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TAPT DTTRFATIONAL COVEMANTS O HUMAN HIGHTS AND MEASIRES F IMFLEWITTATICH:
Ti.7 i1l CF T DOAFT COVENANT DRAWK UF BY THE COHMISSION AT ITS SEVERTH SESSION
(e/1992, B/ /L.6T/Rev.1, B/CH.L/L76, B/CH.L/L.114/Rev. 2, E/CH.M/L.110,
Eou. b /L 100 fRev. 1, EfcH.b/L.169, E/ON/L.LTO, BAOW.G/L.1TR, EFCR.A/L.1TE,
EfCA/L.aTh) {emtinued)

Draft srticle propossd by the delsgetinn of France (Ef/oN.L/L.67/Rev.1) (continund]

Mr. ALKOUL {labanon) thoutht that the Pellsh dslegatico In submittins
an amendzment (E/03.4/L.173) to the draft articls proposed by the French delesuticr
{=fcH./L.67/Rev.1) and poend=mnts (E/CM.5/1.172, EfCT.8/L.17%) to the (hilean
wasndzent (E/GHLA/L.169) and United Kingdon aseodouut {E/CN.5/L.170) bad wisked
to preaveat tha words “human pights™ from being Interprotod iR & DADner ©  ITACY
to the provisions and spirit of the covenunt and Charter. I such an inter-
pretation vas ﬁulllhh, if those rights could ba understood =s pertainiog sclely
to cartoin indivliduwls or to certain groups, the Polish mmezdmects ahould ba
sdopted; 1if not, they chould be rajected. The amondnents aight vell be eprlled
to the French proposal (E/C.4/L.67/Rev.l) and to the United Kingdoa asendornt
I ' LfL.170); but tho Chileon szsndoent (Z/CH.4,"1..169) was not cpen to much
an interpretetics and the Folish smndment (B/79.%/L.177) to it shoull therelore
be rejected.

Kr, VIITLAM (Australin} thouht thit the vords “human right or frecdes™
aould not be conctrued otherw!me thnn ms underatood In the Charter and that tho
Fronth proposal (E/0M.L/L.6T/Rev.l) o3 nzended by the United Kinndea text
{EfCH.4/L.1T0) 4p no way 1imitad the covensst's ecope. De weuld thersfore vote
agaifet the Folish amsndmente and the Chilesah arand=ernt,

Mr. POROZOV (Unich of sowist Joclalist Republics) satd that the
—ctanass Tepregsstative kad dong wall to ecknoviadpes the spourdnezs of the Polish
ambizents to tha French proposal end to the United Kingdoo azendoent. ‘Toe
Polish ezandment to the Chileon emendment (E/CH.4/L.169) wnz nlac escential,
alfico the basic idea sxprossnd at the beginning of the lotter vas correct but
incooplate and might be diotorted by nlsinterpretation. Tho worde “onm the
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rregtest” Rinkt riva the Inpressico thot the laster part of tiat tart lsid
dosm the only proend on whick derogatico fram human rights could pobt bo
Peoaitted,  Tha Follioh apendtent, if adopird, would obriste thet dasper. The
Unist delerstien would therefare vote for it and, I 1t vas Dot adoptad, would
T .alle o vose Der the Chilean crendwmant,

Hr. JEVREMGTIC (Tugoslavia) maid that ths vardc "daregntion froe” In
parap=aph 2 of the Frasch propocal (E/ci.b/L.67/Rev.l) Jecpardized tha covezant,
For oxample, article 20, ésalirg with sducaticn, =ight oot Do recpected ¥ m
Staty,; ufdsr tho pretext thnt o lov & coowetition mvo o difTarent intsr=
pretation of tat tarm, Fe would tharefore support the Folish and Chilean
amndzenta, Eo jweferved the vord uoed for "purtd stteinte™ in the Rusolan
verolon of the Chilean propoenl bBecavse it vas core exact,

T

¥, BUAIYESLT (Poland) thought that the refreseniative of the United
Kinsdom had scccpted the subctitation of the ward "fméarental® fer "any™ in
his msendment (E/CT.4fL.170). Es apresd with the Lelcnecs rejrecentative tint
1t woo gapentinl to obriate the risk ¢f o mlsintarpretation that might
pubtsrdinats tha corancnto to donsstlo lsw epd cormventlions. Tw taxt should be
zads nome epecific In the oanmor smovidod by ths ¥elleh asendento.

Izo. BCXAVELT (United Stateo of Americe) vugpasted tiat the word
Fdaropating” should te cubsbituted for “pernitting dorogmticn” In the Engliek
veroion of paragraph & of the Freamch proposal (EfCH.4/L.G7/Rsv.l}: Bho wan
urablo to suppeet tha Folleh emonisenis which sorsly eads for confualon.

Mr. BIFALEREO (Vrainian Sovist Soelsliot Ropoblic) would vota for tha
Polioh amendrento {EfcN.4/L.172, Efcu.M/L.173, Efen.S/L.ATh), tecanos slthough
tha French joopoeal [E/0.4/L.67/Fev.l) remoduced the weridng of article 18 cf
tha coverant oo palitionl apd civil riphts, parsgraph £ sight ba intarjretad
ine diffsrsnt wsyr in the covonant on sconcrdo, peoiald opd cultual righte; 1o
which ths Stats wnp pot committed to tho sars cxtent. It Fad Yorn palf that
#cEa Btates grestod more Tights than others, but that 414 sob =:am that such

frighta,
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riskte, AT tila7 wvars not ipcloded In the covencot, might pot b canirasy 4o tha
eririt apd letter of tle covenant, aipce they nipht Wmwe discriminawcy claudes
attached %o then, The Polish amandnents were & means to cbriats thnt denger,
§oirars 2, ressomanh 2 of the draft coverant lsid dowp that Statss st edept
thoir legialation to the provisiome of tis covsnant. It wvos to o ooted that
the United Eingics represestative hnd always trisd to leve the Statals
chligniion in tkat respect remored. Tt poeltion vas abeclutely coosletent
With thot bekind the oubrispicn of the United Tfcgdon amendmsnt (EfCH.4L.1TI).

b, CAHNTA OHUZ (Chile), replylng to the Yugoolar repmemantativs,
polnted cut that tle woel) "y Stre purtd attsints™ in tha French verslm cf the
Chilean emsneaent (EfoM.5/L,169) vers pot an exnct tronslation of the Spanish
verd "derorr”, vhich vao strangar,

Hs would eortalinly accept the Folish acecdment (2/miA/L.172) tet o
214 pot agres with the ULSH ropmrosentative tlot its rejection would be & mlid
reanon for rafusing to oupport the Chilosn amenfrent. Tiat azspdmant wap clsar
shirigh oo it stood and thers could ba only oe posetils Interpretatios of the
verds "Mondorental hoan rights”™ ip the Usited Haticos, in the Ca=isslch @
Buzan Rizhts epd in the corepant oo humep righto. The only admotapgs of the
Chilean over ths United Kingdom scsndoent vas that tha famor made it clear that
tha covorant eovld not be ucel to restrict thosa rights If thare wao & condlict
batvesn tha sovepant end dcoestic law o other conventicea. Tie Palish
emord=act (Sf0.40.172) Eada o diffarence to the Chilray nmsndsent ani oo the
mipptars ef the forpar oould parfoctly wall suppart ths latisr ewen IF tha
former 2 rejectad.

Mr. BOGE (United Xinpdem), orsaking on & point of crdsy, Irotested
sgainot the frrelevances of tha argueepto to which the Ugainlan romeceniaiime
Iad hod recourse) they vers dssigoed only to rooats emmfuolien. The ulterfice
motives attribated to the Unitsd Eingles dalegaiicn’o obisction te articls 1 of
Um draft coverapt had no tmeio In fagt, That dalejntico eicply thooght thet
the phrooe "within e reasonabls tioe™ should tw dalated aa it gave Etaten tro
mugh latituds, oince the 1dea of Trogressivs realiiation chould pot epply to
the eovenant oo civll and politlieel rights. Se had submitbed his nzendpent
{E/.4/1.170) with no othar aim then to peot fully mnd feirly tho objecticns
that had been reised to tha existing text,

/The CEATRMAN
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The CTAIRMAN proncwsd that the proptssl and amemdzonts should be put to
the v°ta in the fsilovinr omlar: reragresh 1 of the Frensh draft artisls
{®%/CA.L .57/ Rov.1), the Chilean emendsect (E/CH.6/L.140) incorporatin: the Polisn:
~meniment t4 At (S/0N.AAL.172), the Polieh cmertment (E/0NLL/L.1TH) to the
United Hindoy nperdment (M/00.0/0.177), the United Fingiem ersnirant
(2fen.0 /101720, tho Polish esendment (EfCH.A/.177) to the French proposal, the
Polioh amardoent (EfoR.LALACTMar,1) to s Untted Ttates ezanimant
(/oML 110 fRev.2), the United Statsr emsrdmsnt (R/CH.1/L.118/Mer.2) to ths
Trerch prosmiel, samgrech 2 of the French dreft articls (B/CH./L.AT/Rar.l).

Hr. BORATINSYT (Polamd) surpecisd that opes of the Polioh czwrdments
{2/t AL 195 Rev. 1) vas undoidtedly farthsst remcved in rubatance froo the
eriginal pronosal apd should tharefors e 1ut to 4o vots Tirst,

Tha CEATEMAN pointed oubt that tha Fulinh “oxt wom an ccerndpent tn the
United Btaten cowndment [E/CH.G/L.115 fRev.2).

It~ JUVICET {Frsnco) poted thet the Unite? KEinpdics azenfizent
{8/e5.4/L.179) et the Chilesn szeriment (E/2H.A/L.1u9) vero interded to
mitatitute & nev taxt for pavagrarh T of the article nropodad by Frones on vhich
the debtate tot cellwmd. Do condifered that, 1n accordance with rule (L of the
rulen = mrogeltira, Shoso smardsacts should be jut to the vota in tho order of
thalr subminelon.

Mr. TANIA CHUZ [Chile) oaid that the Unjted Kinsdom and Chilean
emardownts pelinted to only & »art of the tert of the Franch sro~oaal and t8at thoy
Vara tharslore azordments within ths msaning of the mulea of nrocodure.

Fr. HORCSW (Urnion of Jovist Socialist Rewblics) onked that pamgreph 1
of ‘he French draft article ahould be jut to the vote In varts, with a firat
vi'a on tho antirs paragomah vith the excanticn nf tha -hrase "than is provided
for in this sovemant™ ol & sotonl wvota on that nhrona.
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Mr. JORMAVIC (Turonlavia) requedted that the words "or ab taelr
lizitatisn 10 & spsater axtent™ should aloo be votod undn soparately in oxder to
prenrr=ro thn loalcal sonatruation of ths French sentanca.

Tia firak oept of rapasrach 1 of the article ~roncaed by Fromse to tha
worn. “recorniznd bereln T voo ursnimcualy sdonted.

Tha words "er st their lisitation to a qrentsr oxtent” vers adonted
Ty 17 wvntan to nons, with 1 otatention,

Tha wordn “than fs provided for in this ecvemnt” wars adanted by 17
yotas to momo, with 5 nbitentions,

Famor=arh 1 Fa A Violo Wes sdoastsl by 1% votes to none, vith 1
abatentioma. '

Kr. NISOT (Del=tun) naked for & scyarete ¥ote cn tho Polinh aoendzent
(Bfor.b/L.172Y which vas & nart of the Chilean ezordient (E/CI.4/1.166),

Mw, BORLTYINNT (Pulaml) requestsd a roll-ocrll Tote.

Iy, BMESVTLT (United Stetes of Anericn) moted that ¢ bad boen &rrend
that the: v “is" w=uld bs uned In the sinpulor in the Ernglith text.

A votg w3 tnken by poll enl) on the Pakinh smerdront [E/ET,4/L.172)
In Favinir: Ch1ls, Polerd, Ukretninn Goviat Soclalist Ramublle,

ninn of Torist Socialist Re-wblico, Vrupuoy, Yugonlavia

Arninat: Juotralia, Belpiun, Chim, Framceo, Creecs, Lobancn
Tweden, United Elngea of Grent Dritaln ard Forthern
Tralent, United Staten of Amorica

Ab-tainine: Bopt, Ipdis, Pakiatan

Tha Palish a=ordeesrt {'Rﬁ:ﬂ.l'j;..l'?:'-'} wnn rojscted by 9 votan to A, with
3 abatantiona,

br. AL CRIZ [Chile) = -aated & roll-coll vots cn the Chilsan amsmd=ars
gfom/L.165). He notel that the French tramletiv: of the Spanloh word

™ i
deromgian” soowed unsatinfoatery.
fThe CTATIMAN
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The CGATRMAN enid that ths Ssordtarint would talke that sceent into
gomaideration,

tw, THOT {Belgium) seid that the English tart contained the vonls
en the pount” vhile the Fromch text contained the expreasion *pous rritaxte”.

ke, SANTA CRUZ (Chila), supported by Hr. BOARE (Unlted Kingioc),
gonnidored thet tha Erglish text chould uee the word “prataxt™.

A Tots uss taken bty voll.gall on the Chilean e=aminont {E/C7.4/L.168)

Tn Maveair: Nelziuz, Chile, Bgmt, Crecca, Letancn, Pekiitan,
Folend, Ukralnian Soviet Goglelist Republic, Unicm
af Soviet Soclolint Remublics, United States of
Anexico, Urugity, Tarcalevis.

frainnt: Adatrelia, Franse, Iniis, Sueden, Unltell Kinglen of
C=eat Britain apd Northern Jreland.

AbrtaininT Chirm,

The Chtlernn sssrisent (EfCAb/L.165) vas adurted by 12 votan t3 5,

with 1 ebtent)r.

The CHATRAN pat to the vote the new article zc a whole.

The rov articla was sdonted 13 votsn to none, with § abatantiono,

v, WETTLAM (Aavtmlia) hed yoted aminat the Chileor asenizment bectubo
e would have praferred t2 support the French text {Efﬂﬂ-lﬂ-ﬁfﬂﬂhl] ayr the
United Kindom taxt (EfCH.L/L.179). The Chilesn text 413 not cemplately orboly
the idoas excre~msd in thoos texta erd mipkt pive riss to Aifficultles in
inter-retation.

Mr. HISOT (Delgium) ked voted n fevour of *ho Chilsan smendment which
he conmidered nrefartble to ths Fronch and United Kinpdom proposale contalning
the vord “peymittin™ 1o which ho cbjectad.

Jir. JUVICGHY
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we, RWTCET (Frence) kad wotsi fop tre ertfcis an a whole ¥hich vo7
bessd on ths stme scnalismntions os the text srozcesd by the French delemntlon.
“svarthelesn, he thought that frem the legel polnt of wiew, the irorpch text, vhich
ma dyrfied it more Tigorous brrmn, Would inpoce grectel chlimticny en Statap.

¥, BOATE (United Fingdos) had votel sgeinot the Chilsan a;smdzent
(E/eR. b /L.165) vhich vas mich lesw ~walissly dreftsd thon the Frerch or Uaited
Tingioe urowosals apd vorld pot o atibits ma wffective n guide in the cade »f

,ponfliot of lawve,

Hr, RN [Taton 27 & slst Soelalim Peritlics) hsd voted In fnvour of
the firat part of parwrapk 1 vhi:h os conslda.sd Desessary, Tut Al voted Bmairst
the last worlr ~7 “he - - me opd pelsrclng $2 1iitationy whisk wvers ot yat
[rovided for ' 4F o¢ .4%. P had votsl for the Chilean operdment but knd
sbatrined em thw apti- - 2% n uhols whish we- lmoooinlots bochure AT the rajoctlon
of the Polish ewglrear o /L.172).  Es consldapmd that that cotseinn wauld
Bave Lo bo reted.ed vh o thy erticle vas re-aTuzined by the Fronomlie rnd Toclal
Oounsil or Wy the G-raral Aasssbly.

Tha CEATRVAN requodtsd the Coxmisaion to comaider Article 32 of the
draft eovarant.

Hr. AVICT (Frense) safd that, aftar edoptl r & sarias of ssondmic,
otolal ard cultural ricktis with eorresponding blipaticma for States, the Crairsion |
ahould otedy the question of harmonizing the rightn of tha individusl on the omo
Pard and the richts of others amd the requiremsnts of tha 1ife of tha swmmnity
oo tha other. Otates vauld kav. %o repulats the —irhts emuncistsd by tha
Coxmiision apd detarsine thelr 2o-'cnt; lizits must be aset for sach right in the
Intarest of the ararcise of that risht tut the *wwern of States in that respest
mst be strictly definsd, The zroblem had bewsn fealt with by the mithoro of the
Univereal Declaration of Puran Rlghts, vho bad frsluded o provisicn which 454 pot
directly linit the =izht of individusls tut wiich restrictsd the limitatios which
the Otate cnld imposs vn thoos Tightos to snsurs their eXerciss.

/e corenant
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Tha sovanant oa civil and politicsl rights £1d net contoln a menoral
Yimitation elause bub gpeciol llmitaticns vers sttechbed to =cat of Its articlas,
In tho govenant on econcnde, social end cul*ural rights, cuch m general clause
was containod in oyticle 32 but, for rezsons of Syc=otry, that orticle should teo
idontical with orticls 7, poarogrsph 2 of the Univerasnl Declaration of Human
Rizhtn, frticla 32 of the draft covennnt Ves incompleto becauso 1t did not' refer
to raspact for tha righss and fi. :¢. 1 of others crd the Just raguire=onts af
mor+lity nnd public oréer, The anjoysomt oo carirln Tiphts onuneiated it the
covenunt Sieht ¢lve Tise to diffe:spcos betwe - in-ividunls. A lizitation clausel
wvan nlip pacessnry in the crnoa ef certaln soct-1 ri.skis vhich at first rlance
mirht not anpanr to Tequ o such llmltation. Thot uns the cosa, for nEn=plo,
of the richt to seszin ses -lty,  Tho State oust thorofors tass 1is rogulntecy
poMers on an article e ihe covennnt in definlop the rights of individuals in
ralatian to otl:rn, cuiclon must be cade for ke sottlesent of dlsputes wkich
oloit arles Lot = u = ov.rament, rroups end 1a8ivldunls with rvegnrd to the
pxorsiza of ca=tnin r 13,

Artiuta T et LEat limitaticns on the rizhts of the individual sust
be solaly in t.s intoz.at oF the renersl welfara.  Tho French apemdzant
{E/CH.AJL.TR) added the concent of morality which mipht arise, If rot in connex ion)
with nll the go=inl riphts, at loast !n connnsion with certain cultural rirhte,
in particulor the rizht to educaticn, and the comcept of publie order which waried
from Stats to State, In the viaw of tho French dalepation that concept soro
oloarly defined the roquiremcntis of genoral velfare cnd could not give ripe to
eny sbuse in deozoctatlc States whora It wns subjact to control by Judiclal op
adaipistrative courts. The Fronch delagation would, hewaver, dafer cozzent oo
the Tormuls propoosd by the ™I § Ciates (E/CH.L/L.11%) until mecbers of tha
Cocmleslcon had sxproased thelr v.ous.

The linitaticns should not bo eoisiiured ne Jatrleental to tha Indl-
widunl] they provided him with salv ;mrds,  icreover, that clouss fitted in
very vall vith that in tle erticle Jost ndopted., I ratifi=d internaticosl
eonvantions o domestic low provided strommer safeguards than theso deriving from
the gnoaral !imltatiors clause, ihe rolovapt powers of the Stats would tuen to
still cors limited im the rleld ecevered by tho covention or lawv,

f¥ra. ROOSEVELT
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¥ra. ROCGEVEL™ {Yai%c " Ttates of Americe) oald that they United Stales
delepationte amodesnt (EfCr."SI. 157 wao inton o4 zaly €2 subctitute for e
concept of publie cpdsr, wh'sh £U 1t be irterp=ted too broadly, the warda “for
the preveptico of 4iserer™ which seioc* fo azcir® perfectly vith tic inteaticon
cs the Froench el gation.

Hr. BRTTOW [ieisn of Sovlit Gomialint Fepublice) thought that ihe
Prench arcr '-wnt to ari’=le 32 (E/CN.4/L.7A) 15 a further nttespt to veaken om
dectzoy the binpding for-~ of the presdelons on secnomic, sorial and cultural
righto which the Coms! -"aa hid sdopied. Artirl: 37 of tbe dmft cavepant already
1a1d fevn potelfie 1in.:=ticps for the exeredse of t.-wec rightc. The Fromeh
delegation wichsd to & - furtser limdtations, in verticular limitatiocns bascd on
reepoect for the rights an? Seeedvwr of others. He A12 pot wish to repoot the
argucentr and Fxasglar of ~o-:alled aceuired rights be had adduced during the
Alpcuonlon on %~ ri- 27 60 ¢ A-daterminatica of pecTles acd on the draft article
yproposad Ty Proe ze {06k e FTRevel) s omd whoenewer ko Bed Lheught o preoposal to be
contrary to th: turp.mes nf v Covenant. Re did not questioa the Freoch
rrrreecntoti~e*e Int nt.cna, but b poted that hir aaendment to article 32
anawered thr very Jurposc of thosy vha seupht to protect the colanial interests of
the Frie-t bowrreaiolc.

Be recalled, moree - ¥, kel st the provlodc g-eoiom hie delegntion had
oppoend the imclusinn ef ¢--Tr _ ¥ im the coe--ant. Tt vas the Dore Juatificd
in oppoolng it now in Aow of €% Limisieton- 1o oty provided for in erticls ]
wateh the Cermisetnn bad sfojter. 3.0 detepaticar in fawour of erticle 52 clalmed
thot the axersiss af the rirkts estal'isked in th cowcaent aipht ¢ wflict with
the gonaral v-ifare ir w dmemratic woclety. ohe jrovisiina of the reaft scwenant
on - eonezle, coninl an’ cultural vifbte vero roacifically tegirmed o Afrure the
peEntrel velfars of easl pember of rudh o psziety. Simee the exerclor of thoee
righte vm= the Toundav..) ¢f such € rsolety. Ulnoe the ~xeTclec af thore Tights
war the foundaticn A cu:lh welifore it would be incoraistezt to eeek to li=it
those Tightz in the lrier<sta of th: grocrsl welliare.

farticle 37
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Article 32 might give rise to the ssae dengerous interpretations ms the
“rench omendeent,  Both vere desfgeed to rullify the comeitzents established in '
the cowpant and the delegaticn would therefore vote agalnst thes.

Hr. EANTA "SI [Chilr) +»=arked thas artisle 18, poragraph 1, of the
covensnt om eivil and politir:l ; lghta contained s 1imitation on the exercisk
of thos~ righto identical w’%% th.: contalred 4n the firet paragraph of the Fremch
draft article vhich the Comizsion kad Jrat o. tel (B7H.6/L.ETfRev.1). The
Creciosion van now working cn th~ co-entct on scon-afe, cocial and rultural rights,
and the Pronch Aolegetfon rod concidered it moevnonsy to Fropose on ascndoent to
article 32 (B/Ct.4/L.7-). ‘be French reprosentativs had vololed out taat the text
eorrocponde. <o articl: 29, parograph 2 of the Uaniveroal Doclaration of Auman
Rigchts. However, altle.-h that astic)e Ead boen drafted to sover civil and
political rightr, t% _ua 03 eselsgeus proviri<n I8 the draft covenant dealing
with thope rige*m. % Gazriecion wos nov vorkisg 3 & scparate covenant dealing
with ccomemic, eo:ial .o oviurel riphto: 4t ba) edopted rrticle 1 vhich contained
certain Limit iiovu, oot A rvvien =T other artieles ©n eash of thoee rights. It
had even catoblisbid limitatione in the srticle on the right to eduscticn.
Hotwithotanding sll those licitstion clauscc, sosc dologations wirhd to add
another pensral limitation clause, and insicted that 1t wWas Decezcary to rotaln
article 3 in the covenact ond to otreogthsn it by the French oeenmdsent. Re
recalicd that when articlc 32 Lad boen dravn up orticle 1 had not been drafted eod
hin Aelapgatiop Bad opposcd o gezersl fovula to limlt ecomcmic, social and cultural
rights. It weeld bave oreforred 49 consider the pescibility of & opecial
1initntion of <sch right per=.n..iy in cnppexinn with ench article. That view bad
teen abared by the Polistan, Tupurlsy, Lobamers and Denieh delegaticone. '

The Cnzoiooion wan nov fesed with % seza problen in o such more scute
farn becoups the Treoch delegaticn * ohel to inelufe, in adéition to article 32,
other limitations tesides thore alret 'y proviled far in the covenant. The
provicione of article ™0 =f the Drelovation of Fuzin Rigkta concerning civil and
politicsl ri hto might corceivably be necesrary, slnce there voa griater
pocoibility of atuce of thooc rights. In the case of econoaic, poclal and cﬂhﬂ'ﬂl

frighta
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righto, howe=er, the covenant mere)y watablisbed the oinimun pecemeary for thelr
exrrcice, There could be no roasible eonflizt betwecn the Tights recognizvd TY
the sovenant and other rights, which would justify s genersl restrictive claute.

e hnd nlrecdy pointed to the dangeroun intcrpratations to which the
French ependment oipat -ive rip~, jarticularly if States Tnvoked alleged asquired
rights in crder to thmrt 9y iz, “s=entotion of the =ight of peoplen to self=
determinaticn and to contr-? of rir mai =Y - rereer.  The Chilenn delegation
would therslore opposc eny pensril liritetics ~iou-2. It would emtinue to
maintain that the proper scuroe wes to eisalns ea~,. ortirslec separately end to
decide vhetl & A cpezi-. l.oitatics was zeeess £y, It would yote ooninat the
Freoeh amenrent TESCL T 'L.76).

Mre. LOOGEVLY - (United Ctates of Amorisn)} cit-d certain exicplus with
TegaTd to the right t . -aitt, o'xetion amd secial pecurity, shoeing thet eny
mtteert to prec : 1. 2'1 peacible exsepticnal corex in comnexion with cach of
these rights waald 1+ te st pllvations. The purpace of erticle 32 vao to
enoure the o iroeny rotr o oo of the righte of all individuals tn the extent to
vhich they were copatible rith the genersl interent anl recpeet fer the rights of
cthers. Any list of sperific limitatione war bound £ be Incoeplete. Article 31
a0 adopted Aand the Fronch aormioent scomed to offcr the elcpleat erd moot
Teaconable solution.

Hr. WMIRO"OY {(Unlern of Foviet Cocialict antﬁbl‘h::} 414 not coe bov
article 32 could be clalped to ~oietitute & otep forvari. Au erticle 2 of the
covrnant on eivil and politi~ol =+ights thowed, limitaticne could be placed en only
scme of the rightc ewt Torth the =10, in th: cone af ere-inl fanger. In the case
of the covenant or romoals, sorial ari culse 1 rights, an unlimited foruls
wap proposcd. In ke vlew of Bic Blyodien, iy W30 Do EIFC TrAICD te limit certaln
ccononlic, social nn’ euwltural rifute toan ¢ivil and political rightn. The
delegationa wiching t+ 1icit econcals, social apd cultural ripghis did not deare
to make an omen Jroporcl to that effect, and preferred the gore indirecct smethed
of the genoral limitation clauce, Oo the ono hand they recognlicd coonomic,
sccial apd cultural rirbsts end an the otber provided for oo pany lisltations an

0 pullify them.
fIf the tnited States
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If the United E*at s r crogontative welwd to re-cpon the debatz om iba
gqurstlon, his Jelrrtion w2 k- preanTe” B -iauine Zll pepooals th include
gpeeial limitation clauser in the ccvesant, I he? slready madle o concessicn by
atcepting tbe linitations in erticl- 1 s erticle 18, but refuzed to adcpt &
geoeral lirisation ala~=s -hich ven)” unln all th vork areeerlishs! By the
Co==imrion.

Hre. RONGTE, T [T.Pnlu-,i' Stutes of o erics), Se s rring to article 2 of
thie covenant on f1vil - ¢ palitieal riphts vRiek tl- UCTR reprecontative bad elied
enphasiz-d thot the rootale previded for a daTamtl 3 Troo the eblipatione of the
e~venant n tlees of  mertiwmal dwrpnr apd, onogientiy, VRS mAt relovant.  She
ba? no intentlen vESt %r ~f re-ssering the lebate, OShe slen)y wirked to rirecs
that the subject ho bedn ~rboussed duripp thw detate on the Frlstive FrTite of
the ponernl elruse S+ apf Sist sousTate ~nucos, epd taat It vao uselesr T Tepeat
argunenEs Alrendy [UIinles.

M. MR TP (tindes, of Soviet Socialict Resublies), in reply to the
Uelted Dates 1o,7  ~Ltatl o Tp reearks comcernins a=ticle 2 of the éraft covornant,
pnintel cut that the eriiclec = Bit+] the lisitatica of certain vlghts, even in
& state of rmerpency: it A4 oL, a5 1bs Uidts! Gintes rrprecertative sugproted
rrovide that those rightn ~r5)d 1 lleite? in =20 CAFCA.
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