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Oacrotariat: Fr. LIN Divislen of Euman Ripghts
Mr. TS ) Secretaries of tho Commiesion
Misps KITOHDH)

DRAFT INTTATIONAL CORERANTS OfF ZUMLN RIGSTS AXD MATUTES OF INTLIHTRONTINE:
PALT II OF 77 DEAFT COVENANT COWRINED IN THE FCMOET o5 T.E IRUSMTA SOSSICN OF
TER CONTSSICE (2/1992, sonex I and annex TTI, ssctien &, L/C5L.L/528,
Efcu.b/ooe/aea.y, Efon.bfLaks, sfenadfLaass, Bfona/iaait) (ecctizued)

Article 3%

A71T Fey {Ceypt) wisghzd to make some chocgrs 1n the aprndment ho wno
fntredusisa (Bon.B/L.197),1n ordar to peet chjoctisns vkich bad tren raloed in
the course of Infarsnl.conversrtl-aa with other mocbors of tha Cormlpolen and with
roprocrotatives of pon=joverozectal orgondtutions. The French text far the new
peragragt skculd be altorel to raud: "R pe pubirs Ar coptraipte poywang seviern
atteinis o pg 1ibertd..."; 1o the Engliszh text tho wesds "ary ferm of & eheuld be
deleted., Yre Turpoce of the amend=sant vas ealrly psycholagieal, The text of the
artiole no 1t stosd (£/1562) oipst give the ioprocefen tha% m percon vaa free only
to chang~ hiC religlon, whoreas full freocden «F ccnocinzce izpliod that ba was
froo both to chenge hic welivion or convictions arl o main’aln theose ke alre:dr WL
Tho vidsct pousibls tolerance muat be guarntacd; o person cuct be [roo to Frefice
any rcligion that commended itorlf to bim or none at all. In arsicle 12 of the
Egptian Constitutlon freedon of comscience wam proclaized as gbaclute. Io Zgypt
s porson could not te discrizizated ara‘zst for tanaioe bie reliplon, tutb ko
could charge it only after tiyoe coBVorpntions wilth o miniater ef tor reliflen bs
wighed to romounce. The nov paragraph proposed in the Hyoptinn nrendeoot wea a
corollary of the other aocaiment, PFool and absolute tolorarze roquired safeguards
againat ecereion; unlssa tkat was speclfically stated, it might be thousht that the
Cezmimnioa copdened coerciorn.

Hr. BOARE (United Kinpdcm) caid that the awczdrents k= vas intrlucing
to maragroph 2 (E/CM.4/L.143) might to rogardsd om drofting ezepdzeats, thouch
thoy wero of pomo substaniiwn inportance as well. The words “prescrited by law"
Waro Darrowar than "purauant to lav". Furthormore, they already oppeared or might
apjmar in tha% forn in otler artislss fullowing articls 13, aod uniforcity was

[feesirable,
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desiribls, Re ves jroposing that the worde "reasonsble and” should be deleted
beeude thoy odded nothlng to the word "nuccesnry” and might cven socm to
fet up sone kind of contvudiction betwoen the reasonable and the necusezry.
Tre suhstitution of the wvords “for the prevontion of disarder” for “ordor"
hed peecsoltutod the consoquentiol substi.utlorn of "in tha intereets of™
in rlace of "For the protcetion of". He hod explalred hla rowsons Tor
cdweesting tic pt.-i-r,nu "ror the provcntisn of dis.vder” on suverul previous
occnsions, He had paltted the, word *Munditaental” because, in his opinion,
the intuntion wop wo rofer rathier to poroonal rights cnd [roodomd, but

he wvould not pross thot delotion 1T the Coumlsoion duclded that 1 wislhed
the word "funde-ental™ to re=in in the toxt,

Hr. CiSSIH (France), introducing his coundnents to perugruph 1
{EfCH.L/L.155), seld thot in French ot icust the prrase "irdivlduclliewnt ou
cellretivemont™ wng ncre corroet thon the phruse "scule cu Ca corzun™,  The
arder of the words at the erd of tie sentenee hed bookh clingid o 20k 1T odrs
logical.

B would support the Eoyption co.nds.nes (EfCH.A/L.187), Larticusely
sincy the!r cdopticn might wlley the doubts cuipresSvd by repregontative of
the Isluzle countries du~inT e thivd cesslon f Lthe General Asacably. ©OF
the Urit:d Kingicn nawodocate (B/CH.4/L.143) he could not support the propesud
clteratlon of the phruss “prdvuce pur 1o loi®,becousu in Fronch that phraou

csbruced 1oth the candatory ond pernissive ospucts of Lav. He could support
the deloetion of the wvords "reusoncble ond”, sincw thoy were unncecssary. He
could not oecopt the phrose "Jor the proventlon al dlsordur”, whiel, in Prench
at any rata, ¥a3 much oore rectrietive than “public esder™, oo 1t feplicd little
morc tlan pollec action to wrovent stract rlote.  "Ordre puulic® kad both
material and soral cunnotatiope crd cabruced the vhole of the principles on
vhich the State was bullt. e could wecept the Uniled Kingdowm reprosentutivels
phruse in Eaglish, and conuquently the use of "in the intercsts of™, only

if it vos regarded o8 o corroct tramslotion of the Pronch “ardre public™ eond

if the latter wos retuined in the Froneh toxt,

JHro. DROGSCVELT
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dra. RONCEYELT (United Utates of fmories) would rupport the ECyphian
proposal (Z/CLLFL.1AT) tut wiched [lrst tu be fuitu cortuin that the vord
"sperelan® would be retu'ned in tho English tost.  5he could sumport the
Unltcd Kingdom omepdments (F/CH.%/L.1b3), with the oxception of tho proposed
substitution for "pursuint to lewn.” T Iiret of the Fycrzh aovrdieis
(EfcH.bfL.155) aigit be recoricd Ls un attumph, to ropder the iaglish in batt. T
Frunch; she ~otla accest it ic the Frencn text, bus thought tha¢ the Engllieh
should by retained rs it atood. Siac could not sce why the Premch aclefntion
wishvd to chance %he order of the last port of juragraph 1 and 8o dyjrt Iros
tict sdopted Ie artlele 18 of the Uaiversal Decloration of Ruman Roghts.

soMI Boy (Egypt) cald that hic szendnent hod beur draftcd or:cleally
in Both Euglish and Freneh, oo that both %exts were oqualiy nutientieo. It
kad beun fovad tiot "eoercicn” wvas fla Len: possible cquivoclent of the Fronch
“sontralnt:". Tic statezent on the title-page of the Prorci tort of docunctt
Efci.LfL.14; that the erig.nal vag Friucth only wes duc to un oweraight.

Tra CE.TRAH, vith to. coucurmvnee of the Cowmeleslon, ln/dtud tha
reprosonto.ive of the Jocaisalon of the Churcles on Internodionnl Affalra,
& non-pmerneontal erpanizstion In eatesory B conpultative £onfus, to widrest
the Commiiaslon.
- Itr. KOLDE (Commimsion of thw Churchus on Intcrnational AIfuirs) cuid
thut the orpanization he represcntod had beeon taking o great intercst In
article 15 Leczuse, if wn individeal vag not free to chonpwe his rellglen, he
would huve to reucin until deoth in the religious communlity of his Rirth and
boceusw the piacciul change of bolie! ouct be made poBeiole in o world of wvarring
fdeolegies. ‘Tha eubstunce of the proposals ezbodicd in the Egyptlan usendment
had been generclly accepted by hie organization. It wes essentiaol that man should
bo froe to seck the truth and thet he chould never Le pergeecuted If Lo esjouced 1T,
Ejually it wvac essential that man should be Croec to spenk the truth ac he
understood it, ta teach it and to proctice It by individunl and corporatye oction.
The rirot Egyption omondsant =must be construcd solely as on nttempt o mreke
explicit something that wns implicit in the oripinal text; 10 1t wre glven ooy

Jucaning
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meaning beyond thet, it would becomo Hltrl.ﬂ-l‘ﬂ;'- The second asendment nust
bo understood as deaigned solely.for protccticn against coercion, not as
intanding to placc ooy liaitation upon a person who sought to excrclse hls
srecdom to chonge bis rellgion nor to restrict the panifestation of relicion
or belicl cxecpt vith such pecessary limitations ms were lreody provided.
Tie proviasions for limitation sust thus bo aceepted nd & check upon any
copricious interpretation of coercion that might Jeopardize freedom of teaching,
worship, proctice and obhservunce. The Cosaissicn should make 1t cbundantly
elear tlat the Egyptian ascadmentis could not bo conatrucd aa in any oy
limltirg the perzon who scught to maintain or change his religlon or beliar,
but vere desipncd solely to safcpuard him sgoinst coerclon by nny othoer party
and that any linita ions upon the conifestation of religion cust Lo only
those set forth in the ertlclu itaelf,

et Boy (Egypt) assured the reprcceatative of the Coscission of tie
Churches on Interrational Affaoirs that his apcndment mcant ocly what it cald
and pothing sore. He s bound b articles 12, 15 ard 16 of the Egyptian
Conctitytion which peroitted no further Lisitation on the frecdoam of weliel.

Mr. WaNELD {Fekigtr) observed tiot the Islenic countries could boast af
a long traditivn of the tolerance of rellgious minorities under Hoclom rule
and that only when Mosleas hod faollen avay from Islon had theru been inatanzus
of religlous persceution. The Koran lald dowvm that there vos ng coopulsion
in reliplon. ‘The Fokistani drort constitetion reafftrmed the principle of the
broadest possible tolerance. H & delcgation would therefore support ths
Eqyptian amendment (E/ci.4/L.187). It vould support the French asendzonts
(Efcr.b/L.155), tut of the Usited Kingdos sacndzents (Z/CH.L/L.143) 1t could
support only the first; the remalnder verc unduly limitative.

The CHAIRMAM, with the onourrence of thn Coamisslon, invited the
representative of the lorld Unlon for Progressive Judalsm, & non=povernesental
organizetion in eategory B consultative status, to nddress the Cosmission.

f#r. RONALDO
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Mr. RORALDG {World Unton for Progressive Judolsz) said that his
organization wng firmly convineed that paragraph 1 of the oripginol text {EfL%2)
vap weakercd by the phrases "pursuant to laov” and “ressonablc and necessary” in
pararxoph 2. Thuse phrases might be uced to linit religlous cbecrvoncs rather
than to protect it. The Aifficulty of defiming the latter phrase wight leud
to confusicn cnd restriction. FPurthermore, the broed phrnses “public safel;”
ond "fundnmenial rights and frecdoss of otlers™ fully covercd the protcction of
order, health und morals. Paragraph 2 would be greatly strongthened by the
deletion of the phroses which ko had erltlclied.

Itr. WEITLAM [justralia) exprecsod opprociaticon of the Egyptian
rvpresentative's contritution and comsendcd both Fokiotan and Indla for their
boliel in nnd proctice of reliplous tolerance under difficult conditlizis.

Tho Australimn dolejaticn was satisfisd with the Egyption oscndoont
vhich vos Jencrous end liberal In eoncept. It should be cluarly understood,
hovever, that the expressien “eocreslen® would not include persucsion or uppunls
to ccnocierce and that it 414 pot refer to tee frternol opiritusnl cutlorit)
af tullgious bodice.

The Frunch azeodsent vhich arranped the provislons cf the oend of
paragrach 1 in opiroprinte crdor conmanded Ltself 1o his delipotlion.

While it could agree entircly with the United Kingdoa omerdsentia,
consideration of other views wvas decirable In the Intercst of reuching sgreczent.

U're. HEGTA {Indin} said thn. Indio wan thoe motbir <f sery relipfionn end/
prouwd of its loag troditlon of religlous tolerance,, Clopbep kad oecurred in the pamt
teceyse cf fonoticien exd coercicn io cooo guarterc. The Indfap dolegrtien weuld
BURRCTrE 1he Egypiinn socndsent to article 15 which the wnlortunotec cvents of the
post showd to boe ecscntianl:

The Indian delegation would aleo fupnort the Fronch scendzent altlioush
in its opinion the chang: vas not etrlctly ncecesary.

She agreed to the United Kinpgdoo cmondzent for the deletiom of
the vord “resgonnble”, vhich vas unnecessnry, but she was unoble to oupport
the other changes proposcd in the United X ngdos umendment., )

fhr. KEKOU,
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Mr, FAHOUL {Lolenon) sald that frecdom of comscicnes ond religlon
¥as the ocst furdsgental right of the individusl ond timt article 15 proclaiming
that risht must be droftud vith the utasst care bwcausc of 1ts specisol 1ink
with the inhcrent dignity of the Individusl. The article strasscl two aspects:
the Tight oF tho indivilusl to freedos of religlon which olgnificantly wa3
not £at ot to any estesral sulhority or limitatlen and the [recdoa to manifost
a religlon or belle? sublect to ccsentiel limitations omly.

In nis opluion the Cirst Egyptlarn asendsent wos olready eovered In
the prosent toxt of crticle 13 bet there wvas no oblection to wakiog the polnt
explicit. Simllarly the sccond Egyptian omendnent prohiblitlng coerclon
vas already implled in the text of orticle 13 ond involved no change in the
{mportance, scope or interpretation of the article. The Lobeneoe delegation
would thorefore not oppose the Egyption acendoent because it confirzed the
freedom of the individual to maintaln or chasge his religion and the right
¢ others to preach ond secek to influence him either to saintaln or 1o change
his izligian,.

Ti:e Lebanese Jelegation supported the United Kingdea pzend=er.t
for the deletlor of the vord “reascasble™. In Its oplnion the use of the
expreaslon "publle order" =ight be danperous in wiew of the frequent ubuscs
which b3d occerred in the poit. He therelore ogreed with the United Kinpdom
representat ive Lhut the words “prevention of dlsorder” waro prelicrablo,

Tre Lubancce delegotion feli that the French amendeent involved
patters of forn wlilch could be occepted.

. HoRowov {Union of Sovlei Sociolist Republica) sold that the
Constitution of the UCUR provided for scparation of Church and Btatc and
guaranteed eosplete frecden of relipion. In gencrol orticle 15 of the
Covensnt sot ferth the cesenticl componcnts of that [recdoa.

Ee agrouvd with the representotive of Lebanon thet the Egyptlon
emendoent to paregraph 1 dlé mot introduce any new elesent *ut merely stated
what wao implleit in the existing text. The recond Exyptlan amcndment
esbodicd a negotive statement of the positive effirmatica contained in
poregraph 1.  The USSR delegation hnd no objeetion tojthe Egyption onendzcnt

although in ite opinion the grescrt text of article 15 wvas satisfactory.
/The first
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The Tirst United Xingiom apendment was purely m mattcr of Srafting but
the seccnd apein introducing the cxpremsion "preveption of disorder”™ van
unaccentoble boeauar 1t trnded to cephasize a ningle sspect of the limitaticns.
As the prement text of article 13 wvas brosder and more far-resching, the USSH
delegntion would vote sgainst the oecond Uaitaxd iHingdom amendment.

Mr. BOARE (United Kingd=m) esplained that the firct United Kingdom
smcndment bad been subsitted for two reasonu: Lecause of the general pasiticn of
th: United Kingdoa delegation tiat necescary limitaticms should be otatsd ar
otrictly ns posuible, end aleo becsuse of the lack of uniformity in the rtat~oont
of restrictiona in article 1% and subseguent articlen. Referring to dotument
E/o.b/520 setting forth all the variants in those nrticles, he wrged ropcideratics
of a uniforn formulaticn of limitatioos which could te uoed conalrteatly. Ez var,
however, pmpnh:dlw conoider arentment to hio proporal spd to take into account
the difficultiers of otber dolcgntiona.

In reply to ihe reprecentetive of Paiistan «ho had found the laticr
part of the United Kinglom amendment unaccoptalile beeause it ven tod reetrictive,
ke explained that the United Kingdrs proposal wvas no oore restrictive than the
precent tixt of article 13 and that in one loportant rempest it ves loss
rectrictive. The notion of "ordr~ public™ was unknown in Anglo-Saxon cumn*rlen,
but the wurde "publie order” in Englirh weuld roughly correrpond te the prevontlien
of ¢lsrrier. In manifostations of religion, the prevention of dlscrier eonrtltutr
the orly sppropriate lioitation. FPublie peliny, whirh neamcd to Le the transliotl.s
of "ordrs EE‘IJHI:I", would be mich broader.

He agreed with the reprecentative of Lebenon that the tuxt of article 12
covered the right to maintain onelr religion anid frecden [rim coorclon.  IF hoevever
the Enptian amondwerita vere considered important and errentlol Ly certaln
countries, the United Kingdom del-gaticn was willing to aecjt theo provided that
they could not be interpreted ac igpeosing limitaticons or restrictions on arpusernt
and disrussion. It scemed hovever, that the ure of the vord "correion” exzluncd
that:possibility. The United Kingdom delegation vas therefore proparcd to support
the Egyptian ependsentc vhich oeezed to bte formulated oo ohtiofactorily as poasib':
I;'lrl which merely explicitly ctated vhat hed been implied in the carlier text.

[Refsrring
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Roferring to the French soondment, 1% wvos his understanding that
8o change was eug «-%<u in Lie Englich version of poragraph 1 which corrusponded
£3 the vording o the Vuiversal Dccloration of Human Riphta. He lad no
cblection ta a churge in the French terst i the represcntative of Frasce deooed
it nececzary. .

In the case of the sccord French amcndoent, e ooted thet the |
Frerrnt text of orticle 1) followed the order of the Uaiversal Jeclaration,
In gereral the Universal Declaration sheuld serve os o zodcl, but he 'ms
prefarcd to consider o modification if copent arguscnts were srozented to
that ofleet.

Mre. ROCSEVELT {United States of fimerico) eold that if t'we French
repredontative agroed that bls first aoend=ent involved a change in the
Prench version ooly, no vote would bhe neceseary. In the casc of hic second
aochlec.at, hosever, o vote vould te reguired. While rearrinpeoent and
departure from the wording of tre Universcl Ikclorationwss not strictly ncccasary,
the Usiicd States delegotion would be prepered to vote for the accond French
onarent,

The United Sicter delegation would also suppurt the United Kingdom
s milmont,

Ruenlling the action of the Ce=alesion in chenging the word "sholl”
in artlecle 9 to “noy™, ehe sald that in paragraph 2 of orticie 15 1t would
by desirable to coke the enow chanpe to ehow that the provision 1ags porslesive
ratter *han eopdotory. That change would not apply to the Freneh toxt.

Mr. JEVRELVIC (Yupgoslaovin) reculled that his country, In which o
huckbwr of different religlons vere practlecd, hed learncd froa bitter oxpericnce
that religfous hatrvd led to bloodsred ond hod cotablished the cquality of
all religions on the basis of sutual tolerarcc. He wos therefcre preparcd to
" Ppert the Egyption mmendnenta, which stated more clearly the prolseworthy idecs
leplicit in article 13.

Jic would
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Ep would puppert the firct French amandeent, vhich fsproved the text,
tut nnt the necond French amendrent, es the French reprecentotive hal not ndvaneed
any velid reapon fur changing the yording, which wos that of the Dezlarotinn.

With regird to the :l"l;*l!t United Kirgdom amendoent, he prefeorred the
phrase which epreared in the French text of the criginal article, "prdfvis 1ar
la lei”, The second Unit~d Kinpdom amsn'ment 41d pot appear to iopruve th-
exinting jaragraph 2, and vhile % van not entirely pleaced with that text, be
vould prefer to maintain it. In particuler, the drletion of the vor! "maccnokle
vas unjustified- it vac all too esuy to “hink of restrictive sensures vhich nirht
br neceroary vwithout bednpe reosnpable .

L4

Mr, CTENG PAGHAR (Chirs) rewarked that in hie country religiour
tzlerance van prectised to & very high degree. In ite long recorded hiotory,
Chirm te2d nover enpeged in crusasen oF boly wers to impore religlon on ather
[ecylen. Having produced no religloes itzelf, It wvae the vory oproaite of
fenntizal, and vus enxious that the freedem of religlon of othrro shauld be
regected, His delrgaticn van freparcd to oupport any asendeeonts wvhich wveald
ctrerpchn article 13, =d wwld therefore vate in favour of the Eryptlan
pEerale-nta,

Mr. XAPCAIGET1S (Oreece) rald that the richt to maintain ir chanpr
relipion vas fully recopnized 4n hin csuntry. Ee would therefaro vode for the
fgyptinn nmendmentn, although be arreed Wwith the Lebanese represontative thut the
right tou changs ene's Teligion implied the right to cafatain it. He ¥vmld nlan
vote for the French smondaents,but would sbotain on the United Kinglom oorndmenta.
Oe «i1d not agree with the eritice of the phrase "anly to auch limitntion: Am are
purzuant o lav™ in arti<le 13, paregrajh 2: the clowins fareqich of the. prngrorh
in quention explalned to cooe extent vhat those lindtations were.

Mr. KOVALEXED (Ukrainian EBoviet Socinlist Republic) anil that he wng
prepared to vate for orticle 1% an! for the Cgyptlon asende~nta %% 1t, ninte in
kis own country everyomeln freedem to salntain or chanpe hin relifglon, ~r t.
profoss nome, vas fully recogni.cds The United Eingdos wantcd the word "orler”
to be roplaced by the vords "prevention of Jdipsrder”™ but ks would vots apoinnt
ull puch proposals.

fir. CARSTI
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Mr, CARININ (France) sald witdh reforence to his cazwndsents; that he
still felt that "individucllement ou collectivement” wms better than the
corresponding French vording in the Declaration, shick had been drafted larsely
in Englicl, end tiot the order he proposed for the finol words in paragraph 1
wos oore logical,

He wns ready to accept some of the United Kingdom ancodoents, suzh os
the duletion of the words “resconcblc” ond "funddse.tal”, ond to sgree that,
ip the Ernglich text, "prdwvues par ln loi™ might he botter rendercd by
"prescrived by lov™ than "sursusnt to lav™: but “ordre peblic”™ was far
betier in French than "prevertion of dlsorder”, clnce it referred not mercly
to the prevention of street ricting Lut to the goneral prineiples gavorning
soclety. It wvas a wuch breasder conception, extending, lor exampls, to the
protection of frecdos of religlen by the courts, and he stronply urged its
rotention.

Hr. HOARE (Unlted Klnpdoz) egrecé with the #French repoesontative that
the aloption of the vords “prescribed L inu™ need ot cause any chunpe i the
Frenzh text.  The moin pofnt in Lis aveond asendsent wos the replscescnt of
the word "crdar™ by "poeventlon of disorder™; he had re-arrangsd the rest of the
gcntonce to allow for that coonge, wnd roguosted that o separate votc slould be
tokon oo oo vorde, Vidde "erdre prblin” wae o ccorepticp terconfted do gany
covntrices, ite knplish cquiveient, waa froa the polnt of vicw o) Jnplo-Jdaxcn
law tantasount to public policy, ond if public policy could be Invoked to
restrict Ireedoa of religlon, the rostrictione could be strinpent indeed.

He weeld alee bo Trepared to F=ve o scpizste vute oo the wvord
"fendementnl® wkich be bad ceitted frow Ris asendment, btut to vhich be End no ctromg |
Ot 3ecti%y1e asked the Ukrainian reproscntative o consider tkat
tie werde "rrevention of éisorder”™ would persit smaller limitations to be
Placed on freedon of relizion thap would the exlating toxt.

The CHATRAN statcd thet the English translation of the vords in the
Tirst French ooendmont (EfCH.L/L.155), "individuellement ou collectivement”,
shauld bo "individunlly or collectively” nnd that if the "orde in the first
United Kingdow cacndsent (E/01.47L.143), "proscribed by lav™ were adopled, the
French cquivalent vould still read "grévuce par_la loi®,

JMr. XoUuL
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Hr. FLKOUL {Lebanon) s2id, in explanction of kis vote, that he would
vote for the firat Freoch awendsent becsusy 1t clarificd the existing text, and
for the Unlted Kingdom ezondment to replsce "srder” by "prevention of disorder”
preeicely because of the explunetion of "ordre prblic® given Ly tho French
representative.  IF the mainteninc: of order included actisn by the courts
and enforcemenit of respect for the general prineciples governing o soclety,

i% wns for too broad a tasis for limitatiors of frecdon of religion, sirce
those prinelples might, in somc cascs be contrary to freadom of religicn.

The United Kingdon eccrdaent, on the other kard, would perait restrictions

only for the purpose of preventing public disturbances, and was therelore entircly
ressanable.,

The CIL.TRMAN invited the Commisolon to vote oo the varions nucndments
to nrtiele 13,

The firat Egyptisn omonduent to psragraph 1 (E/cH.b/L.18¢) polnt 1
was ndented unanimously.

Iho first French smendwent, to reploce the verds “cither alonce or in
gocmnity with othera” by the vords “individuslly or colleciively”, w2t eéamica

by 8 votes to 5, vith 5 sbstentions.

Tre socon? Frensh amcndmont !E.p"ﬂ:l.h,"l...lﬁﬁ':l, re-crrongine the Tinal
words of artiele 13, peramrapi. 1, wos odouted by B votes to none, with
10 cbatentiona, :

anurrggh losa vhole, ns snonded, yng odantod unsnicaruily.
gecond tien soendment (B/CIL4/L.187) moint 2 vorlally srendod

during +': discussion begloning sitl the vords "Ro one skall be cubject o
coercion”, vao adopted wmanimously, becoming a new parag=eph 2,

The CHATRMAN noted that paragraph 2 of the existing text consequently
beeame paragraph 4.

The Unlted Stotec verbal pmerdment o replnce "ehall” by "may" In ‘he
Eoglish text in_paragraph 3 wna sdopted by 12 vates £o none. with  nbetentions.
=0p228h text in paragrap == =-r8 IO none. with © abstentions

fiha United Kinpdos
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The United Kinglow nmomascnt (E/CH.LJL.1%0) to repluze the vords
"pursuant to law” in the English text by "proscribed by lov® vos sdopted by
12 votes o none, vith § sbstenticns.

The sccond inited Kin amendaent {EfCH.L/L.145} Lo deletn the
words “"reosonable and” vae edozed by 12 votes to 2, with L phutentions.

The third United Kingdon tmendment (EfCN.L/L.1LY) to reploce tie
word "erder” hy the vorde "preventlon of disorder” ina re’ected by B votes to 7,
vith 3 statentions.,

Mr. IOVRE (Unfted Kingdom) thereupon withdrev the rectc? nis amendoent,
vhich was conscquential upon thke adopticn of the worda "preventlon of disorder.”

It wns decided, Ly B votes to b, with 7 ehetentions, to retsin thre
word "fundarsntal” Im parogrash 3.

Parapraph 3 os a whole, as amended, wns odooted by 15 woles to nong,

with 5 abstenticns.
Article 13 ao n whole, o3 omended, was adopted unoniscusly.

Mr. iZ¥OUL {Lobanon) and Hr. BOSRE [United Kingdom) explained that they
kod abstained in the vote on paragroph 3 bocause the wvord “order” wade it presible
to impoze unduc restrictions oo rrecdoa of reilglon.

Mr. KAFDAMBELIS (Orcecelatated that he had beon sble to vote for the
firet Unitcd Kingdoo emendsent becouce it affected only the English text.

Hr. WITTLAM (Australin) eald thet the explicit stotecents conloined
inths Egyption amondments were useful for purposes of emgbnolm in orticle 13,
but that such elaboration vould not be neccasary in other orticles.

He had ebotalned in the vote on paragraph J because it was closely
linked with licita.ions in otker orticles, sall of vhich might require
reconsiderstion.

The reeting rose ot 1 pan.

17/6 p.m.



