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DRAFT TRTZREATIORAL COVINAFTY OF HUEAN HICHTS AVD IBASUASS OF IWFLEMIATAVION
(Efivee; Bfoib/52), 2fclbfizifads, )y #/0N.3/L.165, EfCN.L/L.A2S,
E/CH.L/L.OM Tev.1, EfCN.5/LA56/Rev.), B/CH.B/L.192, E/CRU/L1.003) (2ontimed)
Article 1h {continued)

', BORATNSTT (Poland) wirhed, at that stese of the debste, to
erphesize the dlzerepancy betwesu tha Jiwmitatlous on ke froedam of the pre-c
set forth in srticle 14, pursgragh 3, vhich lmd the approvel cf the
United States delegntion, =nd the arsntres grovided for in the USSR
arendment (EfCN.3/L.124%) aralmet tho axplottation of thas frrsdss for was
propagacda, ireltes-nt of hatred swont the pecples, racic) discrizimatlon
apd Aizses'nation of gienderous rkacutc. The forwer Zi<ilations werc o
pericus thrent <o the freedon of e pres s, Vhile e lotier rorely prezluded
-thn poaaibility of the rrocs heing usod fmi lasorsl popeses hamfal 2o
thé wvelfarc of =rk’nd. The entremsly wouws terms ©32d in article 1%,
pararraph 5, eculd be inviihed by eoverw wsts eoupletely So ouppress freedca
of the proos,

he vos swsrTriced thot the United Stutas repreopentative hud zee:n
£it to reply tu only ore of ° quistiops kr had maked at the preceding
meeting. It voald bo intereuuing to i.cr vhy the United States delegztion
was propered to accept the licitations of paragmaph 3, bt wes opdosad to
tha lesser licitations proposed by the USET felegatiom. The Jogiecl
ocmoclusion from the statenents cefe vag thot the United :tatce Covernment
favoured the videst possible lizitatious so thal 1% could invele artislz 1b
to puppress freedcs of the prece. The United Htotes Govermaent wos oppooed
only to such —estrictiops ob werc lihe'y to huper ita polier or nirht
interfere vith the var propazandn of the United Statsa preas.

fiince Goveronents undertock to icplement the richts set forth in
the covenant, they should clso be held responsille in ceser of b re of them,
The education of public opiplon was particulnrly injortani in that reapect,

¥r, KOVALYIGD {'Mreioinn Soviet Socialint Republie) wruld vote
agalpst the United Kinndom amcninent (Efo70/1,106 Rev,1), It edded nev ord
unaccenteble limitations to those alrecdy set [orth in artizle 1k, Yur
example, goverrments could inwvo'ie prevention of discrder fo toke oll corts

of peatrictive moopcen, .
ern. FEHTA
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Hrs. MEATA (India) wns not sotiefied with the United Kingdeo
repreaentativein reply chout the ripht to iopasct irformation, as 1t did pot
apply to cases of irformation vhich, thouph scourate, was chusive and
thorefore sublect Lo prosceution, .

Artizle 1k chould desl only with freedom of expression ond not
of opinisn, The letter belonged in article 13, vhich declt with freedn= of
thought. Zhe 412 not ther:lore agree vith the French roprosentativoe's viow
that article 14, pore;ragh 1; rwould be retained and would vote for
parngraph 1 of ine Unitsd XK't "2 asendpent, On the othor kand, che werld
support the French socndment tu paregrosh 3 (B/ONAJL,156tev.1); ake &id
not, however, *hint serasrash 2 of the Univ.d finszden moenldment sotisfactery.

Mr. HISOT (Belsfw) - sinted out that the Englich toxt of rrticle 14,
parsgreph 1, did not correspond to the French amd merely stoted o trulse.

The CHAITLGUT 2aid that t o patter was of ocome lmmrortance and had
already been deolt with by the Secretariet, es could be seen from perarraph £33
of document EJCH.L/52E. He hoped tlat remlers of the Coc=mission wsuld have d
acoe wgeful sufgesticna tn mate on the aubject,

Hrs, RIGIEVELT (United tatos of Armeries’ nizhed, befure rep'ying to
the questions poscd Ly the ULE representative st the preceding mectinpg, to .
know vhether minoritics enjoyed freedos of e:prozcicn in his comtry,

Mr. HOROLOV (Unlon of Soviet bSosialipt Rerublins) mrowvered the
United States represcntative by quoting the Censtitutlon of the Unlen of
Soviet Sccinlict Republica. In nddition to ~varanteelng frecdos of speech,
‘freedom of the proos, frecdom «° meeting and freedon of public manifestation,
it provided for the izplementalion of 1hoze rights by placing at the disposal
of the workers and their organizationa printing precscs, rewsprint, meeting
Tooms, ntans of communication and nl) the other necesgary tachnical medin,
The Constitution forbede wnr propedonda and incitement to rocin) hatred,

JHe would



Efen.hfaR. 502
Fage 5

He wvould like to knov in his turp vhether tho United States
representative vas prepared to pass morel condemnption on the var propeards
which hed appeared in October 1971 in Collierts magazine, on the Jpprals
for the dectruction of the capitsl of Polend and on the propagands for
bacteriolosicsl werfare.

Mrc, HOO'EVELT {Uaited States of Acerico) said it woo obwlous
from the Uslﬁtt reprecentative’s reply that ainorities ia his exniry 2l no
opportunity of exprescing their ¢piniom since the Covernment could refuce
them the pear of doiiys oo, In the Uniscd S%-lag It was felt that there
vas oo true freedon vien the State cont-olle® “%e¢ merns of exprescion,
Govermmenta vhick controlled the press wver. a0t jeeecoarily tetaliterinn,
but it vns better that the rrecs ghould e e/ coumleote frplispandanece.

Ghe did not afprove of the particular isave of Tniliesin,

Ehs pointed out, however, that 1t wvos an Grat oy pisturs, !Intinded to

shov what might happen, It vas regrettable, tut 1t 4id mot have the saoe
frportance as 1t vould kave had 7 1t Led spaeared In & country vacre the
Freso vas poverpoent-controlled. -fhe r-=r wvoa true with recand to the

appealo for the bosbin~ of Mopeow or Lerary. All countriep were curpently
studying the gquoptlon of cethods of bacteriolorical warfara, The loct that
scme United Statoa renerals hod declored that stulles of the snlijeot were
being made 414 nut imply that the United Staten Intended to use bneteriolomien)
waapons; auch studies were part of the national defence proyrozme of every
country.

At the previous mceting, the USSH peprecentative had referred to
a statement by the Prosident of the United Preca, Wr. Baillie, Ho ko2
remarked that from o purely mititary point of viow the atomic baomb =irht
be comeidered more husane than octher weapons becnuse 1t made it pogmidle
to dactroy only the tarpets ofoed at and to mpare the eivilian population,

Trhe CEAIRM\H wished, in wiew of the i=msortance of the quertion, to
Frant the USSR represcatative the right he reqaacted to reply to the
United States representative, Er hoped the Cazulsaion woull raise ne objection.

f¥r. VALENZUELA
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Hr. VALLPZUELA {Chile) thought the Coooiscion had shown preat
fortearance in erreeing 4o beor statcscnts of a political pators wiiel vere
not related to the item. It choald now contipue itc work, He ocied for
elogure of -the debate.

Mr, FLT (Belpium) assceizied hizself with the Chllecn repre-
sentotive’s roEarkd.

e, WE020V (Unton of Joviet Socialist Sepeblics) coid the reror'
he intended to oaka iv2-e direct'y cognected vi'h the question before 1o
Comniscion.

The CEUTUAN poirted - % that he rwst tare nzeount of the Chilean
rearessntative’s oblection and Zonsult ti+ Comnlaslon.

br. VALENSUSLA (Chila) "44 nod maicisin Lls cbjeztion, but, on
behal? of hie country cd of the =rall Powmze, he wioked to protest sgainat
the wvoate of the Cusmiselico'ec tlme b tiw creat DPewars.

Mr. IDIDF07 (Union of Jovliet Joclelict-Fepublico) orplcined thet the
purpuse of his questlons to the United States delesmation wes to show thet that
dolegation's opposition to the USSR nzandmernt van due to the fest thet the
United States Covernment amproved of ond emcouraned var prop -~ i, ‘N2
United States represontative's reply hal proved Lhat that vmos truc, Jhe
acceptad the monsirous thesls of the Fresifent of 4he United Procs with
regard to the otomlc werpon. She hod not condeancd the vouk viich wos baing
carried oo in Urited States Inbaratorles in mrejeratisn Iar becterfologleal
warfare. She d4id pot approve of the articles which had appecred in
Collier's, but che sbhowed coux indulgence townrds ite cuthors and sald thot
they wvere maving usoe of the freedom granted thew; 1t might therefnre be
gald that ghe supporied their carse, Her declarations were therelnre e
proof that the Uniled States de®- ation 44d not opposa au‘.u:tnntia".
restricticma on the frecdow of tue precs, tut cblected solely to provisions
to prohibit wor propezonda, vhick would be contrary to the curren® United States
policy of preparntion for a third World Wer amd in sccordance with the

| " Jaesires of
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desircs of the monopolies which drew ccandalous profits from that eitustion.
e protssted ogainst the United States representativets interpretatior of the

position of the press in the USik,~
Le hoped his remarks would lave convinced mesbers of the

Comuission that an end must be put to war propagends by supporting the
USE: aoendement.

Fr. KROU (Greece) hoped that pesbers of the Comalssion would in
Tuture refrain fros introducing into the discuseion guestions which were
chviously extransc:s,

The CHAIREAN put the USLH auendnent (E/CILLJL.125) to the vote
in parts, .
A vote wnn taken by roll-call on the wvords "in the interests of

Semocrocy”.

In favour: Foland, Ukrainian Joviet Jocismlist Reprblie,
Unlon of Joviet locialfst Mepublies.

hoainats fwstralla, Belplus, Chlle, China, Hmtr France,
Grecce, Lebanon, Pakistan, Sweden, Unlted Xlosdoe
of Creat Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of Amorlcn, Urariny,

Absatairing: India, Yurosiavia,

Tw vords wvere rejected by 15 votng to 4y With 2 abatentleons.
A vote wan talen by roll-call on the words "everyone muct bo maarantaed
by lav the rickt to the free expression of opindon™,

In favour: Eoypt, Lebanon, Paiistsn, Foland, Ukrnlnian Soviet
-ocinliat Republie, Uninn of Coviet Soclalist
Pepubllea, Umipay,

figainat: fuwatratis, Belpius=, Chile, China, france, fGreece,
Sveden, United Eingdos of Great Britain [, %)
Farthern Ireland, United Jtates of Auerlea.

Abstnining: Indis, Yursolavia,

The phrose wac rejected by o votes to T, with 2 abgtentions.

/A vote
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= Yote van taken by roll-czll on the remainder of the omndoent,
bopinning with the vords “everyond rust bo pucrantesd b7 law the rfeht to
freeden ef eosech, of the Peew...".
In favour: Frgpt, Foland, Ulouinfen Soviet Speiplist Repiblie,
Union of Goviet Socimliet Repablice.
firmAnet | fuctrnlia, Beleiuwm, Chile, Chinn, France, Gresce,
lebanon, Takistan, Sweden, Uhited Kinpqdom of Greut
Britain ond Forthern Ireland, United Stites of
AErrlen,; Urupuay,
Atostaizin~: India, Puwoelaris,
The remainder of the arenlamnt wvae rejected by 12 votes to b, with
2 ahptentionn,

Kr. BOMRE (Unitod Kisglan) sadd be wonld 1*ke to reintroduce in the
lest version of his omeriment (PfCW.5/L.14L/Pev.1) the words "the oxcreoise of
thors freodors” which hat eppanred in hie orizinel tert (E/OW.4/L.1M4). Ee
added thot in order to correspond to the Erglioh trat, the «nd of
paragroph 1 of the Frereh tert should rond “ou per tout putre moron 1laite”,
Tho Fuglivh toxt wecnt that if tho low coldo ©o trevioico wilh wpnrd to o
sorticuler cudizm o cxjrospica, 1to uee wenld b cooplotaly wole:cded; AT,
€ the othor Lound, tho luv ropulstod wuch o Eedico, 11e uee musl coofarm Lo the
lav,

Br. CASSIN (France) shored the Unitod Kinglem representotive’s wiew,

The CEATRAN put to the vote point 1 of tho United Stotes azondiarnt
(Efcm.hfL.193) relatine to paregrorh 1 of the Thited Kinrdon amendment
(EfCm.L /L, 14L frev,1).

Foint 1 of the United Ctaten amendwnt wra rejooted by & voten to 5,
with 7 sbatentions.

The CHATTMAR put to the vote parsgreph 1 of the United Xinrdom
amrndment (Efca.b/L.16k fRov.1).
The parscraph vis refectrd by O votes to 8, wvith 1 ratention,

fThe CILATRMAN
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Tho CTATFMAN said thut the Cocwlscion =mot novr come to a fecfolon
on paregrephs 1 and 2 of tho original text of orticle 1k of the dr-ft covarant.

Mr. AZNDUL (Lebenon) preposcd that the Cormianion alould vote on
the French text of parsmrash 1, since scversl reprooent: tivea fo't that the
English text did nct commletely ronder the meaning of tho word "fnquibeé®,

M. OCARE (Unitel Fingdom) wondered by the Frenmch text sheould take
Frecedsnce over the Snglish toxt, wvhich veo eqrally cutherite’ ivn crd *p Lured
on the Universal Docl-~~iion of Human Riphte, ertielsn 10 af vhfch corteined the
wards “without interlucaneo™.

Tha CEATRION notod that the Prencl text of thot rrtfole alao uacd

the vord "inguiété”.

Mr, WISOT (Celriw:) mald that he could nos vore oo o text vhich 41d
not have a prenfees Eornirg.

AZHT Boy (Tvorpt) though® thet thc wrea’ng of the Fronsh med Rosiieh
toaxte of paragraph 1 vao cheolutoly ike cune,

Mr. AZXWUL (Lebroen) endd thal thero was no aueot'r o rving
yreosdence to Lhe Fronsh tort, but of wetlsp ap It Tecavar 14 van hetter,
That would rlso g've tho Socretarint LIrm to Tind the rxcot 'relish equivilent
of the word "inoutétd”.

Mr. OOORE (Uaited Xingdom) demie® that the French vorsion vas better
then the Eoglish. The Fronch toxt might Le excrllent in 1teclf sod might bo
sgcoptoble io Frooch lav, but it igvolwed o corceyt-which vra quito uoncouptablo
in Eoglish lnw,

Mr, CASUIN (Franoe) ¢ ' that when the French spokr rhovt & meroon's
right to hold opinions without interference, ther 4’d not novosrarily mean
that be vas exespt from lessl prosecution. In supreoted that thro Cormioelon
sheuld wote on both texts. '

f¥-. CNERG PADNAM
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M. CIFEG FACRAY (China) drow tle Cormmiscinn’o attemtion to pire-
gre:h 203 of dceument EfoN.L/520, 1ir viich the fecretnry-Comer-l cugmested
tkat the Fnglish and Trenmch textr of artiels 1, peroyranh 1, chould to
harmonized, 1mﬂ proposcd an Pnglish ond n Frensh reraien to that ord.

AL Doy (Erpt) rearksd thet the wvording propossd %y the Sesreter—-
Ccperai retoined the wird "interference™ in Frolich and “ipouleté™ ia French.

Mr. AZ'DUWE. (feobiron) ste*ed Lis dolercticn'n inter. . Labl’ca ef
artiels 1h, prragract 1. The purpoes of thr vero-roh vna to enmo thut
no pernon weuld be iniwfered with foo Elo o afenn, wld robl to prebilit ery
eriticles or fren dlasuse’on of the v'ow1 o ¢33 poraon or ony ectlon derimel
to chanym thore vievo.  TL vas wvith tlet vocezatcdopr thet he would vote fer
parayrach 1 of the nritcle.

The CL.LTAN put to toe wlo paregzeph 1 cf the oriplnal text of
article 14 (EN19nz).
Thke parryrrph vas = &l br 17 vo'es to nono, with 5 asotentiora.

The CEAIRY nut t2 the vote poroorrpa ™ of the oripinel tort of
article 14 (Z/197).
Tho pareg=.ph vas sfom*ed b7 1% vo'ry to 3, with 1 chet=ntios.

At the resueat of the Uryuaren rovrcscntotive, the QULITHAL piat to
the rvote the firat part ¢* the Yurselnv muwndrent to prrasrarh 2 of artinle 1b
{®/1992, Anpe= III, cection A), bectoning with the vords "The richt to seck,.,"
ard enrdirg vith "Unlvercel Ieclerrtion of Evnan Rihito”.

s T3*e *mo take . By rall-nell,

In fryovr:  Chile, Tomt, Urnguey, Yurcalevs.

Apeirat: funtralia, Enleivs, Calna, Srence, Labenon, Mveden,

United Xinrdma of Great Britoin end Forthern Irelund,
ited Ttatos of fowrion.

fibetaining: France, India, Friiction, Polerd, Ulra®nirn Soviet

vocinllet Reublic, Unlen of Toviet Socialist Repullics,

The firot nert of the Tugoslav noendoant ves relestrd hy A coton to b,

_with & sbetentiana,

fThe CEATTMAN
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The CHAIRMAN put to the vote tho Egyptian smsndment (F/1562,
Aonex ITT, section A, pege 32) to paracreph 2 of the United Kingdem amend.
mont (E/Cr.b/L.145 Dey.1),
A vote ven takea by roll.csll,
T fovour:  Chine, Egpt, Poland, Uiorsinfen Coviet Socinlist
Rewwblio, Unlom of Soviet Soclalist Republica,
Yogoelarlia. 1
frafngt:  Australia, Belgiun, Letancn, Pakistan, Sueden,
United Kinpdom of Crest Dritcin and Forthern Irolend,
United Stotec of Azerica, Ususuay.
fibeleining: Chile, Franee, Grence, Tndis.
The Lptien exrrdwrt vos refostsa by B votos to §, vith
§ chetentinne.

Ira. ROCSEVEIT (United States of America) eoied that n separate
vote should be token cn the vords “ecaditicne ond® asd “or erime® In pare-
Ereph 2 of the Thited Kirsdes emerndment (27034 /L.105 /Pev.1).

The vords "sorditions rnd" wore rejected by 6 votes to b, with
a rbatenticrs,

The veda "gr crima™ were rodected by 7 votoc to 2, with O abaten-

tionas.

FZUT Ber (Frrpt) peked that o soparats vote ohould be tuken on the
words “Sor tho preventlon of disovder” in parogroph 2 of the Uhited Xingdom
sreodzent (LfCn.b /L. 100 Ry, 1),

Thks vords verc rrlectad br 9 voten to 5, with h abatantiems,

Mr. WAITED (Pakistan) moimd that a ceperate vote should be taken
on the last phrase of mar~groph 2 of the United Fin-don acendment
(BfcH.B/L.1kb fRev.1) becinning with the words “for tho prevontion”.

Tke phrree wae rejected by B votes to 3, with T chatantioma,

The CHL.IRAN put to the vote the rost of peresraph I of the Unitod
Kinpiom smopdment (E/CT.5/L.14k fRev.1).

The rest of tke pernercph wvna rojected by 11 votes to 5, with
1 sbatantion,

JThe CEATIAN
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The CEATRMAN put to the vote the United Stetes exendment (EfCW.L/L.192)
to the French swmdmmt (E/CN.4/L.196/Fov.1).

The United States nmendmopt wven rejeoted by T votes to 6, with
5 sbatentions,

Mre. ROOSEVEIT (United States of Jzaricn) asked that a peperate vote
obould be token om the words "in a democratic society™ in the French noendmert,

Thooe worde were rejected ‘b_: 8 woten to B‘t with o ahacventlons.

¥r. CASSIN (Frence), at the regquost of tho Unitod Staten representa-
tive, acroed to the Zeletion af the vord “strictomeat® from the Fremch text
of his smondment, to reploce the wverd "ard™ % "o in points (1) and (2) and
to Ingert the wvord "or™ before point (2],

The CHATAMAN asksd the repropentotive of Froynt wiern he wished to
insert hie oub-amendwent (E/1992, Ammex TIX, scotlion A) in the French ependmont.

AZVT Poy (Egypt) oaid that it would be sdied to the end of tho French
pzend=ent and wvould resad: "(3) for the zaintenance of poace and pood relations
betvorn Statas”,

The CHATHIMAN thought that the wvord "eor™ should be innerted after the
figors *(3)°. .

Mr. AZEOUL (Lebooon) thovght that 1t won better to ooy "gr" inotead
ef “gea®™,

The CEATTMY recorked that the asbiguity rcouited from the vaguoness
of the Snglieh vord "oz,

¥r. UIS0T (Belpdum) sugrested remlecin: the fipureo ty the word
"sither® rnd deleting the word “or”,

The CAAIFMAN pui to ike vote the Egptisn sub-smendzint without the

word "ar".
The sub-smendment wes rejected by B vetes to 6, with h abatentions.

J¥re. ROOSEVELD
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Hro. ROOSEVEIT (Unlted Stetes of America) anked for e meparate vots
on sach of the verds "oonditicns”™, "ciligationa”™ mnd “penaltiss™ in the Fyench
"Conditione™ van rejected bv 7 votea to 5, with § abatentions,

" "Oblimetiona” ves rejected by O wotss to 5, with b sbetemtions.

"Penaltive” ves rejected by 3 votes to k, with 8 sabatentiona.

Mr. ADDUL (lebonon) notod thet the Poglish toxt of the French
dalepution's woondoent contalnosd the words "public srder™ while the Fronch
toxt peld "ordre®,

Hr. CASSIF (Frence) poisted out that bie delogation hed wsed the
vord "omirs”™ go as to ovold the Aifficulties which the term "ordre public®
would have occosicned the Depltsheppogking delegations, It ves regretichle
that the English text wvao nov wing the vords "publis order™. Ea therefore
asked that the verd "prblic” should be delsted from the In-lish text,

1. AZIDUL (Lebencn) es¥»d for a separate vote on the word "ordoer”.
The vord "order™ wes eldopted by T votes to 5, with f sbatentiona,

Mo, META (India) proposed that the ward “public” be inserted
ofore “ordeor”.
The vord "public” vas adopted oy 6 voies to 1, with 10 sborontiona.

V. AZTDUL (Lebenon) cbaerved that, se o result of the leat vote,
the Comnlealon hald dome nothing to solve the problen arlaing from the dfffer-
enoe In neaning betveon tha Fremch expresslon ™ public® cnd the English
"public crder”. ]

The French esmordment Lo artiole 14, paresrrph 3, o amended, vas
slopted by U votes to 6, with 3 sbatentions. '

fxticls 1k es 8 vhole, as cmended, vas adopted by 12 votes to 3,
with 3 sdatentona.

Mr. FISOT (Belgium) sald thot he ha! sbetainsd from the vote on
paragraph 1 because he did not agree vith the interpretation placed upen it
sssording to vhich the text refeiTed to all interference, aod oot, as ke would

bame wisbed, to ipterference with public powers,
Mr. BOARE
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Mr.BOARE (Unitsd Kingiom) explained that bhe had voted againat his
leioratico's saeolment in it truscated form becanss it had beeo completely
distortsd by tis mevious votes.

Eo had ebstaiped frea sll the vctes on the werds "crier” and "public
crder” tecsuss the meaming of those expresslcus was complately obecure 1o him.
nlhﬂlhhl-lrmthmmthlnnﬂll-n!-ntlﬂmﬂnlﬂuh
s & vhols bossuse Teramruph 2, 88 adopisd, was not acoeptabis toc his delsgation,

|, VEZTIAM (Auotralin) eaid that he hed woted for ertiol: i4 oo @
wvhole becsuse ths erticle was gemernlly mcceptabls to him dslegstion, but he
thourht thot the expressicon “public cxder” chould be recomsldered.

AZMT Bcy (Egpt) erid that Eo had sbatained becsuse his delecetion's
proposal hud been rejocted. Lo it had becn rejected by o emoll osjority, he
boped that it would be alopted in the Gepsrul senexbly.

M. MOROZOV (Undon of Soviet @coiclist Republics) sndd that he had
voted ogainet article 1% beceuss it had bscoms unestisfectory co o result of
the rejection of the IBSR smsntwnt., In particulsr, he rogretted that the
lirdtations on freedom of eptech end the press cloed nt prev. nbing wvarzengering,
hatred scwmg pecplea, racial diserimination and the pprecding of slandorcus
rumcnrr hed boen rejected, alony vith the Egyptisn proposal vhich, vhile
inadsgvate, vonld heve irproved the artiele. The vote to rejeot the wordo
"in & demporatio soclety™ vos unmprecedented and showed that the Commispion had
aot been ablo to arriv at o sstlefectory toxt tecause of its yrosent compo-
gition.

M. BORATYSET (Foland) said that hic dcle/aticn hnd voted ageinst
artisle 1k for the recsons he had stated during the discuseion. ~He regretted
the rejeotion of the USTH emendment,

The CEATRI¥N caild that ss tho Coomieslion had corpleted conaldereticon
of exrticls 1%, 1t ehould nov o baok to erticle 10. He intended sirietly to
apply the Comission's declaion o llmfit spealeres honceforvard to ten misutea
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for tholir first interromtion ond five mimutes for moboequent strterenta.

. MONOZEY (Undcn of Soriét Socialist Republiep) proposcd the

ad Jourment.
Tho troporal van sdopied by ¥ votsas to 1, vith 5 abatrotionn.

The meetirt rore at 5.35 p.m.

1'“"& Pilba



