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DRAFT IFTERMATIONAL CTYENANTS OF BUMAN RIGETS AMD JEASURES OF IMPLEMERTATION:
TART TII OF TEE SRAFT COVENANT TRAVN UP BY THE OOMMISCION AT ITS SCVEXNTH BESSI0N

{8992, efcw.hj635/004.5, EfCHN/L.TT Rev.1) (cootizued)

Artiels 31

The COATRMAN drew the Commisgion's attention tn artiels 31, with
regard to which theys wep coly obe propossl, suteltted by tha Swedlsh
reprepentative (E/CH.4/L.TT/Rev,1), to delats the article. He vould suggest
the proper proecdyre for dealing with the propoosl vhen the Coemiealicn voo
recdy to vote; i the meantime, the Svedish representative woo, of course,
free to defend it.

Mise MANAS (Coamisplion on the Btatus of Wopen) stoted that the
Coemlasion vhich she representid wes anxious that artisles 3L should be
maintaired, ond resollsd that the Canerel Assezbly, 1n ita resoluticn 321 E {¥),
bad decided to ineluds in tha covenast an sxplicit reccgnitien of aguality of
Ben and women with regard to ecopomio, soocial ond sultural rights, The
Comelsnion on Buman Rights had at its past pesrion, drofted article 3l 2n
sbediepce to that decision. While £t wvos true thot there wos o genernl clsuse
on pon-digerininsation in orticle 1, 1t ves essentiol to lay especial emphasls
on the prineiple of equal rights of men and wooen, & privoiple oo frequently
and so Tlagrontly wioleteds For froo veskeping the general elours, the
retention of article 31 would petuslly lend it strecgih,

Mre. ROSSEL {Oweden) remsrked that bher alo wos precisely the sone os
the precedisg spenker's, but that her interpretation of tha zen-discrizination
clsuse ia article 1 mad of the meaning of the wwd "cvaryone" os used
throughout the coverant wos entirely different, Thers wos Do ¢ountry 1o the
world in vhish cen and women were truly sgualj and the struggle of womenls
crgunizatirms and trode unions to achleve such equality weuld pove to sontinoe
for a iong tioe, She L14 Dot think, however, that tholr couse would in any wey
be asaisted by the inclusice in the govenant of an orticle wvhish, in 8o far oo
it was repatitious, serely sarved to weakss tha hond general probibitien of
AL Pwr of Aferintustioa sawtained dw articls 1, Thot articls;, sdopted by

fo large
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& large e jority, ltutnr.'l, I.u. particular, that tlll"'l gbeuld be oc uunmm
af to gex; ond the wnricus other orticlos afontyd stated that the rights
emmalatad in thenm vere to be grooted to "wverycoe®,  She hercelf hod bod
coraslea, Vo oAy tint, in that ccotext, the werd Tuveryoae" ceast men and vroen
nlikey CO cos had sver denied her ascertion, but eose repocesntatizes Lod
reoained 01lant on the podnt, ond sho therefnoe oskad then all to ploce oa
Tecord thelr fnterpretatics of the word am woll 20 of the provijica that thous
should ba 1o A1stinction &b to sexe In ber unleretuofisg, by the uge of that
largungr the Commispticn hod slresdy intrcduced the oubosante of ortiels 51 in
the sovenant, oo that the crtiole 1tscly wus zot ~oly cgerfludun, but weokened
the general clamse and occot doubt an the mea=ing of “everyoua®.

On the caly pofst oo which the orticle woo pot repetiticus, it woa
vogue. It spoke of "all eeonomie, scoinl axd ouliurel righte" os ceotrostel
with those pet forth in tho owannat, oo 414 pot balisve that any lsporiact
rights bad boar o=ittal from that dscusent; the coly logiral ecrelusicn then
wos thot Statos were boing asked to pramise tr sance oguality with regard to
scme Al apd urapecifis” rights which cight be recogairel 1= o Clptunt fatese,
Ebe falled to mee hov such an ipfefizite socaftoost could B3 nostpied by the
parties to tha corezact.

Mr. MANEZD (Pekictna) said that bis delogetion wvorcly supported
orticle 31, The gemeral zon-Aiscriziration clsusa in erticle 1 wns o troolly
drofted that it vos neceppory to coll rpecicl ot*aticn to Clecrimization
ogaicat women, which wos widssproad in many emmtries, incluling scao of the
most nivonced. Furthersors, artiels 31 chould te Totolcad beceuse, by
establishing the right of oen ard vosan to ogual ealrmict of cetodmlic, socinl
ond mltmlﬂ.;ltu it wifezed the ooops of the artieles concarned vitu those
ruhtl, eines they vould Eove to bo #0 izplesented os to be egually avnllable
to both seXes. _ .

In hia evm m:::tr;r, wooen vere oo the pape footing oa-pen) they wwre
fres to follew any professicn and to dispose of thelr property, asd 178t Doad
ufﬂrhriahtithrmmhmnima It vos cply whon voorn woas thus crabled to
ba man'y nqm.'l. that the l'-ﬂlﬂ.:r emli ke o etobls cuclous of moclety. Hegrettobly,
in masy parte of tbl Islazie world, tes lov of equality hod besa tramegrossed,

Jfenl wemaz
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and woman bhad beesn relsgated to & suberdinats positicsn, He appealed to the
Commiseion, by retaining articls 3, to restare that equality asd to soke it
poasibtle For pan apd wvomen the world crer to sarch forward tovords a better
foture.

Hr, KYRO0 (Oreecu) koew the Bedish represcotative to be on ardent
etender of aqual rights for vowsn. Obs ves perbaps unwilling to retain
article 31 becnuse the affireation of sguality it contaloed wos oot entirely
tree] Wit the inclusion of the article in the covanant woldd balp to moke the
affiveation trus, The Bwedish represectative felt thot the articls would
veaken the couse of women's rights; that might hawe beag trus 1f it had
applied to e epacific right, but it applisl to oll the righte in tho corsannt.
Ee agresd, however, that the vord recognizs™ aight be undapirabls, ss It would
s the antire article subject to the provielons of article 1, paragraph 1)
it sb+uld therefors be replased by sams nthor word, poseibly by "roeffira®.

To mast another polot ralesd by tha ODwveldish repressctative, the wvords "aod
pertisularly thoss®™ mhould bo dslated. Witk thess acenizent, be vos strongly
in favour of retaining srticle 3i.

Mre. NEETA (Infis) entirely agreed with the Svadish represemtative
that artisla 31 vos ouperflucus, aod would chatoln 1o the vols op that articls,

If there was resson to fear thot women would oot be gracted sgual
rights in spits of provisions to that affsst in the Charter, the Toivarsal
Declarstion of Humoan Rights, and artiels 1 of the crrepant 1tsolf, then men
mist be determined pot to give women equality, asd even orticle 31 wruld not
belp, There was no doubt io her eied that the word "everyooa™, or ueel
tiroughout the cowenant, epplied to both sexssj but oeo wvho bald & &ifferant
meatal attitole would eling to it, ro motter bov oftes the Commiseion repeated
that men and vomen should bave equal rights, Ohe thought It for better to
rely on & strong general article probibiting Alscrisiaatics in all its forms
then tr repeat apecific iohmaticos ogaln ocd ogain.

Hr. AZXOUL (Lebanon) said that ki delegatioe bnd alvays opposed
rupetitira of any olnises i0 the coveoant, except when the pature of o right
denended 1t. '

fIn the
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In the cese of eguality of oon cnd wooen, be believed that a speziel
provision vas juntified for the follosef tio reesons: first, of the varictiu
forms of discriminstion erumerated in artlcle 1, oaly discriminctlon on the
grounda of sex was valversal; and secoodly, vberess oll.other forms of
Almcrinination were geserally cocdmmed, the principle of cquality of the
sexes had mot yet recelved universal rectgoltion, and therefore deserved
specinl expbacin. i

Acxious as hc wes & safepuard t.hni. print ipie, he feared tlat,
in ¥iew of the covenant's present structure, the provisions of erticle J1
might be interproted ao constituting oh excuse for Ltotco to pofipape  *
its icplepentation. As at present drafted, the article stated that tke
parties to the covenent recognized the ¢qual righ: of men and wooen to the
enjoyment of various other rights. It might therefore be claimed tkzt the
artizle wes directly poverned by the provisicos of erticls 1, paregroph 1,
vhich applicd to all the rights recognized ic the covenant, and ihat it wea
therefore ndbject to all the limitetlons containcd in thet parsgrapi. Thus,
vherens the generol pon-2iserizinstlon cleuse ir wrticle 1, paragrofh 2,
ves to be iomplemented without delay, it could be orgued that the apecific
prohibition of diporimination oguicst wocen var to be implepented caly
FogTessively, as vhen the pocos becnoe avallalbie. Seen fros thot engle,
article 51 would appesr to comstitute a recervotion wvith regord to the
principle of squal rirhte for men and women, instzed of, as Intended, o
reaffirmation of that princliple.

He would therefore keep an open min® on the retentien of ertlicle 31,
and hoped that the representative of the Jezmiosion en the Stolus of Lionen
and all other reprasentatives cincersly concerned with prosoting the caude
of woben's righte would t¢ able 1o allgy his fearo.

Mr. BEOAME [United Kingdes) snid thot his delcgation wiched article 1,
paragragh 2, to be amended, not bechuse 1t 41d not wvant a non-dlecriminstion
clause, but because it wondered vhether the 1=mrdiete fulfiloent of the
Frovisions 1n that poroyroph wen possible. Hevertheless, a ron-discrimlnaticn
clouse phould or:teinly be egbodied in the dAraft covenant: the exlating
parsgrech 2 of article 1 hed the perit of not providing on exhaustive list of

all kinds of diperiminstion, but of giving a list of exazples Introduccd by
- ithe words
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Thy worde "aunh me™, It thus vent to the root of the rroblemj any oticmpt

to introducs further specific jrovisicos for ooo-diecrimination wovld carely
weaksn that mrovision, The Libanese representative’s contention that
dipcriminmtion on the ground <7 sex wvae oo widespread that it might werrant
opeclfic mention was open %0 the oblectiom that thers were other kinda of
discricdioation vhich, if not so comnon, vers perhape mars refrchennslble. Thua,
to aingle cut one k:l.nlﬂ. of -!.llﬁrm?ut:lm would e umiiss. Article 321 veo
repetitioun, although its scops wvas wider than that of articls 1, jeregraph 2,
in that it pwrpartsd to gover all sconomie, soclnl and cultural rights, and not
meraly thoss enunclated In the draft cevenynt., Admittsdily, repstitions already
abounded in soos of the taxts adopted by the Cocmisslon tuf, in the interests of
good drafting, thay ehould be ae fev a8 powsible. Thero opssed to be no need
far tha increased scops given to articls 31, for it was unlikesly that any
important rights tad tesn overlocksd., Those who had Clven such incrossed scope
to articles 31 really Mad in aipd not further scooonle, social or cultural
righta, tut rather nll thoss forme of dlperimlpation outaids the flald of
spacific righis, which rela®sd to the guesatlon of status, and whigh dapended, as
the Tod'=r represantative ad well cbesarwed; oo ingrained cental attitudss. Ae
the clanglng of the attituds of indivwldials towirds other Individualns rathar thap
the recogoition af specific rights vasr "ovalved, the Commisalon could Im=dly
achiers the abolitioo of that kind of discricipation =arely by Incorposating au
article in s draft covepant. Thus, article 31 addsd pothing useful and coald
pat lmve the dapired effect, vharsas the trondest posslbles affirmation of the
pesd to abolish al]l diecrimipation, such an that ip erticls 1, paragreph 2,
veuld go as far o8 & covenant could go toverds attainipog the epd in view.

Mre. ROOSEVELT (United States of Amerira) sald that the United
Gtaten dalepgation lad alvays Desn anxicus tiat the boet poonible comesant
should be érafted. Articls 1 statsd wery clearly the undartaking by Statas
to guarartss and erfarce the righta somolated In ths covepant without dige
crimipation of amy kind. That article should tw piven the greatest posaibls
welght; any repstition of part or the whols slopshare !n the draft covenpant
eould only weelem 1t. She felt very strongly that discrinination of all
Kinds mbould be wipsd cut. To repeat the objection to one kind of dipe
eriminatics eloce in article 31 would weaksn the force of the statament in

fthe general
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the geperal cloune. She would tleref e ouperi t.o Dwedieh mropocel
(B4 L TTfRer.1). 5t~ was fully svare In do'ng so that ver., oy womek

In 3'm Uniied Steieo fei?, 1lixs tha Comissia. oo thi: Dtatus of Joan, T=L
epecint sphaolo wheel? e leld uper the equality of oen end weber and aledt
toink that bocases she cppeded tls Svediou atand sordne ingds "oz o 8 BRctil
referoncs o woman, £bf wed oppoded to equellty. P somo yesra ola ral
oppied the passopr of mn egual rights emepdrent to the Unltod Uiatas
Canwtitution, becouns 1% would have wirad cut the romy existing Deosures [o
the p'itectlion of wegen. But she hod conoed for pore time to cpposs thot
coandzent beocaups $t no leoger cottered, am wiskn od begore atls 0
argasiis for thelr ouP provictlon. Timt €14 not oocan that full equellity
betwees the pexos md beer achigwed, ot ooy 7ats In the Unitcd Ltates. Slm
weo oure, hovever, that t' 1 "SOF [ijresentative woild ray tint coaplete
ejuality undar the Comatitction lad tesn achieved In Lis country. Ti# cause of
equaliy recelved a creat decl of liperervice, particularly from volesfnting
politiciona; tut it wad up t¢ the wooen tlareslves to eay that they wented
real aquality; not alzply the rlght to vork at the sece Jobo and Junt as
hard ao men, tut eguolity ot tha higheot policy-making levele. Thet alone
would change histary. That causce would kardly be pdvonced by a wtaloment ol
the general right wlerc it woe not renlly laportant; wvhercac o Joparal
statesent; puch as that In article X, paragrath 2, againot all kinde of
ddscripiration would Iin the longe run enoure conditlons ln whilch vorsn woida
ars accese to the poiicy-moking pociticno. She moked I'or & oepcrote yole ™
tis ploaos "and particularly of thoos™; alw would vote agninot that and
agninet the articls an a whola.

Mra. FICUERGA (Chile) was oppoocd to the dasletion of articles 31
for rensone oimiler to those sl 'md odducod in connexion with article 21,
Eha opprocis..4 the United Staten reproscntative’o positicn but recrettsd thet
ohe could not share It. She entlirely agresd with the Cvadloh reprecantative’s
contention that novhers in ithe werld bod full eqoelity bBotueen men and voemen
baen achlisved, Tut sl could not ece how that fazt vas & convlpcing argumant
for the dsletlon of ils artlcls. If the Swedish representative sncapted
that fact, surely tha firot thing to do vas to remedy the evil, Umdoubtadly
thoss who oppoeed end thoee who supparted article 31.had the sww end In Ticw,

feat they
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but they Aiffered dispetrica.dy ebwvt the zeenn. Joce progresn had heen
ochieved sl tie curreni cosolon beyond tie Jdraft drawm up At the previows
seapfon; but *he drlet'ca of wridele 31 wmalE e 4 s 1oel ctop buskvnrd-.
During the dirc -z on of crdrcle 31 at the sawve'h an2ion et a 2ingle
delegation o C - p-ed 1%s feluslor i U2 CPAC o o L. Se enly
cbiecilon rafead B8 blen thit L6 whoudd oot bo e lire ) Ly L dmveEring
the erooaalic, doclsl and culturnl rights La® ¢~ ol sir% s b Thw 2avwll
wnd politieal rirhio. Tue CRilean delegntlrd =, = UL .1 .- St to
ibe covencnt on clvil and political righie (£~ ~=.* 3 Tt dacls .. warelne
At the waventh pcaolon, Mre. Roosevelt bud oun itled poopmenii: [opering |
pguality in the enloyment of all seccomie, roofwl ol ealtwast rlelis, wrnd
in particuler of the cconomic, cocial end cultwral rights set ler.k Jm the
covepent [2/0H.b/3%.2%0), lr. Liitlon, ke reprecenteti+e of Jue'rh ia,
¥ro. Hebta, the reprecentctive of Indln, end tie represertatlsr of Shipm

bad all projosed soccwtat piciler vording or bud supported the Unitod Gtotes
[roponal. A% the current serolcos it woa be!r: sarerted tiat the wrticle's
inelusior. would werken e nep-aleeriminet‘on meraprark fn the porercl clacoe
nnd tlat that perosroph could be extondod to cuver all other wriicles. Sam
Cocmiopion sbould bewere of Lrving to curekeh the general clodope further than
it could sofely o ptretehed. A aojuritr of the Coralanian had nirecdy
dacided that tne pooernl clovet vab Got odoauate in 8ll caned cnd bod
incorporated specific obligetlene in come artlcles, Ohe wor pot incllined to
b¢ oo peosioietlc au ths Indian ragprecentetive. I disericinilion was duc 12
4 rental attivets pn the part of oen tovordc the equallty of nea wod wen,
tha* attitude cust be aliercd. Tie Unitced Fotlons bad, in the Charter ord 1%
the Urntverval oeclsrutise of Human RIpn%c, =ade n Bepdre)n: b creaticg e
poral cbligation; but the cotobliokmort of n lepal obligstion wag atill
required. Srpuoente that the style of the éraft covenant ouot be entirely
consigtent ard that nothing redundont chould be included in it ware really
pozevhet formaliotie in vlew of the very seripus problea the Coomlaalon woas
coping with., Article 31 woa the orly orticle vhich unecuivoeully steted the
equality of pen and women. ALl oprecd ikat dlseripinot’on cxisted. The
Cocmimsion could ejther poss It over In ollense = ripgk soow aliphkt repeiition.
To pass it over would appear 1o be condotlng dicerisiration on the groand of
sex. The Locbancgs repressntative bod been ripkt in only ore reopect: the wvord
"recoonize” in article 3L wup wesker than “guarsntee” in article 1, parngrsph 2
(E/cH.af006). The Chiteon delegation therefare proposcd thet the words
"undertokes to guarcates” should ke pubstituted for the word "rreopize” in

et irle R},
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K. HOREOV (Union of Soviest Socialist Republics) eoid tint the
Commission wes Dot confropted with a Question of form or otyle but rather with
an attempt to oy 113 service to & prinziple vhile oprosing elffective
chligatiors on Gtates gunrantesing that principle. A sisilar situetion kad
arisen in cormoxion with articles 21 on squal pay for equal wotk to =ua apd
woren apd the majority of ihe Cocafsaion had favoured the Incluglsn of & Don-
dinerisisation claise ip that izportant artiels. It woo ersentirl for tio
Cocmisaion to be comnistont amd to include artlels 31 wiich would put an end
to the ubchockeod discrinination agninst womon 1o cost cupltalist countries.

Tt wno surpricing that uncorvincing argeenta ip favour of tho
delstion of artiele 31 guarantseinr equality to wocso should be prepented by
the represcotatives of Sweden and the Unjted States whe theccalveo Were wWooch.
The Swedilch proposal for feletlop of tho artlels wap unacceptable because 1t
ran counter to resolution 4l (V) of tha Gereral Asscebly vhich dccided “to
ipclude In the Cowenant on Buzn Sights ecanosle, eocial end cultural rights
and an explicit recognitlies of equality of wen snl women ia relatad rights...".
It vas Interesting to pote that the position of tie Owedish delegntion wves
inconnistent with the proctice of tho Swedioh Cosstituticn und Svedlsh
legialation which contaibed oxplicit referoncos to men and woren and vad not
restrictad to a genoral reference to everyane. The practlen of explicit
statepent wos alse followd io other rational comstitutions and in the Charter,

In the light of the sd=igslon by the Unitod States reprceentative that
the slitustion of woeen in her eountry Iin the oattor of oquality with men wvad
unsatlcfactory, ho would oot elaborete on the polot further. Moreower, the
Unlted Statas reprosentatlve had onticipatsd the position of the USSR lalagatisn
in mxplaining tha status of wvoorn in the Soviet Union. Articls 122 of tho USSR
Constitutior pranted weman squal rights In all flelds and thoso riphts wore
effectively implemontad in practics. Although complete oguality of vomen had
not yat besn achiowed, considarnble progress had btesn made in the laot thirty
years and efforts im that directicn ¥ero contimuing. It was poteworthy that
opa=third of the mopbore of the Soviot parliozent vere woben ond that thousands
of vonen wvare traiosd in the profocsions and cccupled ioportacrt positions. In
recognition of the aimificance of articlr 31, the USSR dslsgntion considered it
arschtial to include & provislon in the cowrant puaranteeling eguality to woocn

ia the enjoyment of ecobomle and soclal righte.
J1t rad
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It bnd bean sieted that article 31 unp Erodor in ccopu than the
mioimm rights covered In the covenant. It warboteer srrchecus to siote that,
beesusa of ite bewdir scons, artiole 31 wur oot couplstaly covored by the nons
discricieaticn cl=uze in orticls 1. It werc also inforiant i3 nats that the
Fizal clewso af tof orticle did pot eaosdy the 22In 1d% aof the texs.

Helm:=ing *o tho deubis axprasssd by the lebanses reoeoutative to
the effect that arti-lo 31 would wedken the poincinla of artlcle 1, jarejraph 2,
be exprusiad e v LAt the bee teats vere oot mituaily ezcw dive or
contradfctscy ral Pt o 42 uwet corrr Tio sers eroind.  The Labwnaoe
statery® Ozt 3o TiAsiied & artialy 33 b pralien Looeceld lond 10 jmogrodsive
leplensd-t it w26 Lidsrrert Tl vawd avtlzle 5] pmaelalrsl 8o spsalflc right
but meccpnloe) e priaci=ro ihan 0 pusisg ecaer.ty rL )t S% fos 2bould
pormit equal sutapoint of whoet Siamts BY rud a2t gt e ol R oserive
ippleaatatiol oocuris), a% coesd 2o =1 of GLardam nt woa-f iored caloy equal
benerity. Fe te:re.ord oo pat gheper T Aandfet oo of S0 Soprvoscniatives
of lebaon ans tia Whlied fna~fzy mpoadiing the fepier of tha poagresaive
sloment &8 Gl leckls o auticds J1.

e wra jresnred fp cuppers the Chlieen rrepoocl 20 it vae foreally
precented becwtsy b wedd comzd"fate no dnpeewrove o oriicly 31. Bo vould
oppoca the politiet .t the retortiea ef grelsie )5 20 1 woakm the covezant
or datract fio= - oo Atpem.ala tien cluids o aociae L. APSatla 11 vad
not reduriarty 15 <i. geemcsiuld.

At e Ir ctotion of tie CFLPW, Mre, G007 Crnfrr e itrral Couwnell
af Woman} ofd- a2l o Cwzlietet. T wiew of the &imu2 .1 o0 tielde 31,
ghe felx inszt z? Lo 22130 1he reassss undi=lziss s s sxnat of e
Intornatiourl Counsil of Wrmon in docuent EACHA/RLOS38, She copxtted to
bayo o opposc the vievo of the represcntativeecl the United Stotop, Dweden and
India whope opintent she highly respected. Hor organization had bowever lwon
carafui considerativa to artlcls 31 et its trisanial cocference at which the
reJresantatives of 26 countrics had uonclmounly ndopted o rouclution endorsing
thes Coparal Acsechly's nctica stresoing the necepsity for sxpllelt recogaitlon
of the eguality of oo and vocosd o thn enjorreni of cconoslec, social and
cultural rights ond exproseing tho view that the covenant should jomtaln a clear
and upequlvoeal deslaratiop prohiblting dleerimination agelnct wemon.

/ihat ection
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That actien Mad twen teken becauge of a peneral uncasipeos Tejarding
the effectivaness of broaod noo-dipcriminaticn claaoes wnich in the pust had
often Teguired ipterprotaticn and icvclved legal controveray. HKoraofer, euch
clousen ofton contoined loophelss. Acceedinfly o clear etatesent wao eapentinl
in article 1.

r. JWIGH {France) ssid that in Francs veren [articimted Nully in
the politizal, ecemomlz, aceial anl cultural 1ifs of tha ratiom. Whereod thelr
claim to yote and to b clected had fermerly been cloputed, nowpdayo & larim
nunber of wezsn sat in Prench legizlative bodlec, though they wers otlll moh
&0 DUSErous B8 the BAn.

While it fully endoraed the pinciple of equel enjoyment of riphts
By mon ond uamen, tha French delecotion, for technieal reanams, copsurred in
noca of the viows expresoed by the Teprenentatives of Swedsn, ihe United Kinjdom
and the United Gtates. It uom ceovinced of the pececcits of moking the gepernl
neo«diocrimipaticn clovoe opplica®le 1o all the articles of tiw coverant.
Inconoistant longusps &1fferimg from wetlcle to article woild raloe doubts
repardines the validity of tis gencrnl nor-dfocrim'netion clauss nod would mar the
wmity and effectivcosno of the covenant. licroover, it would b dopmurous %0
aeblgn pricrity statuo to ths varioun asjesots.of nemedlocridnaticn by
referring enly to meza of thez in fartleclor articlen; the enly article ghould
s tht oo nmedipcrizinmnticn, article L of the corerant. hurthorsore, the
Franch delepation thought it botter, 1@ erticle 31 wak to e retained, to let
1%t cover only the rights defincd in tke covemnt.

¥r. ECGATE [United Kingdos) eald, in reply to ths reprcoectative of the
USER,; that hs was geontsnot to leave tie vieve he had cxpreaced on article 31 tc
e Judped on thair merits,

Fe uas gratified that the ropresentoctive of the UTE, in controst to
Eis attituds on some other queoticns;, nd [rankly sdoittsd thot wogl atill
remined to te done In the Uorlet Unlon In the fleld of aquality of woran,
although he kad eloo cubedtted o Teecrd of ocidavezsnt which wad certalnly
racarikatls,

The USSR reprsssntative’s poeition tHhat artlicle 31 wan pot an
snanclatlon of m ripglt, but merely o refercneo to sgiallty of mon and woman

fin the
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in the snjoymeant cf cconomic, sccisl end cultural rigbor, wad intercsbing tut had
serious isplicotions. Articie %1 referrod to two categarles of ecomele,
social end cultural rights: those set forth iz LW covenast ard thoee oot
included in the covenant. It wos poanihle %o rosch the coocluzion that
article 1, raragealh 1 providing Jor rrogrerolve implesentntlon of the riskes
eounciated in the covenant would not epply to the seccod sategory denticned in
article 31. 'lihwplﬂ!ntnthmmutvmldh expectel to underteko
Iozedinte izplegantation of ar ussppeificd group of rickte.

Elp ovq wiew vag that the reference ip ericle 31 wre not to
additicoal rights bat to all frres of economic and sociel dfserioisation whick
could be sliminated only b a chorge 1o +he mental otiitudus of individuale, &
long-term proceds that States could not undertolks to carry sut immeliately.

The Chilean preposal would invelve alfficulties regerding sctusnl rightp
euncinted in the covenant. While there wac oo eacrérzeot in principle, &
difficulty arooe in connexica vith fzsediate icpleccntotion, simflar 4o the cane
of article 21, in viev of the jolnt (poration of article ), parngraph 2 and
the terme of the crticle In gquestion. Tka poeisicn ¢f under-develored
countrico vas particularly difficult in thisc clircmatances.

Hr, BORATINSKI (Polard) oaid thot ao o new oember of tle Comminion’
the Polich delegaticn bod carefully otudicd the texto cdopted at the weceding
segaion and bod fourd that & majorlty bed agreed to article 51 oo well & tu &
geperal non-discriminssico clause in articls 1. At that time the majocity bad
marr..;.ttl;r been convinoed that there voos b0 contradiction betwoen the tve textn.
Referring to varlious ostetements o the inter-relatice botween the firag :
article and article 31, he said that paragraph 2 of the first article relating i
to nco-diserimipaticn was independent of the provisionn of pararraph 1 oo i
Frogresnive loplezentation. If the Cotmads, lom accapted the United Kimgdon
represcotative’s viev that article 31 vas linited by the provicion for
Frogressive implepentaticn, 1t muat sloo affirm that the pon-discrizinaticon clause
in parsagraph 2 vor limited by the provisioo on progrecvlve implepentstion in
paracragh 1. That conclusion would, bowever, be contrary to the intentions of
the majority wblch bed voted for the present  wording of tihe non-dizericination
clsupe in the understanding that it wan oot limited by the proviasion oo
progrossive implessntotion. Any ptiempt to cotabllnh a conmexich betideh

fthe tve
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the two paregraphs constituted an attempt to undaradoe the Curmigslich's
achievemsnts at its current sesslcn.

Replylog to the various objectivns to repctiticn in the conciant,
he polnted cut that o lsv 1t was custuBary to repsat cestaln Jezeral clacseo
ard particular provisicns which vers the basis for the eluboraticn of other
provielcos.  Reptotement in puch cases could pot really be regarded &b
repetitiovy or redurdans. .= .

In view of the irportance of eguality for wuren, the Polish celetatiun

wes unable to sccept the Swedish proporal for deletion of article 3.

The mreting ranoe st 1 P.E.

3/6 p.m.



