in which they had promoted respect for, end
the progrees of, human righte in the course of the preceding year. Under the
resolution the Economic and Social Council would be asked to instruct the
Commission on Human Rigkts to drew up, subject to its approvel, a scheme
providing for the reports, Of coufse, theréjﬁas already the Yearbook of
Human Rights, but g*ving the annual roports of ‘the various Governuments an
official charactar would help to keep wor)4d public opinion informed of the
measures adopted by the States to yromote resyact for huran rishts In
submitting. bh&t resolution the French de"ogabion hopod to be making & small,
though useful, contributilon to the progress of human ribhts.

3. Mr. NISOT (Belglum) suggested the following amendment to the last’
paragraph of the French draft resoluticn: "...for consideration b& the
Comission, with a view to the preparation of a Yearbook, a report on the
manner... . .That would form & link betﬁeon the last and penultimate paragraphs.

L, Mr. KYROU (Greece) thanked the Ffenohurepreseatative for having
taken into conslderation the objJectiong to the oriéi@ai anﬁph drafb
‘resclution (E/CN.4/501) roised by geveral wmembers of the Commission at an
oav.ler meeting. The English translation of the beginning of the last
peragreph of the French draft resoluplon was incorrect. The English text
Bhuoid . nerafors be amended to read:. "to agree to act in the spirit of the

geid griwnms in forwarding...".

5. ) Mios BOWIE .- (Uhited Kingdom) had serious doubts about the svbstance
of the French draft resolutton It covered a much wider field ghun aypearod.

/Moreover,
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Moreover, the plans for -the Yearbook had already varied and  the general
1rProation would be out of .place.  However, for the sake of compromise she-
would vote for the French resolution as smended by Belgium.

6s "“Thé.GHAiRMAN,“epeakinguas'Uhiﬁed States representetive, fully
appreclated tho‘Freneh ropresentative's attempt to mepet the various points
of view exfressed at ari earlier meoting. ' She would support the draft
resoiﬁtion, provided -the Fyrench delegation agreed to the Belgien amendment..
Finally, she approved of the Greek representative’s amendment to the English
text.

7. Mr. VALENZUETA (Chile) approved of .the Belg¢ian amendment. to:the.
lasﬁ'pafagraph of ‘the French drdft reeolution.. He suggested, however, :the
deletion of “the words "...snd the procedure for their -consideration by the
Cormission on Human Rights...": In hic opinior it was:for the Economic -and
Social Council to-deefds’vhsther or not’ the Commission on Humen Rights. should
consider the reports. Stdtes not pertioes to the "covenant would probably ...
not subﬁit any reports; on the othor hand, States slgnetorles, whlch submitted
reports, would be subJect to eriticism by atates which had evaded the
obligations ‘of thé covenant.
a. Mr. GASSIN (France) approved of the Greek representative's
“amendment to the English text. The Bolglan amendment to the French draft
resolution would make it merely an opinion on the worth of the Yearbook on
Humen Rights. The Balgian amendment should, therefore, be-changed to read:
"...and with a:view to the preparation of the -Yearbook",

Q. & He had taken into:account the estatements, mide at an earlier meeting,
by the United Kingdom representative whe had particularly emphasized thet new
methods should be. considered in preparing the Yearbook.. The question under
discussion should inot, however; be exclusively.linked to the.Yearbook on
Buman Rights,
10. The representative of Chile seemsd to fear that the French draft
resoluﬁibn"wduid“&eprivé“ihe Boonenmic and Social:Oouncll of some of its
-responsibilities: Under-tké French dreft resolution; however; the:Econpuie
and Social Council would have to give its approvel. Ths Council would thus

hevethe last word. He therefore could not approve the Chilean amendument.
/Al. Mr. NISOT
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11. © " Mr. NISOT (Belgium) could not accept the French representative's
amendment to his amendment, as 1t would make it completely ineffective.
12, He supported the Chilean asmendment.
13. Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) said that he was in favour of the French draff

resolution. The provisions of the Charter on human rights should be put ihto
effect by stages, end that was the responsibility of the Commission on Human
Rights. Doubtless, the application of the French draft resolution would cause
same difficulties; but it should be possible to solve those difficulties

by adopting a satisfactory procedure,

14, Mrs, MEHTA (India) said that she had been in favour of the original
French draft resolution and supported the new draft resolution, She thought
fhat the Yearbook would only be useful if it was intended to make a purely
academic survey of human rights; the annual reports from various countries

on the progress of human rights on the other hand could be examined by the
Commission. Thus the French draft resolution would become pointless if the
Chilean amendmént wvas adopted. It was important that the Commission on Human
Rights should be kept infcrxried of the way in which human rights were being
respecteq'in the various countries and it should have the power to make
recommendations to the Economic and Social Council. If it did not have that

pover as matters stood, it should ask the Council for it.

15, Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) explained that in principle he was not
opposed to the French draft resolution. He was simply trying to find a
formula that would be acceptable to all. He believed that if only a few
democratic States sent reports on the way in which human rights had been put
into effect, they would be subjected to the criticism of the totalitarian
States.

16.' . He also wondered what decision the Commission could make after it had
examined the various reports. If it recommended that the few States which had
sent in :ébofts sho@ld amend their legislation, it would not be respecting

.their‘ébﬁeféignty and would be violating Article 2, paragraph 7, of the Charter.

/1T« Mr. MALIK
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17. Mr, MALIX (Lébanon), Rapporteur, said that he wos in favour of the .
French drdft'fesolutiOh.i'Hé thbught that it waz the prerogative of “he-
Commission on Huuan Rights to exomine the way in which the provisions of
Article 68 of the Charter, regerding humen rights, were put into effect. The
French'drgft resolution correspoﬁded perfectiy to the terms of refercnce the

Charter had thus given to- the Cormission on Human Rights.

18, The CHAIRMAN, speaking as United Stotes representative, recalled ‘that
urder 1ts terms of reference the Conmission's Tirst todk had been to prepare o
Universal Declaration of Human Rights; thot Declaration set forth certain riphts,
but hed no legal value. The Commission had then been charged with drafting a
'qo§ehant‘on human rights which would give a legal character to. the provisions

of thé Declaration. In the light of the comments of the represembutives of India
and'Uruguay,'she-thoﬁght that' the result of the French draft resolution would be
to Ering‘tﬁe;provisiéns‘of'the Chartér and the Deelerntion into effect
indéﬁendenﬁly of the covenant o¢n Iwien rights, I 1t did that; the Cormission
wbﬁld'be'tgking'a aecéision which it had previcusly decided not to. take.

19. ‘LaStly, she agreed with the Chllean representative that to ask States
to‘éend in anaual feports for concideration by the -Commission would be to make
the Comnigsion an exeelleat pletrorin for the propagenda of the antiedemocratic
Stéieg. For all thﬁse'reasons; ghe was in favour of the French draft resolution

only &s anmended by the representabives of Belgium and Chile.

0. Mrs, MEHTA (India) seid that according to the French draft resolution
the COmmiésidh was not to wake recormendations to the various Stetes but to
examine thé‘rcﬁbrts they sent in. It would then be easy to determine whether
the‘législation of the States conformed with the principles of the Declarstion
of Human Righte.

o, Mr. ORIBE (Uriguoy) sald that the French draft resolution would make
1t possiblefﬁo implement not only the Declaration’ of:Human.Rights but also the
provisions of the Chortér regurding humsn rights.. He added that from both the
légaliand the noral point of view, it was the Cormission's duty to take z.
decision which would guasrantee the oyplication of the provisicms vi the Charter

[regarding
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regarding humen rights. The French draft resolution could be a first step which
would simply have the effect of making the Commission a real Commission on
Runan Rights,

05 ‘Mise BOWIE (Unnted Kingdom) and Mr, WEHITLAM (Australia) spoke in favour
of the Chllean end Belgian amendments,

o3, M¢, SOPENSEN (Denmark) observed. thet the future directiom of the
Ccmm1051on's work dependud on the adoption of the French drazft resgolution, It
was esuential for the Cormission t6 know to what extent each country guaranteed
rgspect for humgn rights, The countries which submitted reports would not be.
cfiticiied‘in any wﬁy; On the contrary, evéry time that a country took some .
coﬁstructive'ster on'bchalf of hunen rights, it would serve .as an exumple to the
others, in that connexlon, it was enough to read the last two lines of the French
draft resolution. It could of course be ergued that the French draft resolution
would involve 6overnment depurtments in extra work but that objection was not
enough to Justify the rejection of a resolutlion which in principle was excellent,
L Some speakers had sald thet the information in the Yearbook wes
sufficlent In hin opinion that was net so. The information in the Yearbook was
received not only from governments but also from certaln correspondents end
publlcations. The extent to which courtries ensured respect of human rights could
not be gauged enti*cly by the information in the Yearbook. In conclusion, the

representative of Denmark said he would support the French drzaft resolution,

o5, ‘e, MENDEZ (Philippines) thought it would be: inopportunc for the
Commission on Hinan Rights to assume functions of control over governments by
examining in detzil the manner in which they had ensured-respect of human rights
in'the course of each year: the terms of referencé of the Commission would have
to be amended to make that possible.

/ 26. Mr, CASSIN
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6. Mr, QASSIN {France) recalled that there had begn considerable diffi-
culty in drawing up the draft covenant of humen rights; in particular, the
Commission had been unable to set wp a eompetent organ for the implementation of
the provisions of the covenant, States should not, in his view, be divided
into two categories, those who had ratified the covenant and assumed its obliga-
tions, and those who had not ratifiecd it and had relected those obligations.

The purpose of the French proposal was preeisely to avoid such a division by
inviting all States to describe the manner in which they promoted respect for
human: rightse ‘

27. The United Nations had an obligation towards the international
community: the frec nations would be throwing aside a strong moral weapon if
they failed to assure the defence of freedoms for everyone, The French draft
resolution, therefore, was meant as a gesture of eonciliation, The session
would not be complete if, after the effort it had wade to draw up the covenant
on human rights, the Commission failed to adopt a provision making possible the
implementation of human rights in countries which were not in a position to
ratify the covenant, |

8. Fr. NISOT (Belgium) said that the Chairman and the representative of
Chile had desccribed the sitvation very well: the French draft resolution would
enable each Government to scrutinize the laws of other States, thus giving
additional cause for friction within the United Nations and, in fact, harming the

interests of democratic States.

29. ' ir. VALENZUELA (Chile) explained that his amendment agfected the third
and fourth paragraphs of the French draft resolution, It provided for the
deletion of the words ",.,and the procedure for their consideration by the
Coumission on hwnan Rights" in the thirfl paragraph and of the words "for consider—
ation by the Commission" in the fourth paragraph, |

The Frengh amendment to the Belgian amendment was adopted by 8 votes to 6,

T o g Y a3} ey ~ + ¥
fhe Relsian arendment vas adopted by 11 votes to with 2 a
The Chilean amendment was adopted by 8 votes ta f..miib one absthentions
The French draft resolution (B/0N.i/50)/Rev.l) was adopted as amended by
A0 votes o 2, with 3 abstentions.

with 1 absteniien,
o 1, with 2 ahstentions,

/ADOPTION
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ADOPTION OF THE DRAFT REPORT OF THE SIXTH SESSION OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS
(m/oN./L.12, B/CN.4/D.12/Add., B/CN.1/L.12/Ad4. 2, E/CN.4/L.12/A44,3,
R/CN.A/L12/8dd)

30. The CHAIRMAN asked members ol the Ccamission wirhing to submit
correcticnsto the various chapters of document E/CN.&/L.lE to notify the Rapporteur.

The variouvs chapters of document E/CN.&/L.lQ vere adophed.

Chapter IV (Draft international covenant on human rvights and mezsures of
implementation (B/CN.4/L.12/ada.1)

31. Mr. CHANG (China) remarked that the title of the chapier should be
changed to read "Draft first international covenant "

It was so decided.

The parsgraphs on pages 1 and 2 oi document B/CN.U/L.12/Add.1 were adopted.

Section on revision of parts T, YT and III of the draft covenant.

32. Mr. WHITLAM (Australia) observed that the words "to submit a report on
(artiéles 23 and 25 dealling with the previous actions which may have been taken" in
the siith paragraph of the section should be replaced by the words "to submit a
report on articles 24 and 25 dealing with the legal aspects of previous actions

which may have been taken...".

[

33. Mr. SCHACHTER (Secretariut) said that the report to be prepared by the
Secretariat would bear on United Nations prededents 8¢l the federal and colonial
clauses, with footnotes referring to the discussions on those articles, It would
not deal with political consequences nor with thoée aspects of the'problems which
related to local laws.

The change proposed by the representative of Australia was adopted.

3h. lir. SORENSEN (Denmark) said that tie Secretary-General should report to
the Economic and Social Council and not to the Commission. The text of the sixth
paragraph should therefore Le amended as follows: "to submit a report to the
Fconomic and Social Council”,

It was so decided.

35. Mr. SORENSEN (benmark) said that in the seventh paragraph it should be
indicated that the Danish representetive had withdrawn the proposal he had submittec

and had supported the United Kingdom proposal.
/36. Mr. KYROU
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36, Mr, KYROU {Grecce) said the title of that section should be amended &
follows: PRevision of parts I, II end TV.

Tt wag sc_decided,

The section on garts I, IX and IIT of tka draft covenont, as_amended, was

adopted.

SBection on freedem of inlormaticon

The Comamission adopied the secticn on {reecdom of informshion without

discussion.

Section on measur of iwplomentsaticn

aragrasi 2

37. br. MALIK (chauon), lapporceur, real parcgrena 2,
33. , Mr. CRIBE (Jruguey) incicated that alter the words "further measures of

implementation” it should be stated tuot such measwes wight deal witl the grant-

ing of the right of petition to non~governmental organizations end individuals.

39. Mr. HOARR (United Kingdom) thoucht the whole of the second seantence of
varagravh 2, as arended by the vepresentative of Uruguay, should be transferred

to the end of the fourth paracraph.

Lo. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, pointed out that paragraph 2 related to
implerentation measures for later inclusion in a separate protccel, whercas
paragrapbis 3 and 4 dealt with lplementabtion provisions which were to appear in

the covenant itself.

Ly, tlr. SORENGSEN (Demmark) proposed that the second sentence of paragreph 2
shiould be amended as follows:
"It wae understeod that this decigion would not in any way prejudice
the possibiility of the submission by neubers of the Ccmmission of such
further measares of Lmplenentation as might not be ilacluded in the
covenant itself",

Shat provogal was adcoted,

/Tarageoph 3
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Paragraph 3
Lo, 'Mr.LMALIKA\Lebanchj,’Rappoxteur, read paragraph 3.
Paragreph 3 was adopted.
Paragraph b -
43, Mr. MALIK (Lebancn), Rapportevr, read paragraph L,
UL, Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) proposed that the first sentence of the paragraph

should be drafted in a positive form. Fov that puspose, he reguested the
deletion of the word "only".

45, Mr. CASSIN (France) and Mr, fHCARE (Unitgdiﬁipgdgm)usupported'that.
proposal,

It was decided to_delete the word "only" in the first sentence of

paragraph 4,

Paragraph 5

W6, ‘ Mre MALIK (Lebancn), Rapporteur, reac paragraph L.

Paragraph 5 was adopted without discussion,

Paragraph 6

b, Mr. MALIK (Lebsnor:), Rapporteur, read paragraph G,
Le., Mre CASSIN (France) suggested that the words "as a working paper”

should be added alfter the words "joiat proposal'.

That proposal was accepted.

Paragraph 6, as amendad, was adopted.

Paregrapa T
ha, Mr. MALIK (LebanOn), Rapporteur, read parqgraph To..

Paragraph 7 was adopted without discussion.

Pagograph 8
0. Mr, MALIX (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read avagrasl.f.

Paragraph J was adopted.

paragraph 9

51. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Repporteur,. read paragrash 2.

/52, e, CASSIN
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52, Mr. CASSIN (France) .wished a. ghort reference to be made in thg para-
graph to the Commission's decision to delete article 21 of the working document
(7/cN.b/474) which provided that the Human Rights Committee should have no pover
~to deal with matters for which special procedure hed been provided within the
framework of the United Nations or the specialized agencies, when the States
concerned were governed by such procedure:

53. Mr. MALIK (Iebanon), Rapporteur, supported that suggestion.
The French representativets suggestion was adopted,

Paragraph 8, as amended, was adopted.

Paragraphs 9 and 10

54, Mr, MALIK (Lebanon)}, Rapporteur, read paragraphs 9 and 10,

55. Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) asked that the reference numbers of the documents
containing the proposals by the representatiﬁes'of India and the United Kingdom
should be nmentioned in both paragraphs.

It was 80 declded,

Paragraphs 9 and 16,as-amended,were adopted.

Paragraph 1l

56. Mr, MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read paragraph 1l and stated that it
should be made clear that the proposal submitted by the Zustralian delegation on
the implementation of hgmnan rights through internationsal courts was still before
the Commission on Humen. Rights.

It was so decided.

57. Mr. CASSIN (France) asked that the discussion relating to the French
draft resolution (E/CN.4/501/Rev.l) should be mentioned in that parsgraph.

58. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, noted that request,
Paragraph ll, as smended, was adopted,

/59. Mr. MALIK
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59. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Papporteus, read the last four paragre-hs of
chapter IV of the draft report (E/CN.4/L.12/add.2).
60. Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) thought thaet paragraph 3 should be more explicit

and state that on second reading the Commission had made only drafting amendments
in the draft covenant,

61. Mr, MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, replied that in general that was true,
but pointed out that the Commission had, nevertheless, in the absence of opposi-
tion, adopted one or two amendments of substance, for example, on the question of

exlle and return to the country of origin.

62. ' Mr, SORENSEN (Denmark) observed that the report of the Style Committee
(E/CN.4/1..16), vhich had been before the Commisglon during the second reading of

the draft covenant, dealt only with articles 5 to 12 of thé covenant. That fact
should be specifically stated in chapter IV of the report.

63. ‘ Mr. MALIK (Leﬁanon), Rapporteur, said that he would take account of
that observation.
" Chapter IV of the draft report, as amended, was adopted.

6l Mr, MALIX (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read paragraphs 1 and 2 of chapter V
of the draft report.

65. Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) suggested that the Inglish text of paragraph 2
ghould be worded in a positive manner, as was the French text,

66. Mr, MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, sald that he would take that observation

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

Chapter on communications

67. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, read the chapter of the draft report
on commnications (E/CN.M/L.12/Add.1). _
The chapter on communications was adopted.

/Chagter
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Chapter on the programme of future work,

68 Mr. MALIK (TLebanon), Rapporteur, read the chapter on the Commission's

orogramae of future work (E/CN.4/L.12/Add.3).

¢, Hr. ORIBE (Uruguay) felt that the title of the chapter was too broad;
the chapter was limited to an enumeration of the items on its agenda which the
Commission had decided to postpcocne. In order to justify that postponement,

the Conmission should mention, in the chanter under consideration, its desire

to examine the qustion of economic and social rights at its next session.

70. ~ The CHAIRMAN replied that it was not for the CommL551on itself to
draw wp its programme of work; the Econcmic and Social Couacil gave 1nst1uctions
to the Commwss;on on the matter. The Commission had to llmlt itself to an

indication of the questions it had postponed.

T1. Mr. . MALIK (Lebanon), Rapoorteur, thought that in oraer to meet the
wishes of +he representdtive of Urugusy, the title of the chaptel might be
changed to "Questions the Commnission has postponedﬁ.v Befe}ence might also be
made in the chapter to the Australian draft reédlution oh”the cieation of an
internationsl. court of kuman righis,

T2. It would of course be necessary to await the Commission's final vote

on the last chapter of the draft report.

73. M. SORENSEN (Denmark) asked whether a décision had been taien
concerning the next session of the Commission, which was'the’Subéect of
chapter XVI of the draft report. If not, the Commission should make a

reccmmendation on that point.

Th. The CHATRMAN veplied that while in general it was tlie functicn of the

Eeonomic end Cocial Council to decide thet question, the Commission couvld express
te desives 00 the gubjiect,

5. - Mr. JEIRFMOVIC (Yugoslavia) requested chat a sratonernt shotld be

included ia “he draft report to the effect that no vole had Leea tzﬁca oa the

rafc covenant as a whole.

/6.  The CUAInMAN
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76. The CHATRMAN replied that, as consideration of two of the arbticles of
ithe draft covenant had had to be postponed, it had been impossible to take a
vote on the draft covenant as a wholeo

7. The Chairman pubt to the vote the draft report of the sixth session

of the Cormission on Human Righls, as a wholeo

The_drarh repert of the sixth session of ths Commission on Human itighis a
VST VR PN EIAE - SARTE X IR RITR T L W DI L RSO L~ T T T2 A T DR - ~

[
1)
pronsse-g ¥ : 2e Cope

a_whole was_ adcpbed unanimously.

8. lire NISOT (Belgium) requested that all texts which had been adopted
should be distributed by the Secrebariat, in boih English and French, by the
following Wednesdey at ths latest, in view of the fact that representatives must

prepare reports to their Governmentss

79. Mr. SCHWELB (Sscrebvariat) said that the text of the draft covenant
would be distributed vory soone The texts of the resolutions adopted were

already given in docunent E/CNoli/Lol2a

80. The CHATRMAN expressed her thanks to the members of the Secretariat,

in particular the precis=writers and interpreters, for their excellent work and

valuable assistance -to-the Commission. She also thanked the representatives of
specialized agencies and non-governmental organizaticns for the interest they
had shown in the Commissionis debates; that interest had greatly encouraged the
Commissicn. PFinally, sbhe thanked the members of the Commission for the spirit of
co~operation they had menifested in frequently trying cirvcumstances; 1t was

that spirit of cowoperation which had made it pessible for the Commission to
complete the preparation of the historie doctment that the first international

covenant on human rights was.

81. lire CHANG (China) said that it had been a pleasure for the members of
the Commission to work under the inspiring leadership of the Chairman, whose
wisdom and humanitaorian spirit had greatly facilitated the accomplishment of their
tasks ‘

The mesting rose at 0,05 p.mo

5/6‘ a.m.





