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(P/1752; B/ou.WfL.67,2/c0.h/L. 10k fhov. 2, EfC.4/L.268, BfON.4fL.166/Rev.1)

{continued)

Mew mrticls proposed by ths Praneh dumﬂim_[gm‘r,hm_] {contioued ]

Hr. BRATTISED (Poland) statod that certain provisicos of tho French
propessl which st first sight might seea quite harmlees night Devertheiess

sericusly Jjsopardiss the real walus of the covensnt.

The Freoch repressotative

had statsd that tha nim of his proposal wos to prevent the ratificetlod cf tha

feorenant
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covemant by s State from Tesulting 1o a wealnping of the sccaoalo and noeial
rights already realized vithin that Stats. The taxt of the proposal, however,
412 pot axpress the French reprosmsatative’s Intectfon, A better idea of tla
real motives vhich po dotbt lsy bahind the subaissicn of that text could be
cbtalned by campering it with parapraph 1 of the articls coocerning the right
of pecplas to aslf-dstermimaticn., If the French proposal werw sdopted, that
right vould be purely theoretical, ma the Powers vhich, by virtue of cooventioos,
anjoyed certain rights over the tarritorles of other couutriss would be able to
frvoke parsgraph 2 of the bev article and mintajo thet the article cancernlog
the right of pecples to self-detirmipation cculd mot be intorpretod In such & war
88 to interfere with their rishts. In aeder, tlarefors, to express explicitly
ths iotention sxpiained by the French =epresentatlre, Hr. Borstynskl vas subnitting
the folloving smendment to the Unitad States smecdment (E/cN.bfL.114/Rev.2)
"Kothing in this Covenant may be interpreted s limiting or derogeting
in any Contracting Stete frem the stapderd of econoolo, soclal end culsurel
rights and frewooms attained wod lmplementrd viez thic {s hlgher than
prageribed in this Covenamnt,”

Mre. HOOSEVELT (Ubited Stetes of Aocorlca) 4id met conslder thut thet
taxt could be regnrdad as an mmendment to her delegaticn's amepdment. It wan,
in fact, & text to raplace paragraph 2 of toa French propossl.

The CIAIDMAN alap falt thet the Polish praposal was sctuslly an amend-
BTt to the Freach draft, nnd that the Commission should therefore declde whelker
it voa 1o order.

¥r, WECZOV (Maion of Soviet Soolslist Ropublice) 414 Buw afTes with that
point of view. Tha Folish propeeal simed st resoving froa the United Statas
pmeatment =11 referedce 0 pational law &nd coovantions, which could give riss
to iptarpretations coatrary to tha jrovisions of the artiale concerzing the
right of pacples to self-determination, It would bardly be falr if the Comlerloo
wers to refuss to coomider the Folish easndsent, vhich bald besn pressoted I full

complisnos with the rulss of procedurs.
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Mr. NISOT (Belgilum) wishod to ¥pow vhethor, under the torma of.
poregroph 2 of the draft articls proposed by France (E/CW.L/L.67), thoso Stitos
whoot legislation in the field of econonie end soelal rights wos core advoncod
ton the proviplons of the compant would be rejuired to moictain that
logiclation at i1tp prosemt lewsl AT thoy 414 not vwish to crpozo thermelwves to
the eecusation of vislatimg thu covenant.

[

Hr. PICKFORD {intermationnl Iabour Orgaolosaticn) stated that under
tho susplees of the 110 a large ounber of intorpationnl coovontlicps had been
soocludad regarding ouny of the matters dealt with in the cconomic and soclal
articles. The ILY therefore attached copsidorptle Importance to the Inclusien
.in the covenant on econcalc aod social rights of & provisicn om the lines of
article 18 (2).

Mr. JUVIGNY (France) dsclarsd that his delepgatisn had no Intentions
other thun those alroedy stoted. The rights roforred to in parngraph 2 were
merely the fundasmsntol righte of the individual. Some peaple hod cleloed
that the Fromeh proposal roferred to purely hypothetical eituations, but the
reprcesntativon of Lebanon and Chils had shown that such a situstion really
might arise. A State could, of course, always donounce o coovgntion; but 1t
should Bot be adlo to iovoke the covenant ce & logal basis for toking o atep
backvard in tho fleld of sconocic and ascisl righta, Such wap the pirpose of
the French draft articls (EfCN.4/L.57). Tho proposed provialoms exld aleo
sorve as & guide lp caee of & conflict of lava,.

He theu examined the various emehdscnts propascd,. The United Statos
apendoent which proposed that the word "lava™ chould be replaced by the wvord
“1aw", took the word "lau” in its videst songe. It was thus ppoferable to keep
to tha tarm "lala" in Frcr+% vhich in tho context was broad:r than the word
"légialation": The woroc Joi” fn the simpilar in its connctation of lapal
provicicons; could to used inm the French toxt; 1t vas mally a quastion of
translation which cotld dcubtless bo sottled latsr by the Secretariat.

The Lebensee repressntative's proposal for replacins “abridging”™ by
"mmki.g 1t posslble to abridge”™ vos oot logical and he cculd nmot accept it. The
vord "sbridging™ ralecd the question of the logal interpretstion of tho wording
of tha covenant, of lave and of comventions while the weris "or remmitting

fderoration
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deroaation fraa” referred to the practical pocsibility that o State mipght invoks
the :averant in order to Testrict econoole amd soclal righta.

The Folish escpdment reiterated the principlee on which the French
proposal was baged, But he corld pat accent 1t, because it introduccd the ldea
of o "standard™. The text propored by France was, in fact, o general legal
gravision referring exclusively to kntown legal idens, whersas tho 1doo 2 o
"standayd” referred to & factusl state of affalirs and came within the aphere of
statistice. i

Replying to the quostion put by the Belgien represcntative, he
explained that paragroph 2 wvas iotended in particular to regolve conflicts of
interprotation between the covennnt and intermatismal eoboventions, the
retification of which made thes & fart of docastic lav, acd docestic lave in the
true sense of the word, IF legislative toste or conventions vere less advanced
than the covopant; 1t vas the cowvenant that should prevall,

He conaiderod that the Lelanese cuggestion to add the words "of uny
parsan” after the words "rights or freedoca™ wap excellsnt; however, he vould
prafer to ipsert the words "fundsmental human™; wvhieh served exactly the soee

purpaze.,

Hr. WISOT {Belgiuz) wished to knov whethar the alm of paragraph 2 vas
to culige States to maldtaln thelr legiclation at & Dore advanced level than
that provided for by the covomant.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) contended that the parapraph by no means preventod
States freo adwvancing in tha fleld of econcale and asclal rights, but that it
forbads thex to roduce wxisting rights.

Hr. HOARE (United Kingdom) statod that the Exglish text did not present
the 4ifficulty vhich the Delgiar representative sgemed to fear; as 1t 414 net lay
down any oblipation so to the degres of realization of rights; that ablipation
was provided io article 1. Iz that connexlon he could pot agres with the
Lebaness representative; the text 414 pot 1o torms forbid the reduction of
sxisting richts, but its offect would ba that the covenant coculd mat bs invoved

to Justify mny such reduction.
S, ursm
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¥r, NI5JT {Belgfun) pointed out that thars was evidently s discropancy
betvesn the Fronch snd Eogllsh texts,

Mr, JEYREMCOVIC (Yugoolavia) said that, with ragasd to parcgraph 1 of
thes Frooch proposal (E/CH.L/L,67), bo hed to make tho roserveiloss ho had expressed
during the seventh secsion with regard to paregragh 1 of srticle 18, vhich vas
drafted in identicel tarma, Statas must be preventsd from abusing the poasi-
bilitise of limitation given thea by the covenant; and for that rassco 1t would
be proferabls %o refer, in that paragraph, to the principles of the Chartor and
of thoe Univeranl Doclmration of Human Righte,

o ccmsidered that ip parsgraph 2 the vords "or es permitting soy
irpalreent of™ ehould be daleted,; alnes thay could bo interproted &g i=plyizg
that & Statc wes not bound by 1ts rotificetioo of tho covened: to alter levs
or conventicms less perfect vith rezurd to ocuncaic snd social rights, That
provisicn vould enable States to evads the cblignticns of the covepant by comclud-
ingz nov comventiocs. EHe would be abls to suppert parsgroph 2 ooly A 1t vers
draftsd oore clsarly, 8o o8 to preclude cny arbitrery ioterprotaticos. She
covenazt whould have thu ferce of lav, cverriding aoy conventicns end domoatic
laws regording humen rights, vhich should provide for s dogres of reslizotlon
ot loest equal to that called for by tho coverant; oo the other hand, 1f thay
provided fer o higher degree of realization, the covepant should oot sorve az o
pretext for refucing the cbligeticns provided for to the leval of the cbhlimticns
1laid dovn in the covenant.

Mr. JU/IGHY (Fraoce) thousht tha Yugoalar rapresentotive’s fears
unjustified. It wae soough to refer to the sxplansticn he had given vhon
pubmitting his dolegation's draft [EfCH.L/L.GT) to realizo that thot wos so.
Mcreover, hs sov Do msed for o referecce to tho Charter or to the Univorsel
Decliraticn of Bumen Richts, ood Le falt that tho vords "Nnda=sntal hiowen™,
which he hed npresd to insort io peregraph 2 of hia ¢raft erticle before the
words "rights or fresdoms”, should satiafy the Yugosloy reprcasntatlve,

fotr, JEVREMGVIC
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Mr. JEVEENINIC (Yugoslavis) pointsd out that It vas in paragrazh 1,
and not parogreph £, of the Frepch text that be would 1like to wea m roforince
%o the Charter or t0 the Undversal Poclarmaticn of Eumn Righta, Be wished to
strass the faot that the phrace "brosdor limitations then thoss horoin stipulated”™
way Dot ulfficlent to prevopt abuses oo the part of & Stats, for reaccoe ho hod

already stated,

Mr. KXROU (Greece) stated that his delagaticn had po cilsgivings os to
the intenticos bobind the Freneh proposal {E/GH.A/L.C7). In view of tha
aifficultian of interpretatiocn, hovever, which parsgraph 2 appeared to antail, ha
voodared whather 1ts drafticg sight cot be altered In such & vay &3 to cakn clear
that tho contracting States, scting in conformity with their legislations or with
axisting conventicns, remsiced ai Liberty to recognils of guarantss righte and
Iresdvas to & graater satont than 1n the covenant.

Hr, ANIGNY (France) agrecd that puch ¢ drafting chould remova aig
anbimaity. Bxvewsr, by merely lsaving the State fres to comply with its laglsla-
tion or vith existiog coovonticns, such & provisicn would loss the paturo of o
guarentes which tha cripimal text gave it. Codsequsntly ks oould mot nceept the
maggeaticn of tha Groak roprosentativa, l

Hr, BEATTESYT (Foland) dissgrecd vith the French represcntativa’s
chjecticn that tha Pollsh delegation®s text wes not dmave up 1 Juridical
inpguage, In the English text of the Polish scoodsant the vord "gtandard™ vag
br oo means used in the sense of "standard of livime™, but In the senas of "dogres
of realizatiom”, an iden that epplied to rights guarsntexd either by the domaatic
laglslation of 9tates or by intermational instmoenta, Io eoy cose tha Joportant
thing == and, it would sees, tho intentica of thka French raprosectetive -- was to
saitres that, 18 & country whers ecormcole, sogianl mand zultu-al riphts vers ooro
fully rvoognized and guamanteod then in tho covenant, the Gtateo coulld not; by
izreking ths covopant, {mpose mov restricticoe or lizitaticna on the exsrcice af
those rights, That bteing sc, it d1d pot soem necessary to mention the lave of
the State or existing conventioma; but, if the Frecch repressotative conaldered
it iodispeosable, ba was prepared to inclvde e forouls to that effect in bis text.

Jier, JIRICHY
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¥r, JIRIGY (France) asimowledged that the Folish proposal had the
edventage of belog less oobigucus than the origizal text. The foct romalned,
however, that the provisico at fresest under discussicn vas to provide for the
settlement of confliots betwesn different legal taxts. Evad teking into mccommt
the ioprovecsat which the Polish representative vas fropared to iotroduce inte
his text, Mr. Jurigoy still chiected to the word “standard™, vhich had mo Freciov

1ol woaning,

r. WOROCOV (Unico of Sowiet Sooialist Bepublics) wes scrry that the
reprecentative of Franca bad not taken afventage of ths oppartunity affcrded hin
to oaks his proposal (EfcH.4/L.6T) agreo with his previous atatexsnt. Tha Premch
rerrecentative could not fall to percelve that a great many yepressntatives had
SXpresssd conoorn regardipg the interpretaticn of bis text, ths asbiguity of which
bad besn erphazized on asveral occedlena, ,

The French propoaal lovolved o danger which the Commissica had not yat !
poticed. In stating thet the covemsnt could not be intarpooted as sbridging
*any right or freodca” and not carely sconda=ie, soclel and cultural rights, it
sodmed to imply that cortelin rights inscematible with tha en)oyment of scomomic,
sceisl and eultursl rights could net be sublected to emy limitation or Tostricticn.]
Buch & provisicn, parcdozical as it might sesm, ves tantamount to saring that pooe
of the rights recognized io the covenant <ould ba invcked to put an end to any
injuatics or form of macvitude suthorizsd by existing texts. Thorefore If the
Freoch represectotiva vas aincers he should chviously vithdrav & toxt whose
adoptica might bave tho coet sorlous conssquencen,

Though the Polish text mecorded exnctly with tha iztertions of the
Frapeh represectative, tha latter vas peraisting io adducing unacund argucents
against 1%, As the Folimh rapresentative kad explainsd, ths word "staciard™ was
the coza oa "the dsgres of realizaticn” of the rights provided wdasr & coantry's
lavs. A compariscn betussn that degres and the degree of Tenlization provided for
the eama rights by sll the provisiems of the covesant vas mot only possibls but |
sasantinl, Tha word used in the Folish amsndmant could pot be nistaken Tor
matandard of living” in the social meaning of that term, and any sttezpt 1o that
dirsction masksd a Ceslre to confuse the issue and systsantically to reject the I
Folish mooodment., Tho nmmdmont stipulated that the coverant should lay down '

fa ninipum
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a ainimes and that its provisions should oot be an excuse for abrogating any
previowly adoptad provisicos which vere wider in ECapD .

Es warned the Cocmisaicn sgainst tho dangar to which the aloptice of tha
Freoch text, which vas a double-edgad waspon, would give Tosg.

MF. AZEDUL (Lebanco) sald that the USIR represestaiiva bad rightly
stressed the danger ot the French propossl (E/CH.4/L.67), vhich might be intere
preted as gilving Statas the right to invoks sxisting texts in ordar to limit the
right of pacples to gelf-dotermination, The dangar bad besn recoved, however,
by the Freoch repressatative’s agrexcent to specify that it vas & guastion of
fundamsntal human rights and pot of the rights of States. He vns sure that the
Frozch represcotutive would to willing to make further lsgrevssezts In bis text if
DcoliAYY

Following tha statemsnt just mads by the USEA reprcczntative ba sav yot
anYiher dengsr -- mot in the French proposal but in the Polich text. Er specify-
irg that the poovisicos of the coTomant could Dot be Interproted as limiting
secoomis, soolml emd cultural rights, the Polish amendment might isply thet civil
nod political rights could be infringed in order to put ioto sffect the claudse of
the covepant releting to ecopomlc, smocial and cultural rights. Wroog intenticms
woald thus be attributed to dalogaticme vhich bad voted in favolr of tvo geparnte
coterants. The Polish asendcant could net thersfore te sccepted without isportant
changns,

Me, Arkoul 414 not belisvo that the French taxt could be Intorpreted as
sancticning any Iinjustice as 1t referred to "vights or fraedoms”, a phoase which
eould gbvicusly not ks mpplivd to no Injustice. The Creok reprosentative’s
auggeaticn appearsd to him to “e sctisfactory but he cev no reafen wiy the
Commission should pot support the French proposal vhich, aa mxsnded, seened wery
satisfactory.

Mr, JIVIGHY (Franco) onid thot havieg considerod at length hor: the ideo
expresscd by the word “"standard™ rhould be translated io Franch, be thought that
the vord "portés”, which had & specifio legal msaning, was most sultabla. The
term seemed cenfusing, however, as it might lead people to think that vhile the
atandard of econcmle, scoial end cultural rights could mot bte lizited, +he wery
rubetants of those rights could always be impaired. In the circumatancas ho

| mmintaiped his original text (EfcH.4/L.6T).
| Jis supportea
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Es suppaoried the cbjesticos of the ropresentative of Lebancon es regards
the Folish sssnfment. It might, Etoover, ba parsd vhathor the cmendment wos
cocpatible with Genaral Asseably resoluticn 543 (VI) which laid dovn that the twe
cowmerants abould conteln e many simller provisicns os possible, an ofjectleon
vhich could sat Bs raiscd as rogards the French taxt as 1t rezpoducod a o=
adopted Tor the other covenant.

Mra, RCOSEVELY {United States of J.n:r.lju.}, referring to the questicon of
trunslation ralesd by the Fronch represantative as regerds thy vord “leva”,
sucgested that the vard "lols” should ba used in the Freoeh toxt and "lav® 1o the
Eaglizsh taxt, it belns w=daratocd that Loth terss would be ueed 1o thelr widact
ssnaw,

Shen thought thet the Feonch tart, so moended, vap porfoctly clear obd
should be adepted,

Mr. VALDOD (Uorainiss Sorist Scelclist Bopublic) 414 not skers the
lsbansss Teprasentative's wiev that all achigulty would be reacved in the text
undar compideration i the Fruooch dolsgation egracd to the ITopoded drefting. If
all that wvap nucessary vas morely to pravent the ractriction or limitatlen eof
sconmmic, wooicl and cultural rights, parapgraph 1 of the French proposel would do
quits wall by [tealr.

A8 rocerds parmgraph f, 1f tho reascns behlpd the proposal In questlen
wars Teally thoos givan by ths reprecentative of Frabee, 1%t vould be loglcal Iov
the lattsr to sccopt the Poligh tert which met down the French repressptotive's
sugganticos in perfectly cloar tercs. EHio refvsal proved that tho intenticna
bahind tha Prench text wers dLifferent fron those ctatad by tho euthor. ‘The
Freoch reprassntative fad 1o foot stated thet paroagraph 2 wvas iotedded to provide
for the sottlsssat of ety coaflict betwean the covencat and cther legal taxts,
Brisfly, bs viehed to stisulste that should the provisions of the covensnt conflict
with naticnal legislaticn ar any coavention, the latter would prevail, which was
tanta=zcunt to denyiog the lepal volus of the covenant. Such & clause would allow
Btates which Ald4 not agres with certals provisisos of the covenant to evold eny
chligntiony thus i=posed on thaw, Ba therafores caked ths soxbers of tha
Coeniasion to think of the conssquences which the adoption of the French text
might kave and to suppsrt the Polish amendoent.

Jr. ODOADE
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Mr. BOADE (Uoited Kiopdom) esid thet it wao pececeary, for the reaccns
given by the Fremch repraseztative, to inelude 1 the covensnt o provisicn such
ns paregraph 2 of the draft article submitted by Fraoce (E/C1.4/L.6T). In the
cnssé of & conflict betveen the covensnt and national lsgisiation of States 1t wrng
emsential that the jrovisions of the covenant should prevail cnly iIf they provided
for mora sxtensive rights than the natiocal legislation of the State concerned.
The argpumsnts vhich dalegaticna that wvers oppossd to paragraph 2 of the proposal
bad drewvn froo pategraph 3 of the article oo the Tight of pasples to self- ]
detarmication confirned the objecticns vhich he bed raised oceinst tha insertion
of that paragreph in the covenant. By loterpreting the covenest 1o such & oy
that 1t pacessarily pravailed over any othor cooventloo or frw'y concluded
batvesn certaln States, they were alning at radically changing the structure el
presant isteroaticmal lsv, ‘The Camiysion oo Fuzan Rights vaz oot corpeteot o

The foot tiut sooe dol-gations xald paregraph @ of the Froreh
proposal wuld parrov the gcope of paragraph 3 of the article oo the right of
peoplae to eelf-dsternination elearly showed that it wus a cistake to adopt that
paragraph. Mavertheless if parngraph 2 of tho Freuch draft article pecomed
ambiguous becauss of the goneral natire of the rights and freelams pentioned io
it suoh ambiguity shouwld be removed.

With twat aiz in viow, ths Polish represcotative was proposling that tha
articis should spocify that tho standards mlready attalned in o Stato as regardn
stonomlc, soclal and cultursl rights and freedomn cudt be safegvurded whan the
Antsr were higher than thoss prosoribed in the covemant. Article 1 of the
covepatt lald dovn that Sates should emsura the full realization of those righte.
The Folish proposal thup implied that the covonant d1d not go far enough and 4id
not prescribe sufficlently high staplards. In fmct, 1% vas izposclble to presoribe
highet standards than those otatod io articls 1.

Ths Fronth repressntative had agreed to insert the wird *fundamental”
before tha words "rights and froeedoms®™ in yerugrarh 2 of hie draft article. FPs
dcubted vhether that addition vas really neceosary, becauss the covenant 1tsel!
Telated to furdapental rightc and freedocs. The addition diu, however, moet
certain chjections that had been raised. On the other hand, it conslderably
nodified the meaniog of the parsgraph by referring %o fupdamental busan rights in
gtoeral, and pot to those particular rights or aspects ~f righta vhich were
recognized or garanteed by lav or cooventlons in Zoree 1o the varlous Statss,

[¥eat van
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W¥rat vas roguirad vas a referop=e to the mrticulsr recogoition or
guorantss of o fundsnental husan right accordsd by vatlonmal lcglalatiocn or by
canvertiozs, simee it wes vith that particular recogpiclion or gunrantes thut thare
night bo & eonflict. Ee therefore proposed an amestsent (¥/CH.4/L.172) 1o that
BARDS .

#r. JUVIGKY (France), replying to the statemsnt of tha reprosentative
of the Ukrainlan 55K, wiched to ecphasize timat b had pevor attoopted to deny or
datract from the value of the cowemant. Ha bod clearly painted out that the
cavenent should prewail 1f natiooal legislation in any given couatry was less
liveral thao the mrovisiops of the cowentnt as repands fundaneztal rights end
fresdooy, Io the contrary case pational logislatisn should prewvail. If ths
coverant apnd such legislation contaired identizal provislons, no problca would
arise.

Sr. MOENEET (Cziin 2 Cowlet G fodllst eolublics) woted 2kat theFrouch
reprodettative adoitted that in the cese of & conrlict between tha covécant and
catiosal legislation on cocventicns or tresties in force, the letter should
sroveil oaly if they waro wider in scope than tha provieloos of the corenant.

The French representative should include that statsmont in paregraph 2 of hia
draft erticle., The latter vas ambiguous and could be intarpreted ss mocning
that zatietal legiolation or existin: lesnl instrewnte abould alveys prevoll over
the covenant., Tha Polish noendment {E/C77.L/%.168) avolded that =xbiguity and
oxprassad the Frooch repressatative’s ideas.

Tha mors {nscrtion in the Freoch delegation's text of ths verd
"fundacantel” before the words "rights ond freedocs”™ would pot dinpel ell the
USSH roprosentative’s misgivings. He quoted peveral exexmples which showed that
the poragraph as drofted would alwvays eacble & cotflict betveon exletihy texts and
ths covenant to be settled in favour of the opponente of the right of peoples to
salf=deternination or of thoee vho snjoyed alleged scguirsd Tiphta,

Io spite of what the Lebances repressatetivo malntained thers wod pa
danger that the Polish amsndzent (E/CH.L/L.168) would invelidate oivil and
political rights to the sévantapr of sconcotc, socisl and cultural rights vhich
camy Under & ssparata coveoant, The snandrent adeguatsaly reflected the French
delagation's ideas and resaved amgr aobiguity in paregraph 2 of the Frunch dmarft
articls (B/cW.4/L.67).
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Mr. DOPATITSED (Polond) pald a tribute to thae slncerity of tha
Tnited Xicgdcm represcotative vho bad sbewa vory clearly wvhat ko thought of
Fampruph 3 of the article on the right of pecples to self-determisation, ard
End almisted that the covemint should incloda s provisics safaguardin: the richts
scqQuirsd by cortalp States ib the tarriicry of othar States, Mr. Doroatyoskd
drew ths attesticn of the mecters of the Commilsslon to the possible comsequerces
of such an interpretation of paragraph O of the Fremch dreft sarticle (E/3.L/L.uT).
Es visbed to put the Fronch repressntakive’s arQumsnts in concrete fora im his
snendment (E/CP.4/L.168),  If they vwre valid the Comisslon should sdept that
wshdmmnt .

Replying tc the reoaris of the Leboaness repreasno itive; he recclled that
bis delepatiop bad always beon 1o fercir of a single coveoist, byl ap the
Coyiesion kad to drew up tvo covenantds ha bEod pot thought thet civil and
political rights abould be pontlcosd 1n his omendsoont.

Mr. SANTA 0% (Chile) recupnized that it was the French delegotion's
intention tkat the covepar® ebould pot sorve am ob sxcuse for o State Dot to
Icplonent certals righ' . oich ita leglslotion alreody gpuarootesd more widely
than the coveoanti, It ves cmpantinl that the toxt adopted by then Jocaitsion
ahould pot be intarproted as peroitting a4 State not to grant fundeacentisel Fipkte
&nd fresdosg under the prolaxt of safepuarding other righte n.t covered by ths

sowsant.,
States racognized Iin principle thot avery huban beings should snjoy

eirialn fundarmntal ecoponie, scclaol end cultural rights, Coma Utates, bovever;
realized that it wves Iegosaible for thea to grant such rights loeedlately and the
covepant provided certaln linftaticons for such cases. Thots limitations should
ot cause any retreat frem the level ulready renched lo the flelés of ecopotlc,
eoclal and cultuwral richts,

The Chilcan delegation therefors sugrewtesd that the Frooch droft articls
should be azandod. The spapdzant sdaittad that in cerinin States logislation,
regualations, Judiolsl decieficns and curtoms might guarantes the exercise of
ayonaale, social and cultwrsl rights to & larger oxtent than the covenamt. T
shatimnt requested such Statos to agred oot to sbrogate thoss loglalative aod
other jwovielons end mot to evepand their npplication under tho pretext that thay
had sigoed & covepant which mersly providad for the progcressive Implemsniation of
thoae rights.

| 16/6 a.a. The mesting ross at 3.L5 p.n,




