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IRAFT INTEREATICHAL COVEMAET CF EUMAN RIGLIS AMD MEASINES OF IMFLEMERTATICH
(Ef1992, Ef2057/Ada.2, EfCIA/E55 A0S, Efon A L 6L, EfCH.b/L.61/Rev.1,
pfowbfLAE, EfcubfL.ST, EfCN.L/L.T9, BACNLSL TR Rer ], EACILA LB, rfon.b LB,
B/ bfL.B6, Efcnb/L.E8, EfNA/L.109) (coctinoed)

The CEATRMAN rocarked that st the lost oeoting the guestico bad beea
ralsed viether an ssend=pot in the form of & total &eletion ef o glved Teit, oF
& propossl thet a gives tezt be totally deleted, vaz 13 orler, sad IF In erdar,
whethar 1t conld Le voted en Tirst. The guestion refotred oat to the delsticm
of coe or tors erileles freo the whole of the covemant cose it vad complated
{vhieh would certaizly be iz order), but ta the delotlcs of s glven articls
trestod ot the &1zs o3 an interral, Total pred-sal.

The procedural gumsticn that ofjsc was o Nodamental one,fo *3A% tho Tlme
spent oo corsliering it vould met be wasted, Tra Znsue, vhich kept recurring in
tho United Datleom, susk socmer of later be faced and cloriflsd.

Nticatoly tho problea was & O wiamapial ece 1o logle, vall-koewm 1o
ths enciect Graeks and stulled by Alfred Port) Yaitchied ond Bertrazd Tusnell
in their Pririipin Methematics, Tho quastion they bl esudiod vaa ¥oothar &
clagn wig o macbar of iteelf apd they had selved 1% Ly oomne of thelr fenoul
"thapry of typon”.

Thie Tnlted Eingdom proposal wap that articls 73 ebould bo deleted and
ba hed sxplainsd ot the last mcoting why that propooal could not b troated as
&8 smizgnt. The Dalgiss ropressntative had roleed ths interosticg cusation
whather 1t coulf severtlsless be viewod as & fropessl with respect to article 3.

A= g proporel It could be interpreted Im oo of two ways. It euld
e treated &8 & propossl cobesrsimg tho prepent text of acticle 73. A thus
| interyreted, it ctuld cortaioly be adaltted sod disciaded, but for resccas which
by Bad carafully ceazidersd but would oot eGkter 1oto at Fressst; it Lnd £ ba
put to the vote last, Dot rirst.

Tha seccsd intarpretatiun ves that tis prepoeal did pot rofer to the
| taxt of artizle 21 ss It stood, but to the gas.nl idea or priociple coatalned
 im that articls, De=mly to all possible propocals e=lodring that ldes, os o clnss,
Such o propesal would logicelly be quite differcat froa the ome to d2latn & f2Ven
| specific taxt. :

Jrar & proposal



For a propossl roising the queation of princlple, or of & ¢lasa aof
Yalorents, e geldence ws to be found in the rules of procedure. In copeo pot
prurided for by the rules of procefure, he believed it always to be his duly to
coepily with the wisker of the delegation putiing fopverd e mtion, unless oomo
other delegation shou'd object, 16 which cape e would Firet consalt the
Cocmisgion, For qusstions of principle; there were, hoverer, precelents in the
Comipsion, 1n the Ecoccsde asd Soclisl Councll exd In the Security Council,
where wuoh guesations were disposed of Flret. i

Er balieved that the second Interpretaticn of the intent of the
Ualted Kingies dclepation wns the correct one == raouly the question of frincipnle
or clags of Joirsinty =- aod as mich ke wouwld be happr to put It to - wobe
Flrat, unicow ooce other delegatlen objected.

Mo, BOATE (United Fingdes] 2ald that the Chalrman hed cormectly defimed
the poafticn of his delcpatien whicn had 2ot opecilically chjeccsd to either the
contents or the fors of article 23, Wit vaa8 esfpaa:d, in primeiple, to the

incluelon ip the covenant of ooy repetliloce tex=in,
eat he vonted the Commiaoico to deslde sp the paoely Fermal gueatiom

whe ther 1t veo ontisficd with tie relationchin botween ortiele 23 oo the ono hand
and ariiclen 26 mrd 2% on the ether. e thersfere Folt justifi-d in aak’ng the
Commtoolom to take B vote on hie propobal ae 1t wvod o previoun gueatien.

“he CH.TEWA ocald that &3 the Uplted Einpcon propoaal ol a provicas
guestion be would coll ppon the Commanolon to decide Jiret whether cr not

article 23 should be Inperted ip the covenant,

I+, SAITA CRZ (Chile) thought that rule 1, paregreph 3 of the
Frseticne]l Coenlssicss' rules of prosedurs Rirst help the Coexiosion cut af that
pocedural Airficality. The Unlted Knglen procosal could be razel v 8 Teguest
that oo decivicn be tarn oo the substance of art.cle 23, In which caze "o
rroposal could e conoldered a8 & previows queatiqo, The United Elngocu delpeation
woald then dmew the Coemfpalen's wicwe and ecull woie ch the poonlireat to

article 23.

JThe CHAIRMAN
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The CHAITEWN wes not sure vhether rule 01, seragreph 3, epplied eo
there hod been no =3tlom reguiring thet no declaica W teken op Lhe subsirnce
of the proposal: he would 1ike the Uniwed Einpic renresentative’s wioc oM the
mliter; howrver.

B, FURS [hitel Eipgdo=] replied thet ke would be plad Lo agroe 10
the Chileen representative's myzoestizo I 16 wo Id Belp the Commlaalon, Ue
weld 1ike 4o sek the Ce==foslon wvhetber % W 2o3lrahle to Lntlice the opoe
sntter Brth in n eprcicl articke epd i etler artleles o ihe covenant. where
AT .3 meed for the Coinalon &0 tac £ vie oo the ciotenee of article 21,

ke CILTRYAN wordersd wiviber the Cro=oopslan wiuld ptlll e erle to
conalder Article 23 werr thet prefoanl sdopted.

hr. BOATS (Untted Kinglen) aald that the pdoptien of Lip prepocal
woild in B vy prevent the O-maisalen fres conoldering the nrtlels Laters

I'r. SAITA CELT (CR:le) thought, on the semirary, ot ver the
nited Xinpdoe proposnl eceentsd, ertiele 23 would sutesstically frll o2 thot
the Coprdmzicn wesld na Looser B0 able w0 complder 1t.

TEe CMIRYD pat to the vote the United Kingles propoopl that oo
Meaipios be taken on the swhetanze of ertizle &3,
The Tplted Pon e propoial vea pelerted by Il woted 15 s,

he COATIZYD eveinip~d thet the oo dzeats sutaltted by the delepatices
e ke U55E (BfCR. ML AD) and Chine (3/CE.50L, 7] loth sroposed allitlene to
rilele ¥3 fkat wers pal iocactatibls, O thes Mt the Chincee epenloent shoull

Eﬂ put to the wte Tirct.
=k Chipzge pmenioent ¥an elophked BF O wobes ko none, with Elhuunum.

Tha COATRIAN put te the wots the LGOR delecmtion's smendsent (RFCIRELLL),
The TESR dxlemtion’s omocdment wis Tojected by 11 Yotes to f.owith L

Pl tont *
mention JThe CEATR/AE
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The CHATRMAN put to the vete article 23, sp smendod, &s o vhale.
Article 25, e ssended nod as s vhole, uns adopted by 1h wites to
nhga, with b abatentisne.

Kr. FAFSNEELIS (Gresce) bad voted for erticle 23 s be felt that
housing sbortages, vaich malsed sericus soclsl jmobless, were largely
responaible for the low gtendard of llving In el:od countrier.

Mr. SANTA CEUZ [Chile) Bad voted in faver of the Chioese asenlsent
because the article co stendsrds of 1liwing shoald be separate [roo that Sealing
wity the sspgential elesents nceded to samuTe a decect standand of living.

Mr, DOARE {Ualted fingdom) Bad sbatalned from voting do the Chiness
pmentnent as 1ts proviglons were already cowersd by article 25, He bad clec
sbatalosd froo voting on the artizle ss 2 whole as 1t8 sutstence would or could
be covered by artleles Eh and 25 of tha euvenant.

The CILTEMNE i‘rvited the Coonlaslon to comelder artlele ol ol cte
draf. eovenant.

Hr. FICKFGAD {Intercatiensl Tabour Crjanisation) reforred te the i Fell ]
sugceetion contained in document Ef2057/Add.2, 1.e. that the intent of the
artlele olpht be more clearly cooveyed 1T the Jtates Werd Lo recagnize the
right of everycne to an adequate end ioproving staslord of living.

Pira. FEETA (Ipdin) uould vots for mrilcle 24 as 3t dealt wits
atardardp of living 1o gepersl end stressed the oeed o arsure & contlousus
isprovesent 1o Jiving cenditions. Tt soould tuerefore be separetes froa
article 2% waleh deplt with one ceseotiml elezent oF 3 ninioun stanfard of
living.

Me. B9ARE [United Zinsdea) ves in fav ¢ £ artiele 2% but the ILO
representative’s suggestion aod the wording of the jresent text ralscd poce
doubt 1p his mind, sipee thers vere cartals ipdiv.d als wvhose standard of
1ivieg vas alresdy oere than sdegquate; to require any further iSpravesent

I'rfﬂ-l"‘".ﬂ
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for thes would be stectd, Pe wves in fevour of the general Jateation of this
part af the text and it sight te poaslble latcr to forpulete 1t 1o o way vhick
would avefd teat difficulty. The Indian re:repastative®s remarin only
strencthenesd Bis beliel that the quepticn =F tousing atould be incloded ID
artisle 2% as that article dealt pot with sinime but vith sdequaie sLaniards
of llvirg: that vas » wider rooception wvhich atould certalnly apply 1o BOVEIRE.

Mr. SETTLAN (fustralia) weuld vote for article 2% slthoogh oe would
prefer the wimd “eootinslng” to be usel ..atesd of LBe wond “epatinay” whalch
mlght Eean “withiot lcterTepilce”. Certalo disasters Juch &3 deluzste Lbat
were beyuod the €ontrol of cas Sicht sanetes prevest States froc enewriog &
cemtinucus c-rovement in the standasd of lring. It woulé therofore be
enresllstic for & Ginte to asause certaln obligatlsos undar Lie covoiant L
It might it wiways Be Able T fulffl. B thousht the word Tesntinalng” vould
be the Tight equivalect for the word "grreterta” In the Fres'h teat and LRt at
the ahprepriate tice the clange chould be Eade,

The CEAIRAUM put to the vote erticle 24 of the Araft coverh.
Articce 24 of *he dreft coverant wan a'phed unaflac k..

Toe CTLUTAH dovited the Cooisslon to conelder article &5 of the
drafe eivinant and the acend=ants t.oercta,

Hrs. ROOGIVELT (Unlted States of f-:rice) onoouniced thoat her delegetiom
would pubcit & ceviged wext (EFTLLSL.T5 Rev.l) of ite asenioent (&fea. L. 79}
walel would e cireuisted ot cnce.

Mr. ECARE [Usited Kirpiom) sald thst Bie delegstlon’s eoerd=enl
(EfcH.4f1.E6) pnd the United States revised acendoent both aized st t.e
deletion free artiele 25 of the izplezertatlon cleee wtlrd alresdy existed
1r artfcte 1. Ee would therefere withdraw Bis & er'zest b that €1d raot
pecyiparily zean that hip delepatlon afcepted tos roed of the Unitel Siates
asetdzent .

Mr. WEITLAM (Australis) explaioed that the purpose of hls delegaticnts
asendzant {EfEN.AJL.BE) wna alea to bring article 25 Into lime with article 1,
but s the wording of the United States moendoest was core satlsfactos;, e

lyonild withdrav it. [The CRLTIOAY
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The CIF TAMAT Argw the Loricsfcn’s a*tteotion o Socusant
Efot b fEssacd. 1,

Al Bay (Sropt) ctssrved thot the tert of ertizle 25 had besh drafted
by WEI. Es vould 1ike to heer what the representotive of that opepcy had to
cay about It.

Dr. INSALLS (Yerld Eealth Orgr "sotica) sall that che bad cothles to
add, ew the V&7 had cot propesed aoy eoecdsept of the toxt of artlcle O as
adcited by the Coeleelon at 113 sewenth 8 asigo,

The CEAIRM'H propodsd that, vhile sveitiog the dletribation of the
revipc) [nlted Stotes azepdosnt (000070 T0Mev.1), tho Cezateslen should vote
e article i%, tho postrorcesct ai which hed Leen declded ot the 230nd meeting.

M=, FWLLEITS [L"’:nhliu.r; Sowlot Mestaliet Republie) Bopod that tha
raproeantative of the Unitad Stotes would withd:ov her delegaticn's ¢ “onnk
fofom b fL. T/ 07, 1) o cxpecite the Coeminniom‘s work,

wp, BT SuvuTuey) sald that, withert prejudging the Ualted States
ropresoatasive’yd roattlen to the Ubraiplun moprencative’s sugceetlon, bis om
delopatios wisked 1o subzit oo ezonlzect to ihe revieed United Steter ecendoeat

(EfoR.6 L. Tiffwr 1),

Hre, DLSENEET (United States of Azerical} said that ber Selegatien
veuld press 1ts emendeari,

My, WoElohy fUslen of Serlet Soclelist Pepubllzs] supportied e
Chafrasin's prepaal taet the Comiseles aboula cuspesd the coosléemmticn ef
"articie I5 ErS paSs ©O 19 the vote oo artlels e

I* ves £o dacide],

Thr CEalltd™ caplalpas trat wndar rule £l af the rulms of procadure, tha
ipited Elogdes a=zendeant to oriicls 340 {Ef{:‘?.hﬂ.mi could be put to the vote as
b previous gueatles.

fir. NonEE
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Mr. BOAEE (United Xingler] said 4rz=t his delegation oppased erticle 25
for reascns whirh be had mlesdy Tully explaioed coasermicg the balooce between
thet erticle and sther articles af the draft covesont, tbe usdesirabllity of
speeial {mplementation provislcns, and the role in that fleld of the apecislized
sgtociec. Tous, his delegation's proposal (EfCH.A/L.BI) fell ints the first
category of propossls referred to at the beginniny of the mestlcg, nocely
thoae vaich bort oo B £LTED text and could be fut to the wote ooly after the
anerdnerts to that text. Se cticle 20 as = wncle sbould bo put to the vote and
ite rejecticn womuld he tantescumt to the sdoptlos of ibe Uaited Kingles proposal.

Tee CEATOUY ssid that that interpretation ves correct and resinded
the Coc=isalon that, ot the Avstralian representatlve's request, the wonds
"withipn twvo years” wvould be voted on scparately, saa wwlid the wosd "rrogressive”,
at the LSSR =eacemeriative'a Tequeast,

The werde "within twy years” were adapeed by 11 vetes to 5, With 3
abatentions,

Torc word "riigresaive” vas rAunked By ] votes to 5 with 6 abetentlions.

Article 20 nn n whcle wms ade bed by 12 vites to §, with 1 ahatoatlen.

Mr. AZEOUL {Lebanon) had wited for the werd "progressive”, although
bis delepation Ead vated mruinot the inclusion of the waist "progressively” fo
article 1 of the Araft coveiant, becouss Be tol.eved that, as it reforred %o
the carrying sut of pesitive sbligatlons, the ters wos oot reatrictive in
article 20, On the contrary, it showed that when sutcitting tbelr place, States
would kave to indleste the warlous stages by menns of vhlch tiey §f [osed 1o

apply then.

Mr. VEITLAH (Auitralia) sald that be hed alrezdy explained viy be vas
agalnat that erticle.

He. SANTA OO [Oaile) had mot taven part 16 the ¥oilms on the vords
"yityln twp yeare”, tut hila delegatios had int. et to wote far thelr loclugles.

Hes. MEELS {Tedia) had shatatned from v tlng on article 29 am & wEAle
| pecsupe, like the United Kinpdoo reprosentstive, phe thought it out of place in

" the drsft covensnt.
JHr. EOARE
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Mr. EDZRE (United Efngiom} had vricd sgainot the worde “within twe
swayg™ rot becmaoe he lhoupht that perfol tho ahort Bub becmoe they ir lled a
rrocedure that his felesntilon coudd not sccapt. lo hod abstgined oo the vord
*progrepslTe”, ac he comld pat vole Ir favour of any pert of article 29.

b, FISOT (Belrirs) hed woted agminat erilele 20,

Hr, JOVESETIC (Terpalavia] sald +hat ke hid voted for artlcle 20 as
& vole, B bad, baover, abetained on the verd "progreasive”, alttouch he
had Tatel azmipst the us= :f that wvorld in ertfcis 1, which deolt with | - wnerml
sblirationg of Statea, In view of the faot that a rojority hed weted Do os
wbe ofF tRe word ig erticles 1 == which wee-of & re.orol patare -- the quenilon
whetkrr or not the word "nrogrescive” ahould %o weed in erticle 22 w33 no
Lmrap Iz=~crtant.

FTMI Dey (Erypt) h=d voted for the word “procreoaivwe” Dor rrozond
pi=iip= to thkase sdiuzed hy tne Telamads roaeseenirtive and hewnoanc, IF Lt
were oot insleded, & State =it clalo the ripa% W omt off enx e7tlon with
resard to efucotion mntil the tlme lin®t foer the Inglementatlon of @ jlan hed

elqavi.

Mra. RFSEL (Gwvmd=n) e~id that ebhe spprawvel of the =epirccd not
farth 1o Arttole &, Lat hadt votod againot it beenuns ohe thought It cut of
place 15 4hs 2raft covepant.

Kr, INTSST (Feanes) eod My EATSALTTES (Gresce) had voted for
article 2.

The COATTSAN sald that the Cormpilon mi-ht retume the comole-. “tien
of artiele 5%, ps ks United Dtoten asendeent (FfO0AL.70/Tev.1) ked been
dfatributed,

D, TECATIS (VoA Heplth rwsfzecie | 0. “sht that the Ualt:d StoleD
apendment [EfCH. 4L T Rev. 1) wam comate ot a0k the atetement by WD
rependuced 1o decurent Ef20TT/A4A,1, tat would lave winked the definitien of
Benlth on it appeared in the WID's © notitutinn 4% be reincorormied Ip 1t

fir, HICOT
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Pr. NIBOT (Belglon) sald that io the Englfeh tarxt of articls 2% the
eTpresalon "the right of sreryoos to the sojoyment cf the higheot sienderd of
bealth chiairadle” might load to comfuslon but Lhat ihe Freach text 127 -y
reforred to “droit de touts pereccos k 1fdtat ge santd 1s plus utur-_unt

qutalls soit capebls Afattainlre™ .

Kr. BOATE {Usited Kingloa) thocgh® that the Eoglish toxt might read:
Sykizh be is copakls of attaining™, & 1iteral twsslatico of the Jfrooch Tormula.
Berarttalsss, tho Eoslick formula wee ceoprebenaiva; 1t relatsd to the
inf1vifual in & given ooclety ard tock mccount of all circemstacces, jscleding
tha 1ofirldinl clrematarsss of cish pOresn.

Tr. TECALIS (World Mealth Orpanicatico) corooted that the Epglish
toxt voo patterned oo the definition contalned 1o the Conotitotios of RBO
which yeferrsd to *bighest nttainobls stacderd of bealth™. Thot foy=uls vas
wiflar in ssepn tFin the Fr-ach oos.

Foe AIEDGUL (Lebaron) thousht thot e guestion of prigsitle rather then
i mara Eattsr of Arafting weo imvalved. The Frouch text gate comaldegatlon
coly to the ipdiriéunl'es Ichorent licitaticns; it wos therefere breedor 1ban
the English tert which seemsd aloo 1o plve conolderaticon to sociss linitatioos.

Fee JU - %F (Froooe) ctesurred in the pooitlon of the Lobances
repTesostative.  ticls 2% izpoesd oo Stotes the obligatien to toko oll
pomalitls steps %o snrore to mll the hipkoot otanlerd of healih obtaloatls
Wt that ohllgation wvas restricted by the pymlolsglecl charmoteristica &f
the ipdiridoal which, at the currect stapge of sclentlific developmect, might
PFury on samrmouniahle ghatasle.

- IMCALIS (Warld Health Orpanlzatioe) poiutod cut thet g erticls 29
the vyl uted was "obtalnabla™ while the Constitutlea of WO used the word
Fattalrablo®,

J . SLEA CRUZ



Mr. DANTA CRUZ {Chile] nated that Auwring the seventh seesion of the
Crerelpalion the Chilenn delegation had subeitted o propossl bosed op the
Anfinitica glvin in the Conmtitotion of WEZb. Toe Ceszleslon bal adepted w
Ualted Btates ameni=ment in whick, snorg otber 1hings, the vord "attainsble™
hod been replaced by the vord “obtaiaable™, n change which bad pesscd wmnatlced
by the Comdiapion. Bz wvisbed to kpow vhat bed 1ed the United States delegatlon
to propops thatl aserfzent.

Hrs, BOCGEVELT (United States of Ascrics) safd that the soendnest ir
questirn was baded oo m text suzgested by VB0 sppearing in document E/CH.bS5AN
whirh in Pryljish costained the wvord “oboafnahle™. The oripginal text of that
docuent was drmfred im Fremsh and contalined the formuls of Lhe Cxatltution
af WF0. She heceelf had po <t)rstlon to the restoraticn of toe wisd "stiainable”.
Eba thousht that the Engllsh forcule wiy preferable to the Freoch becacie in
that field the allarts of the Lofividun)l in isolation ghouwld pot pe glven
pale conplderntion; the pnrt to be played B eoclety should uleo be boire in =ipd.

Er. ANIST (Frenze) held the contrary viev that the Frongh text voo
88 Brwd ap 1t prealbly eruld be, lnsssuck e 1% peevilded that tke Tt ®e phowld
take all acki=n fo arekle everyone to seo'ave the Lighest otasderd of .- .th
poaeitle, the culy licitatione helng the phvaiel jfleal characteristice of the
Indivicd=al.

Ke. PIS0® (Delpiun) sald ha Ead ceeided m=t to preos the spcment be
had cade about Ehe Eaglish text of artiele 25, which wae repruduced in the
United Siat=p acetdoent (BfOH.4JL.TH Reval)e

Hr, BE3ARE [United Einmdem) pointsd out that both the Fresch wod the
Ergzliaoh texts weore cgually Spen to twp interpretaticns, one that the hishest
stardard ofF health 1o the SoET Seberal sioss wos latebded, the siber that the
stardard wvas the Rlpbost Fosslble o the particular society 1o whick the
fpdividial £l hick=lf., He ougiested that the Fronzh and Erplich t=xta should
resain uncharged, cxzept for the adoptian of the wrd “stialnable”™ in the Exglish
text.

Hr. JUVIGHY (France) expressed the view that any esbigulty which sight
eilat 1n the Fresch text was olimimated by virtfes of the nature af ths Tirst
paragraph af article 25 recognizing the right to Bealth scoplderet lno the
sbetract as an Jdess ©3 etrive for. It wap no.mal to interpret the 1.+ In

the wvmy that woull most favour the individual. TI0 the Ipdividual in = glien
orcicty vere consldersd when that provialon wie interpreted, £t could boe sald
that the stoge nf implementaticon bed been resckad. My, TRACED
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Mr. ESACCO (Uruguay) sald ibat parsgrnrh 1 of the Urarusgen emscizeot
wop intopded to complote tle statessnt of the right to Eealth the definltico
ooutalosd 1o the crigitel text of the United Si.tes sacodmant (Ef=..% 79).
Parzgrarh 2 was intanded to emrbesipe.the cbligstlon of Jtates to Eroiect
bealth through logialstive or othor mesbured.

Mo, MASTED (Pek'stan) sald tiat 1= bi: opinleo the United States
smeotzect (EfCHA/LT0/For.l) 814 ot ofooificeptly clane the tart of
erticls 25 bot rermecyiied o ffort 16 Frpaalze Lo morieicce of that
srticla, which seexsd worthy of ruy ort. He wiwild also cappert tie Urageayso
amerfzont definlcg bore clearly L2 ohligetlon of Riatee io cootazicn with the
inplesantaticn of the right to health, baced c3 thy erigimal tozt af k=
Ualted Stotes ozeclcont.

Mro, RODSEVELT flnited States of America) sald that paragraph 2 of
the Vruguayan ameedesnt wed pointloss bocause 1t repasiled the eblipotico sat
forth 1o erticle 1, purmgrash 1.

Y. BORS [Toited Kinglom) sgreed, Moregrer, 1o hls opinlon, 1t
WAB tonecapsary to defloo the T!ght to boolth, eoy oare than other righta,
The propocsd dafialtisn seemed objecticnchls in that it provided cot ooly
for creplota physical and marel well-Toing tut oleo for complate eocle.
wall-baing.

The CAADNMEN noted that the feflpition vas taken Jroe the
ponstlttions of WHD.

Fre BUSE [Unitsd Elcgioc] satd that Lo voe critiolzicg that
Zarizitica caly in coccszinag with the questica of 1to laclosion lo ihe covonagt,

Mr, ATEDUL [Letacce] sald thot bo weuld vo'e egalost pagegraph 2 of
the Trugiayan anacdssat, The definltlos glvea 1o pors~—mph 1 of that azerdisent
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sroced srsellont IF tobpn within the fre-pvonk of ibe Cowstlitutica of WD

it ehowld not, howerer, appoar io the comeoant. Homeovwor -t Vs LEOSCOMESDY
in erticls 25 t5 mafer to the ccocopt of soclal wll-btelcg becswoe many
erticles ig the cotensnt give odequate cocalleratlca 1o thatl polot; thmt
wdztion vap oot applicabls to the defioitico of *be plght to Esalty talen
withip the fresework of the Constltatice of A2,

msatlng roos st 1 5 noa.
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