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FECOM{IIOATION CONCERNING IITERATIGNL RESFECT FOR THE SELF-DETERMIEATTON
OF FEOPLES (AfL.102, A/L,106, Af2112; Efcw.bf657, EfCN.b4 /516, EfcH.h/oky,
Efou.bf662; Efow.bfL.20, Efon.fL.21, Bfomb/L.22/Tev.1, E/ONL/L 23 Rev.2,
Efew.AfL.25, Efou.b/L.25, B/ bfL.26, BAE.L/L.2T, EfCH.A/L.20/Rer.2,
Efon.bfL.29, EfnA/L.30, EACWA/L.0 snd B0N.5/L,32)(cantinued)

The CHALGAN invited the Coomissics to coatinue discusuion of the
Chilean draft resclutiom (E/CN.4/L.24).

¥r, JEVERMOVIC (Yugoslavis) stated that hie delegntionm had alvesdy
apoksn in favour of the Chilsan propossl and that It agresd with every word of
the toxt, alzce the right of peoplos to sovoreignty over thalr patural rescurces
constituted the practical baois of thair jolitical independemce, Tha Chilean
d=aft coxplomsnted the taxt that the Corminsicn had mocoptsd at its 260th
=aeting and theres was certainly nothing supsrfloous in stating that right in
spacific terma at a time vhen violations of the right of peoples In the
sccncmio aphere vere & froqusnt occurrToncs.

Mr. VALENZUELA (Chils) mskod for a roll-call wots on his dreft
reaclutien,
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Ths CEATRMAIl put the first ssutance of the Chiloen draft resolution

to ths wota.

A vois wes taken by rellecnll,

“n Tfayoar: Chile, Fgypt, Indin, Lsbanon, Pakistan, Polard,
Tkminian Loviet Sacialiot Republis, Union of Soviot
Loglalict Ie-ublies, Vivgamy; Turcolavin,

Ageinot: jAustralis, B-lgium, France, Sweden, Uaited Einglea
of Great Eritain and Northorn Irelszd, Unitsd States
of Acarica,

Atataining: China, Creece.

Thz fire* gentence of the Chilsan dwaft rescletisn wms adopsad by

10 votrs to &, with 2 abatentioas,

Tho CEALAN pat the cocond gantonce of the Chilsan draft resolutimm

to the vota,
In favour=i

Amainot:

Abitalining:

Culin, Jrmt, Indlls, Peklotan, Folsnd, Woainian
Soriot Sorl lizt Fajvylie, Unien of Soviet Soclaliot
Ropublics, Y=rmoy, Yomoelnvia,

Austinllin, bolria:; Chlma, Franze, Greace, Swulen,
United Kinfdon ef Grect Pritais ard Northern Ireland,
Thitod Suates of Amirlea,

Lotancn

Thay sarcnd nsntance of the Chilean dmft resolution wes edoptod
br 9 yotos to B. vith 1 abatearntion,

[Tho CEATIMAN
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The CIITMAN put the Chilean draft resoluticn to the vote mp a vhole.

In favaur:  Chile, Enynt, Irddr, Lebrnen, Pakiet:n, Polwnl,
Ukrninian Sovlet locfinlict Deoublic, Unlen of Soviet
dJocdalied Repatlise, Urucuay, Tuzorlevina,

Shufant: . Aurtealisy, Melet'v e, Franes, Soeeden, United KinHim
of Greet Peitain mnt orthern Ireluand, Unitel Ctoten
of smerdea,

Jtatatzine:  Chins, Sreace,
Tha Cillesn Ara’t weorlu*ion g alomted br 10 yoten ta & ith
Zahntentions,

Hrn, HORHL (Swedern) oad® abe hed voted ag~inot the Chile~n #peaft
renclutlion beenure her deleguation 414 not Belinve that the complex economis
quantion vhizh it relred could be expressed in purh grneral terma, It o
doubtful top whether the Coenlrrion 'mo competont to tarkle what could kep'ly be
re3aried ab s onrotlen of humen righte, Gbe epke® to have thooe reroonn recossbed
in the officlel sumesry vresorl,

Mr, TICNI FAONAN {Chima, exnl~ine' thet, viile In nympathy with the
opirit of the Chilern =™ reoolutfon, he Be! =bBotained im the vete on the
{irnt nentenze Becnuea ke A4 pot Like Jte vorling: he bl votedl Ag.inpt the
rocond pentencn beccune of Str varuenecrn; i ke het abeteinet in the vote on
the vhole proportl ber-usc he woull hove praferre’ 1te provislons to cprear In
tha covenmt on erornoo'c »ichta,

_ Thy CILITHAH ol the Cormlonlon sust nov de=ido vhether the Thilean
text van to Torm en pAditionsl wrticrle er b inecormorqted 'n the text thot the
Commiesion had olopted nt its 2%0th moctine, '

ATMY Tey (Emypt) favoured n eintle rrticle of three warngrapho, the
firet two of vhich vould be the text the Commioninn kad ndoated at 1to 200tk
meeting, while the Chilenn text it hal Jurt odopted would appear nd the third
paragragph,

[ Mro, DOOSEVELT
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Kra. POCSRVELT (United States of Azerie: ) thourht that, sinse the
Chiloan text comcerned the right of pooploe in ti . mpeolific field of ezonocice,
1t akould opprar as & geperats rrilole in the co.smant on economic rirkte.

Mr. VALEMZUFIA (Chile) remindod the Comalesion thrt It hod declided
that the article on the ripht of pocples to self-detorminstion should be the
nemc in both covenants; there ohould therefors Bo no technicol diffioultr In
edd'ig 1t to the paregrephe adopted b the Cormleslon at ito 200th meeting.
The Chilean text should not be loft out of the cuvenant on elvil and political
riphte.

Mr. FCOROTOV (Union of Govlet Scofallot Republice) m~reed with the
Chilean roprescntative.

Tho CENTRVAN ototed that “*Lho Cov elesion must declde whether the
Chilean test ohould te adicd, ws a third =~arigraph, to the reoplution 1t Ead
pdopted at ite mornin” ceeting or appear ocnlr In the coveneant on cconozic,
spcial and gultural rightu,

Mra, MEET. (Indie) ccneidored that 1f the Chilean text wvaz to appear
{n both covonants It wvould be tetter to make 1t r oeparats article. The beat
eourae, howvever, would be to Include it only In the covenant on eccnomic righis.

Fr. FMOU (Cresgs) thought the Com=isolon should leare the decfslon
on that palnt to the Ceneral Asosmbly,

. BRGCO l:lh-uﬁ,'u.l.;r} oyrood vith the Chilean repropentative. The
right of pooples to oovernirmts over thelr matural rescooes mifht well be
wonkened in moope if 1t were ototed only In the covenant on ecenonic richto.

M, JEVRRDOVIC (Tumeolevia) pointed cut that the resslution sdopted
et the 260th mesting of the Corslosion and the Chilean roscluticn formed an
indirielible vholn, a!nee econczlc indepondence wie indlieponoable to the full
exeroise of the right of pesplen Lo solf-det-rmination.

[The CIA TN



Efew.b/8n.261
Page T

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the proposal that the C.'lean resolution
sbould become the third parmgpruph of the temt the Commienirn had adepted at
its 267th meeting.

The propossl wnn adopted hy 9 votoa to b, with 5 sbatentions.

The CHATRMAN nsked the Commission to vopaider the Yugnolay draft
resolution (E/CH.M/L.22fRev.1).

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) weged the Coomiesion not to lose sipht
of the fact that the point of primary Ssgpariacce in dreving up the covenanta
wvas huzan righte. The right of peciles %0 sclf-determination wvar nct s
purely theoretical matter: there vos dn fact, no patien In the vorld that
did not have to Tight for its independanes.

Mr. CEENG PAQNAN [China) said b would mot wote fer the revised
Tugnslavy draft resclution unleas it was %0 appear in the covenant oo civil
and political rights.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) thought the Yugrelav drmft resclution not only
acceptable but necessary. It had been objected to an the Pro.uxt that the
Cocalasinn had heen inotructed to drsw up & covenant on the rights of peopleos
acd not =g the rights of the iodividual. It was clesar, however, from the
Tugoolay text that the right of peoples and the right of esch individual wers
ort and the saoe thing. Be ssked the Yugoslsvy ropresentative if be would
apree to amend Bis draft roeoluticn hy replocing the words "to participate
in action to establish ti+¢ indrpendence...™ by the vords "to participate in
action o ensure end maintain the Iindependencds.." -

He sspured MHr. Jevreooric that, even if that suggestion was not
sceepted, be wvould support the Yugoslev draft resoluticn.

Hr. KITROU (Greoce) soked the representative of Tugoslaria what wvos
moant by "sction® and vhether it might not be breedly lnterpreted to include
subversive activities. It would be dasperrus to have puch vording in an
article »n the rigkt nf paoples to self-determinating.

[frrs. ROOSEVELT
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Mro, POCSEVELT (Un'ted States of Joer'ra) founl the Yugaolar 'reft too
Tooue,  Yhe vonleris] what kIRl of acticn weo refertre! to  wlether ithe ATt wmb
epplicable to » whole peoole ~p! vhether It 4id not cover owubvorslve cetiviiler
and trowoon, Des-ude of the Juectinna in ker aled, she would wote =gelnst tha
Tugoalny Arelt,

My, M0.7E (Unitet Kinglca! llrsreed vith the Lebenese reprosentative’s
view that tho Yuioalw text anrorted the vight -8 an individu-l riaht. It zerely
provides, nulte urneceppsrily, or the Intividusl to ~ct sp 9nvh of o gollertivit]
in the erercine of what romoined e eollestive pight,. Certainly the a-tion
menticnod 'n the Yu=oeley Araft woul® hreve fo Be "efine®, Lt 1t wis Inten et to
lepelize ony ot of vinlene niwe' at ert-bliokinz ~ weonle'r in'epen'cnne wop
insenceiveble. Other hwsan rishte, sur’ as the right to 110, Lel to be rearertc

e, YIZ6E (Felptve) rrxreed with the Un'te” Kinelop -n Unltel St tep
remropentotiven,

e, JUVISY (Yrene) pof R L o =emle agnll exnpere 1to right to eclf-
determinstion by reking to lecems asvt of « State, lie thereTore cupgested the
subptitutisn of the wer'e "La evercloe the ri=shl of rell-'eteiminotion” Tor the
worde “to eotitlinh the !n'epenoenca”.  Frense soult purport the prinsiple put
forvarl by Yusselavia, provilel thet oha w11l to acsules Lhe right of pelfl-
determinitior vo exoreocel in leeprratie sevm. “he Dle vap ope thet reoufra?
more InterTise rtuty wnl forse® 1 ooar ' rothor of the recemenictions which the  °
Copeieodien hel ko Aro up, Therafoier, Blthoush not Inliffer at to the re-pon far °
the Yusenlay a-=gpaonl, the U'rench dalejntion weuld vote mg~inet It I

Hr, DP.eCO (Urugusy) cgree? with the Unite* Stoteo cleg=tion thet ther
were certain dangera in the Yugealww iraft, Tt weuld be oM If the United
Notions were to ennct’on mny kind of rzbion, Inclwling mubversive activitler.

If, howcver, the text were roen'sl on ouzgested by Lebancn, 1t woul! be clenr that
the right armlf~l to veopler 2lvesdy ipdepen’ent o' soul! not be imvoked to
Justify wubvert!ve movements, I *hi Aroft vore rmen’ed to thet effert, the
Uruguayen delegetion rould supzart 2%,

Mr. JEVREMOVIC
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Hr. JEVERMOVIC (Yugoslovin) scid he wis prepored to cecopt the
sugpeations of the resresentative of Lobaanon.

Kr, UAIEED {P-kiston) cbeerved thot his delegation wvoa preopored to
vote for the Yugosloy druft but spuld prefer the wording “to promote wnd
ensure™ to the vording "to prticipute in sction to estublich”.

¥r. KIROU (Greece) voodercd whather the right drzunded by the
Yugoslov droft would uppey to o emnll mioerity of o fev individuds in
& populution of three or four sillicna,

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslowic), 1o woply to the Pukistan representotive,
gaid thot it vos oot morely o question of a persen presoting o Tight Ter
fedspendence but of tuking on sctive purt in It,  There could, he odded, be
oo quastion of spctioning subversive uctivitivs If bis druft resolution oS
considered from the viuwwpoint of the Charter und othear lnstruments udopted
by the United Natiena,

Meplying to the objetion tho.t the rights of individusls should
mot be cited in o covenznt decling with the richte of pocplce, he esphusized
thot o people could not estiblich or retain it3 ipdependense unless the
i ividusls ccaposing 1t took prt in the fight.

Mro. MEFTW {Indic) remorked thut the right of peoples to self-
deterninotion Included the right envlecgd in the Yugoslov druft, which thus
breihd UNNECEERLTY .

Mr. AZXDUL (Lebunon) polnted out thut the right of pooples, stoted
s such, 414 not necessarily incluode the right of individusis. A sinority
within o sorereipn Stote oight wvieh to opnooe its povernzent's policy if thot
policy tended to subject the Btote to w lForelgn Power. Buch o« cinority
=ikt howve the right of free expression ond cotion, os exprcosly provided for
in the Tugoslsy droft resolution. It wvas truc, of the repregunttive of
Frunce hod sald, thet the right of peoplis to sclf-determinaticn did pot
oecosiurily sdan the right of sccesslicn. Hu wgreed that the lotter's
sugpeation would Improve the Yugosluv droft. fhs for
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Am for the objection that it would be dungerous for the United Hutions
to sunction subversive ncotivitics, he did ='t see bov o text adopted by the
United Hotione could be interproted o8 inciting to violence. In o people's
fight for indepecdence, the ond cimed ot deterained wnd Justified the mewns,
ond the question of subversive octivitles or .occson would mot irise.

Hr. KYROU (Greece) discgreed with the representitive of Lebonon,
The Greek delegotion fuvouwred recogniticn of the right of pooples to
self-drterninnticn bt eore ahould be taken io drafting un ortilcle precluising
that right. Tbe ropresentative of Lebunon hod cited the cuse o « Stote
the governosent of vhich cbeyed the orders of & foreign govermment. If
all or ooet ol the popul-tion wvoe hostile to the lotter gowermsont 1t
would normolly esercise the right of sclf-detersination, but that situztion
van alreody provided for in pirngroph L of the witlcle. If, on the other
hand, only o very emll sinority of o fow persons. -ere lovolved, 1t e
difficult to sce bov 1t could be acearded the right of self -dricrelnutlon.
That, however, was vhat the Tugoslov drift resclution proposed.

Mr, AZXOUL (Lobionon) sald thut even In such u cuse the rights of
seshers of thut wipority oust be respected. They should be wble to foro
a party ond win support for their wlews. After oll, thit vas vhat frecdoo
of speech rrant.

Mr TWREHOVIC (Yugoelovia) fully underatocd the objections of the
represuntotives of Pronce ond Lebenon. Be bod used the term "indopendence”
beccute 1n proctice only the desire for independence could be tohem Into
consicerction. However, in order to foclilitote the discussion, be was
prepored to coccept the French representutive's suggestion ond Spluce the ward
*independence™ vith the phroge “the right of self-determinction™. On the
otber hand, it vas not correct to cluim thit thoere wvis no necd to affire thot rig
o8 o porsooul right; ioossmuch o recognition of the right of peoples to

Jrelf -determination
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nolf-determinaticn was tentamount to recogniticn of the exersipc of that right
by individusls, It need anly be recalled that Hitler had proclalmed the right
of proples to oolf-determination but had orleret the executlon == in France,
Belgivm, Greece and Yumoalavia -- of perscns vhe onpored the occupation of their
countrien by Cerman troope, It wvas necesocry therefore to stipulxte expresaly
the right of =n individual to participste in mction alpel at establishing or
maintaining the free exercise of the right of peoples to pelf-determination,

My, VEITLAH {Australia) seid the wording proposet by the represcntative
of Yugooicvia wan open to -liffercnt interpretntions. That representative
conoiterol hie propomal to inclule the right of seceralon; anl he h~l rdmitted
thet the exercise of sush a right in thoms terme might Jmply the use of violence
and recoirse to subrersive astlon, Such an nrticle conll harily be Inserted 1n a
covenent vhich vas intended to have the fores of lav If the art’-le iteelf
suthorized ectlon that wno wnlawful., A8 a satter of hintorical nercoslty mony
peoples had achisved their indepenlence by reveluticnery or ocubverolve meens
and 1t might be that historlcel necespity would Afcta*s the employment af
plmilor seans in peme extreme cases im the future, but puch a course of actlon
coull mot be the oubject of lepnl vrescristion, The repreeentative of Lebenon
hod argued that the Yugoeliv proposnl vag renulred to orotect freclom of speech
in favour of self-determination, but 17 that v-o 1ta purproe then 1t shoull be
reolized thut the covenwnt alresly provided for freedom of oncech. The
jaatralinn 4elegation vould have to vote agninat the Yupesley dreft recolution.

Mre, TOOSEVELT (United States of Jzerica) fully cgreed with the
Auptrollen represantative, OShe repentel that ohe too would bhawve to vole azalpet
the draft on mrcomnt of its vaquernesn,

Mr. KYA00 {Greece) thought that the Nazi occupaticns, refrrred to by the
Yugoolar representcotive, wore excellent cxemples of the necd for n large
maJority. In Franre, Yugoelavia anl othey countrieo the vhole population,
except for a wery emall minerity, wanted the Germrn troope to leave,

Mr. JUVIGHS
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Mr, JWVIGIY (Frreose) thenked the Tugoslar representative for sscepting
the change be hod ouggested but, he would otill hawe to chotain in the vote on
the dralft reooclution.

Hr, "ZXOUL {Lebrnon) noted thit the term "free determinntion” was not
upe” in the text the ﬂtﬁ!ll}lm hxa' o’optel, It wpuld be better, therefore, to
usc the phrose “free cxercioe of that ripht” vhieh refermed to the "right of
veorles to self~dstermination” ot the beglmuing of the scntence. ;

AZT Dey (Eqypt) pointed out that the definiticn of the right of
peopler to eelf-deteraination contained the concept of frec determinntion for it
re! ar follewa: “right Creely to deterwine their politionl, economle, oenial
ol cultural etatun™. The point to Le decifs! vap vhether that phrase
correspondad to the Enlieh term “eelf-ictormination” or to "free determinntion™.
In roy case, the vording sujgected by the remreecenmtative of Lebonen appearcd
preferable,

Mr, JEVAIMOTIC (Yuroolevie) Bod no objection to the Lebancce
represcntative'n suggretion ceclng th-t the idee exnressed in his own draft

resoplution wos retaina”,

Mr. VIEIUELL (Chile) anked Tor o pepurote vote en the leot part of
the 2ralt reseluticon rea'iny "of the peonle to vhich he belonge®™. IF atonted
thone vorde would mean sernerally a et tien of the right of nesples to self-
deterzimtion ) 6 opition of the prim:inle of intornatisnal eslidarity.

More cen~reiely; account cust be taken af the artunl oitcetion I= many countriee
where =grepriuta oes b Lo denplve of thelr riphts ~erts i hoctlle oo enta of
the poruintlen, o o=-omae, by takins memy their civle risaks o= By £+ ] =ing
that ticy ke’ loct % 'p rotton-lity.  Duch oeroane, uneer the Tugsolxzy ool
redoluticn, vy’ fin. throJelves denfe! the pisht of eelf=dete~-innt’en,

Mr. SIEMG PALNCD (Chine) ~eked whether the Yugesl=sr deaft reanlution
if ploplel, veull frra a feo th parasranh to be aide’ to the threec naragranhe
tlrendy alopted or a separnte erticle.

/ Mr. JESSaOWIC
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Mr, JEVREMOTIC (Tugoalavis) suggssted tiat, as 1t had dooe in the
case of the Chilsan dreft rescluticn, the Coamxission ehould firot decide whethar
to adopt the text apd then vhare-to insert it,

The LOATRMAN put to the vote tho firet part of the ¥ _salar proposal:
*Ihe right of peofles to self-dstearmiration inoludes the right of every person
to participate in any actlon intendsd to snsure or maintaln the Jres sxsrcise
of that right™.

A vote ws taken by roll-call.

In favour:  Chile, Egypt, letencn, Pakistap, Urngany, Togoelaria,

Apninst: Australis, Bslgium, Oresce, Swedss, United Kingles of

Creat Beitain and Northern Irveland, United States of

fzarica,
Abotaining: China, France, Indis, Polapd, Woeinisn Soviet Socialist
Fapublic; Union of Soviot Socilalist Fepublice.
o a7 draft oloticn van pot eant

in favour and & apainnt, vith & abetantlons,

Mr, JEVEROVIC {Tugoolawia) kernly regretted the poeition taken by the
Comisolon, He 414 not belieres that the exsrcise of the right of peoples to
self-deternination sould be ensured umless svery individunl was eatitled to
axarciss 1t, Recent hictorical events prn‘rd"_tl.nt. Thoes mationa which had
come under the yoke of Hitlsr knev how lxportant it was to recognize avery
person'e right to particirats in actico to libersts the count.,. TYogoelaria
had paid Tor the sxerciees of that right by the saorifice of 1,700,000 husan
lives.

ADG Boy (Egypt) saked the Chai:mn whether the Comulssion bhed to
decile oo thos whole of the article to be Included i the draft covecants before
golng oo to ccnaldsr the draflting of roccem:ndaticos cﬁn:mlna Intsrpational
respect of the right of pecples to self-determination.

Mr, MOROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) ctasrved that the
qusstion wos settlel, as the USSR and Chilsan dmit réncluticns had heesn adoptsl

fin tum



in turn and the Comiasicn had thes decided to cosbine them to form g aingle
article, As the Chilean draft resclutica ™28 not an amendment to the USSH
draft resolution, thers wvas no polnt In voting oo ihe articls as & vhole.

Mr. CEENC PADEAN (China) said that, though his dolepticn bod voted
for the USSR druft rescluiion and agairst the Chilean draft resclutics, it
world liks an opportumity of woting oo tho article as a whols.,

Hr, NISOT (Balgium) also wmnted & vols taken on “he articls as a vhols,

Hr, HORATYRAXT (Foland) thought the discuseion wos unnececsary and
acksd the Chajreen to closs ths dadates m the Quesstion.

Mre. RODSEVELY (United Btatea of America) felt that, as the two
draft ywoolutions bad been ecumbined in & airgle toxt; ths Comcimalon had before
it a now toxt which it should vots oo &8 & whole.

Mr. HORDZOV (Uniom of Sovist Socialist Republica) oblectsd to any
atte=pt to distort the msaning of ths rulss of procedurs. The oaw articles
consletad of two parts oo vhich the Cocmicsaion had voted in turn and bad than
docided to unite thez In cne. Had the Comulealon declded agninst that umiliicas=
tion, the two taxts would atill bave rwtaizsd thelr importancs, In votlng om
tha articles as & vhols, therafors; the Cocmisnlon could not oov declde to .
reject 1t and the gusation of the relative Jooiticn of the two toxts had already

basn sotiled by tha Commiesion. j

Hr, ATEDUL (Lebanmm) pointed cut that the rules of jrocedurs of the
functicnal commiesicns of the Economic and Boclal Council refarred only to
proposals and amarimants, There was no prorvieion compelling the Cocmisaiom to
rote an the article as a whole; Put in the cass of dociments such as coovantie s
anl covenanta, the norzal practics was to voto on sach of the articles as o I
whols, The Comisslon might dmcids In ths precsnt case 1o Frocesl In that '
EAnnaT,

MMro. ROCSEVELT
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Mre, DOCSEVILT {United Statas of America) urged the Comminnicn to
decids to vots cm the article ae & whols because in her viev ths inclusion of
the Chilean resclutica might alter the joaition of soms delemtions which bad
votad for the USSH pescltticn.

Mr. KISOT (Belgli=) foronlly moved that the Cocmisslon decids to vots
on the articls to be included in the covemant &8 o whole.

Kr. HORMZSY (Unton of Boriet Socfalist Republics) asked the Chairman
to rule tho Belplan roprosentative’s proposal out of erder. Soms reprssentatives
wore chviously seeking to foree another Toto o & question vhich had already
been sottled; that wvam an irregular procsfure and hs aaked ths Comission not
to follow sich & courge,

¥r. AZEDUL (Lebenca) sugcsstol that the Co=fosion dacids whether
or mot 1t Voo receogary to vote oo the article as a wvhole.

The CHATRMAN e3aid the Comission first had to decids whether the
Belglan representatira’s motion was in order, Consequently, he would put tlo
the vote the Lebansos and then the USSR proposal.

Mr, HOROZOV (Ualen of Soriet Sociallst Reopublica) asked that his
= tion be glvom priopity over that of Labanom.

Hr, AZKOUL (Lebanon) withdrew his projosal,
The CEAIRMAN put to the vots the Goviet promosal to the effect that

the Belglan repressntativo's moticn was ocut of order.
The USSR wronosil wan mdo™tal 1= 9 votss to B, with ) abataption,

Mr. AZEDUL (Lebanon) mored that the mooting be odjowrnsd when the
Commission had decided on the deadline for the sulmission of draft reecluticos
oo the recormardations comcerning interpaticmal reapsct of tho right of Perples
1o pelf=dsternination.

[The CATRMAN
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Tha CIAIRMAN, aftar ommaulting the mexbera of the Ctemlaclon, askwd
it to vote for Wedneainy, 23 April at 12.3C p.a. o8 8 deadline for the
subzisnion of dmft rescluticns.

i The proporal vna relectad by L votes to 2, with 9 o' entlons.

F

The CEAIRMAM callsd for a vobs to fix 28 April at 5.2U p.=. &8 tha
dsadline.

The proporal wae adoptesd by B waten o 2, with 7 aketentionn.

Tha COATRMAN made It clear that amspd=snts to draft recolutlezs cemld
be submitted oven alter that dats,

The meatip- rope at 5.20 po=,

B/h pom,



