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human ri,ghta. ':.Cbe wc;>rd.a "within a reasonable time" would permit States to delay

the fulfilment Of their obligations for a. period which was left entireiy to the .

discJ;'et:t0n. of. ea:ch ~tt\te~?" The Uni"ted, 'Kl,ifSdqm 'Q.elegat1:o11 f~lt:l·that .t~~;· obl:Lga.~:
t::l.6~s~ d~~iviJig" t'rorn.:t~e ~oyenap.t:on 'Q,ivd.l:' and.pol1tica:l"ri~hts Shotild"'be'{irin;', ;'..
c'1~~~~,~nq. "e'qual1Y appl'ica,qie to all."· i,fhat"wo~ld hot be :the 'ca'se ~~nde~·t'he:':~::~: .....

''! • 4 ',' .' • , • .-, ,

eXist1pg t~xt,ot' p~t;agr.apn;"2, 'and States, which~·took.step,s before "~at1:ricat'ion'to
6e~ ,::~h~~' the~~ .legisJrat1qn.tulf1I,led the', ~bligat:f:orts of the dovenatit would' be at', , '

.: ,:'~, . . ... , ' - ., . .... ,,; '.
a a:1Sad.vant~ge·\1n 'rel~tio~. jjo 'those whose" legislati'ori ,4id. ,!lot. Indeed~ ,State~)';"~

, ;'. , .,c. " 1\

which :t'T.~~e mos:li, adYfJ-,ncec1 .in t1:latrespect mignt be,.a,~cuaed of:Vioia~:lng th~:i.r,,, .;:
• ~" • .... ; I ' : ... If" • _ • <I '" "" •• I '" _ 1 :'. ,''.1

ob11g~t!1ons by, ,otl1eJ; Stat.es·which themselves mi;ght' ,if. theywi'shed'asauine thos'e :, t
.' . ,,' ~ " '. . ,,'

0:1J.li~~t1Qnt;?· q~Y.'.~~qh'later i Pa1'&agraph 2 'meant in' fact, that, 'States :wer~ ~nt:t~i~d

tOI~~int~i~,~re~~~vat:i:~nsco~cerni~ certain arti'cies until'their 'legiSlatitin had'
: ."":,,. t.-,... . /.." • ' : • . , L ': • - t ." I Ill". ..; ,i :

bee,~, ·modifi~,d· accordingly.In 'that case 1t 'Would b'e .bet.ter 'clearly to provide:
",,~ .• t : .. "... 1'- .. • '" to • "

for the pos~ibil~ty of .:reC?·er:v'a1;iori'ff a's· ,was, aone ,in the United,j<:1.rigClom 'a.mendment
. ..' • ;", '.' ~, • • ." l· ":

. (.E,c~I.~/L$13e')~h:.iC~; d:~.J;e:ted the' p;reaenttext of paragra.ph 2, and l'epla.ce~dit' by"'a
;\{,.M ;~.• t . ~. ~ #\::' ..' . . . . '.' : .... t,', .. · •.. ~~.

reserv~t,i()n::~}~~~~. .:'IJ~" ~ad no intent~on whe;tever of ask1n~ the.' C~~S'S~,~~ 't~ go,.
into, th,.e entir,e ,'p~oblenf of. resaryatiOns to the covena.nt a.t the ..,present' Bt'age';~ .; ',~

* .• '" ." i - . . •

howe~e; i~st~,~d ~f" C9l+~e~l'1ngth$' Pd~S:ibillt;y:; o~ re.servations" as' in ~thepre~e\1t~~'
.I f • ,," , ., '0', t.

text, th~.;~Commi~·sion.shoUld ~a..ce tbe'faet"squareli~' ,'.States. coul-dnot: then ·ui3e" ...:~~:
parag'raph:,2 a.s a pr~t~xt' fO; '~elaYing ihdefini.tely the aaa.pt~t'io~'·oitl1e'!r !.', ',~·t'

.. '. ~. \. ":.. <':, ,'.' ' , ". . . '. .' , " .:.. ,.'; ,;, . .~ :,';
natio~~. law ~o: the provisionf?' of .the covenant; .while obta.ining' 1:ihe'~redit f'Or .t,~,

:', ; .. " ~. 'i' '.," . _ •." . .. .' . ..... I. "of;,

haVing ra.tified the covenant. Aaot>tion 'of tlle Un'ited Kingdom amefidilient -Would .make. , .

it possible to allow for those ca.ses where there was some pa~ticular law which
I ; .. \ I ...~. ..

lagg~d be.l.J:~nd the 'covenant r.:a reservat1on··i.n respec'ti;'of ~uch ..:a law wot'rl'd: be
.~ ~ \ ~ t". " "''P I I.. 0"" ~... .. • t'. ~""" _Il 't~• .... t. ~

cl~arly ~.~a:te~a':l4..known. :~o· ?-~l, O~her\:"sigriatori~S •. ' 'f '.:' •• f ..... ~. . •
:;,:... f' • .. ,... .,. ~. I .. .. '0'. .. ..... r _~ :/,': or. ~ ..: ' .. ' '1., .~'

'.::... ~, '.:" ~Mr. ~NISO'r (BelgiUm), did not believe that the United t.Kingqotn representa- :,
:.. ~ .~. .. .... to" f' .', ".. ..... "" .. ... '. \ ':~ • .... •• ..... • \, ': .: .'... .~ r. 'It : ~ .. :

tive·.w~·:a:skfii~"'fQr ,paragraph 2 to be deleted since no one knew:. whet.~er the.".'.'
• _. .. " • f" l'" I ,~_,

Covenant 'W'Quld have a.n article on reservations' a.na" 1f so 1 'What' :I.ts 'cont'ent's wou'la
• 'p • \. ',t'., .•

t I .. ,. , : ,'t'. ' .. ~•.

b
~ .. ': . r ,1'~.. . \". • • " . -. • : • . I '•.

e .. ': ,.... ' '. .
• 'i- ........ t' , ,",' , ~ !.~ ... ,.' . ~ • '!"

: . '. . . . ..".' ,. .' ..... ...'.. • . ' • ". ',: .: , . ,', • j' .... . "

" ::. I :. .'. Mr.• 'JuvIGNY '(France') 'thought 'tha.t the" :solution of tlie problem ~a:is,e,cl by: ~\
" • • • ,'... .., . ,to ... ':. _, • "'", .. • • ~ l'

the uhite,d ':i<1ngdoin r~t>r\e'sentati ';e;~ :~Hu:tda.ifect .the 'fundamenta.l "idea .of'~he '
:qove~a~t ·ana. i.ts':fut~~ .,~ ..,The ~un~te~ 'Kitigdti~'~ep~esent~t,iye", b~~ing, h:trn~~lf on ;.'::

,. ,1\- . .... ','~ t" .". -... •• '~ "., . .~ ..., . .... ,. •

many'·prece'd;ents·j·"'1aa::~dib.~ied·.\ th~" ()rthod.o~~attfitude 'to ";nternational 'connnitments". "

according to which States did not ~atify ~r adhere to a t~eaty until their legis­

la.tion had be~ntb3!'ought into line with the provisions of that treaty. That was

also the Syst~~ ad~Ptedin France. In accordance with that attitude, a State
\could make reserva.tions on special clauses in a treaty if they were a.t varia.nce ....

'With its national legislation. \
. /That att1tude



'. ~. i.' " •
,'~

'"

, ..

'-'bet ett!t$ehOUld '1lOt Jl howe.:ter I eppl1:ln tho d'afJS of 'bhe cl?'V'enant.

wh1ch was en1nltt1?UDlent 'e~! ~!!~~. 'trni1ka ord1Mr1 conTentIons; the cove~ent

CQT$re<1: such e vest tield that no State could' olaim 1te 1$!181at1on to be in
,,' . ,

Qomp:utte ,herJJXmy with ell 1ts proV18::LdIll.' 1'hs COT8rmnt OOill! not anter into

torce unless it WOB rat1t1Qdb1 -D7 S'tete.. It eZflple prov1e1o:l were' UlSdo tot:. ,
reBe~yat1onsl es the 'Un1te4 K1ne1= 1'$pr$sentnt1Yesuggeat8d, ~t1onel '
leS1a~t1Qn might becoms $tet10 I ISO thet the covenant ~ld lose. its. dynsroio,

, .

force. By virtue ot the:reeervetionD; Stetoa voulcl ba releesed from certain
. . . . .' .

Oblisatlons and whole parte ot tha COTeMnt t11!ght thus be left 1noperat1ve. fa"'! i!."~in·
. , .

indef1nite period.. Pa2'agreph 2 es nOW' ~tt$4 avoided those ~:1f':r1oult1e8. ~he
•

~18~m fc~ wh,"ch it pl'll()v14ed would be 1~ett(.)r;tl"Q on1,. if' tha oovenan't; remained
,; ,4eclarirb1onand vsrG not brougbt t:m!18r, cOl+e~1'fe 1ntarnet:!onal Qontrol~
U ey8r'7 Stew were left fret! to '81~ 1ta O\,-a lntorpretet1cn to the words ttwtth1n
a ..rea,.oaebl~t1me(t I the 17stem p~polO<1 blthe U3.1'tacl Kf~sdom would 'be moz:e. .
hona~t ond offective. xt, howo\~~, the ~.rpret8t1on.ot t~OfiO w~ds 'Wa9.lQtt

to t~e ~Wr.Dat1onalc~1t1, on the beu~la orpe~iod1('J rGports on tho'"
eppilcat1o~ of t!omeet1e meeauN8, the '4!t:tlcult1se wo1.a.4 d1aa~P08r. ~t WSB. . ......

. why. the F:t'8~oh d.~leset1on would vote 1n faVOur ot perasraph e 8 S 'it etoo4 ,,1thout
. .' I

p.-e3ua,s1ne'the queet10n whether %'9servat:toxia oould 'be 1D8ds to the ~OTfi)~~t in
ecCOl'd.enee nth the ~ne~l Assembly'e1rUJt:ruct1ono.

' ..
• I

Mrs. ~OOSEVELT (United States of' Ame~ios) oppoaed the Un1to,," ~1ngd.0D)

':PrOPQeal (E/oN.4/L.138)~ ~he queElt10n ot res8:rY8t1ou ehould not be eono1ds1'4acl

et the ];)1'ssent stage, since it ·va. scJ1edulodto be teken up efte~ ·theque8t1o).'l

et mta8~8 ot ;f.mple1nentet1on. She note~ that· the United Sta'tes·delegat1on. had

.u)m1tted,a proposal concerning ~ese~t1ons.

Point 3 ot tho 8rt1010 propo~d b7 the United X1nei~ 'Wi:J ·1ncompl~te;

.el!milar ~~:posal h8~ prev1oual,. been "".oted by en ov$JNhe1m:1ns meJ~1t7 ot the. ~ . .

COm1$81on. ~be prelenttext at article 1, paragr.-aph 2;, ohoul<1 be Jl)ainta1J1Oc1.
,

Unlike the U~~ted X;l118d0l'l..repreastltet1v&"she rlid. not think that .d4apt1ns

clomat1c legislation, to the covonant betOl'1' ~t!t71i1S it •• 111 eccOJ."dence with
• t" •. ,

-1 •• ,. 1

. . .... ' "

I~nt
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current 1nte~nat:lona.l treaty requirements. It seemed impossible to say1 bef'o:re the. -.. .
covenant came :Lnto force, whe·theraome nationa.l legialat.ion wa.ser was not in '
cOrl;fOrltl1ty 'With it.. In the United sta.tes a Supreme Court deciS:i~n m1ghtin som~ ,

! •

cases be necessa,ryfor that purpose.. The conclusions 'of the' Legal Depa,rtment.
1-· '. .

dated. ,28 May 1948 (E/CN.4/i1.6) contra.di,~tedthe' United Kingdom representative fS

affirniat'ion thf;l.t 'the system he proposed was in conformity 'With international
, '

requiJ:'~ments since a.ccording to them "Even tho~ghsuchcha.nges in domel3tic' leg:t,s~a.~

tion ma¥ be ~equired they need not t~ke place before ratification or accession ~.

unle~s o~ coUX'se the treaty itself so provides ,t• The provisions 'of a tX'ea.ty' c0\.11d

be SO comPlex tha.t they could·be 1mplementedover.a long periodo£ time only, and
sometimes Judicial decisions ware necessary to reveal discrepa.ncies between the
provisions ,of' the treaty and existing legislation•

.' She also preferred the present text of paragra.ph 3Cb) 'to the United
K;Lngdom. a.mendment·,to it, as ;Lt ga-ve ste-teaa freec:~oicein the mo.tterof re·course ..

Mr. HoARE .(UnitedK1ngdo11l), :replyi.ng to the French und. United States" .

representa~ives~ sa.id :bhatit was cle~ t~om the Legal Department's opinion . .

(E/CN.4/116) that according·to :J:.nternat1onal practice states were free to determine. ,

in wha.t ..1.TlD.nner they would. secure complia.nce with the obligations Of' a convention"
but cont:ractual obliga.tions came into force at the time of ratif'ication, and if :Lt
eo ha.ppenedtho.t they could only be secured by provisions ot- la.w, then the la.w

must accord with the obl.igations at the moment ot-ratification. Paragro.ph2 was
, 'I:. ,

a.n' .exception to tha.t principle; if it represente,d normal pra.ctice" it' was po:tntl~ss .•

It made the covenant El. .declaration", which wa.s precisely wha.t the F:renchrepresen-
. .

ta.tive wished to, a.void.. A requ;treinent of reporting .. concerning the us'efulnesa ot
~ . ~ ...-

which he we not satisfied on general ~ound81 could not take the place ot definite'. . - . . .'.

'ob11ge.t1~ilS wh1ch ininternat1onal, l~w arose Qut ot, re,t:tfica,t:l,'on. None ot tbe . '.. . .
arsumenta presented, had altered the United Kingd.om 'a position.' , ..

He not~d, 'With :refep~nce to the 'Belgian representa.tive ts' sta.tement, that
paragraph 2 alread,y. C0t,1st1tuted a1':\ indirect refJervo.t1o~ to tlie, cove~nt. Re

• , to •

agreed that the qu~stion of .:reservat:tons ~bou~,d not be cona1de~ed at the present·"
stage. Consequently he asked the.CommiQsio~·topostpon~~ it$ decision' on

. . .
:po,ragra.'ph '2 u~t11tho.t question 'Wa.sexo.minea= .

IMr.. MOROZOV
•



Mr. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet 'Socialist RepublicS) 'consid,ered tha.t

art~cle 1.... :pa:ragro.ph 2.. made: no provision for reservations to the co'tenent. It

was true that the 'Wording wa.s 'not perfect and. the e:x-presi3ion' "m:ch1n 0. r(~asonabl,e

time·1t
'WaS anything but, prec:tse.. He regretted that the United Kingd.om representa­

tive had. agre~d to'the :tnclueion of still vaguer 'Wording in the covenant.'

Whatever its defects" paragra.ph' 2 aid provide that ea.ch state accepted the

QQligation set forth in paragraph 1 and undertoQk to' o.aapt its legislation' to the
, provisions, of the coven~nt within a normal time. The -purpose of the United Kingdom

-':t

proposal was to aboI1eh that ob11sation. The gueat10n of reservations was qUite
, .

another matter and should not be considered until later;
"

"

Mi't NISOT (Belgium) sa.~d. that in international la.w legislation e:n,sur,it:lg

the execution· of So treaty by a. State should in principle come into force simul...

taneously with the treaty's entry ·into force for tb~t state. He conclud~d there­

fore th~t pal:E\graph 2 should be kept. ·Th~fa.ct that it COlltained the ,words
.. .. c

"Ydthin a reasona.ble time tw ' would. eno.ble the; covenant to b~ ratified since
states oould thus apply grad.ua.llY., bytneansot temporary measures I those provisions

I

which would offer insuperable obstacles if they had to be brought into force at

once.

'\".'1'h

Mt'.AZI<:OUL (Lebanon) thought the article propo13ed by the .Url1ted' Kingdom

(E/CN.4/L.138) was based on the sume considerations as those underlying the text

of article 11 paro.gro.ph 2., Some delegations considered that :pnragraph an '

improvement on paragra.ph 1. Mr • Azkoul, on the contrary,·thought that paragraph 1
... '

prQv:l,ded. fo~ an immediate undertaking 'on the part of' States to respecta.nd guarantee
the rights recogn~zed in the ~covenant. If th~t were indeed so, StntescQuld

ratify the covenant only if' they were1n' 0. position to implemen'c those rights from. ,

the m(.\~ent of r~:t:tf:tc.at:f.on. :But 'Under paragro.ph2~ States 'l(ouJ.,d, in fact J be

allowed a tim~.limit within whieh to implement certain 'provisions of the cove~ant.

,That .pa.ra.g~aph Was> therefore. a. step backward when ·co~po.red'W:tth t~e' immediate··
~nd.ertak:tngs provided for in po.ragraph 1 and contained a. cla.use V'e~y close to' the '.

!' • ..

idea of reservations.

~he question
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• .~.. ~ .. "" 'I ..', < .. f" ~ ... ~ :'.').~"
. t.. .....,' ~ '". ,'~ ." •

.. !I'he q,uestion was whether the Comm1ss~p~ w~ehe4'Po' give states the
, poss1'b11i'ty of not' carrying out ~'~ll th~ '~~vi~1~ns ~f th~ covenant. from the

• " • • " It:1 '," ·1 .

. moment they :ratifi~d:it. .. . '...., .~ ,"
• I

j • " Those who were not :w1U1ng tc? gr~:t .Stat\e,s, ~at posB,~bi'J,i tyI ,,,ere
~ ,'. I • ",.".,. .., ", '.~ It •

stipulating that each State should-tirst 'take ~he neceasa:ry meal3\U'es·..to ,bring
, . ~ .

its' na.tional legislation into line vitb the' pro·;:ts10ne ot the covenant, and
• • I "]', • " ,

" should' then implement it immediately upon ra.tifi~a.tion. .The Leb&ileee
. ~,'" .~. . .'. .

delegation shared that attitude. Para~ap:b 2 WfJ.!3, in ~aet, only an

authorization lThich Sta.tes would 'be able to invoke with 1mpun1:t;y in order to

deter' $t will th'~' implementa.tion '0'£ c~rl6in prov:i.si'~ns of the covenant. Tbe
" l ,. " ~ f

'Lebanese ~delega.ti.oil was theretorein f'avour ot thedel@1on ot paragraph 2.
I '. •

" bt,her delegCtt10ns wereie:=s catego):'ical in their r~a.ctions and'

constderedthat whi~Q States wb1Chr~t1tiea the ~ovenant should be:requlred~to
'impiement all 1ts provisions,' ~y'~iio~a."t:i~s~ be. allowed a reasonable ,time

, If l ~~. .... '. '. ,

to bring their 'nationa.l legislation :tnt(:) h~mo;11 with the provisions 'ot ,th~
,. . '

. ~". 'k',', . . -4 . • -.' .'~

covetlailt •.' Tha.t wa~ the inten~ion of the autAo~a of paragra.ph 2. " , "
• ... ~.. 'f . . •

"', ;:' The United 'Kingdom delegation adopted, an inte:mediary posit.ion,.'

ta;cdordins to whieh Sta.tes· Would be aJ..lowed to make reservations I, on' signing "
~.. • I"

or rat:1:tying the covellatlt, in respect otany one of ita provisions. 'lhat

flttitude would be' :r:'easonable if it were not for the nature·ot the covenant.

The Lebitne~e delegation was opposed to any ~eserv~tions can~eX"n1ng human rights.
. '. .

A 'reservation on such. a. SUbject implied tha.t the Ste.teconeerned was unWilling

to ass,*e the obligation to impiement a right, oonfining 1tself' to recognizing

, the ';right in a purely abstraot way. In :the ca.se c;>f a pr!vate eo~v~nt~on or
commercial treaty, rese;rvations'~Ow.dbe pert~ct~y justit~e4, but ,in the case

.' • "I, •

ot human rights, they were iria~iss~bl~. '
Tbe Lebanese' delegation was therefore, opposed tq the ~8tt" text

proposed. by the Unite(:J.. ·kingdoin~ 'U01iever,.1't was not sat1S:f1e~.~th th~

expression '·within ,'a reasonable timeft in' pa.ragr~ph 2. That wa~, a vague .

conception" which might render theCQVen~t i~op.erat~ve •. A $tate might confine

, itself to r~Co&Td.zlng;·c1vfJ"'ana, Political rights and··the abst.ract,need to

j,mplement them, Witbotit evel"nliakil18 tb~m ,8. pra.ct1c~i·~ea,liW. ,In, $ueh circum-
• . . .' ' ~ I . ' <'" " • . , •• ";''to. :'~',. " :... . .. "

etaneesit would"be difficult to blame tha.t Stat~ ~Q~ :nqt :1mplemel'fting the
• -: -.... • ". p, .: y • ' , ",. "

covenantJ 8Q it could always ',~ege,that the reasonable time had not yet
,.~ .. .".

expired.

, IHe suggested.
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Re suggested twoposs1bi11ties: theCommlssion could either itself fix

th.e.t.:J.m~"w1:tp~nwht~ .~h~ ~o,·~~j;.:~d.;Re~~~.. B9splY,teJ.y, ob11g~~OJil'~O~' all
" - . . "."" ~ . ,

.~tat~s,J 'o.r, ~':t Q<N1C1:~ .le~",e,. ,:~o. !;~A.C(l:t.; ~~~'F..e ,1(~e re~pons:Lbi¥ ~y" fo~, ,f'1?tP1g'~ ~~: at the

time of ratifica.tion; in the le.tte~ case' no State wquld;.t~ar~',to 1£~~o~~~e ~o' itself

~~~,,~x~es~1ve pe~iQd 01 tim~i ~rJr ,~ea1'", ot s,~tbQ.k1:ns, it~·,o~m·· pU~1~~,op1n:t~n,'or that

~",l.:ofot;h:er co:unt~1,e8:4,:;.,t;~. the;re~or~' p~opo~ed.~~' ad~tton~ to pa:t~agrap~:'g" ~ter
t~e~rds~·!!with1n 'e.~ :r.etUJ,onab~ t1~·~, ~;r. th~ word.s fttR be ';fixed',by" 'ep.~4 :9~' the
• .. ...... • • .. r " ,

States,P.a.r,t.~~~ ,.:to'. t~~ .:Qo;ven~t "in its,1nst~ent 'pf rat"ft,cation' ,'0:;. ~dbere~cett.
• • t .

t 't t '. - .. ~ • ..... ... • • •• to· ... • f ~ .' . • t' .. ; ". f. • Of.. .' ~ ,.

".: :. , ':,', , .: ;.~: ,Mrs. ~Jt{i:n4ia.)I.po+nted ou~. tl;lp.~,as :the que,st1on of: reaezia.ti~ns
• \. f·- •. • -,'- • • • • .....

'~,;..llf¥1 ~t y~t peen, ¥S()U~,se~t r:8he ,di,a. not, th~~k ,1t des~raple·,~O:aaopt ,0. _t~~ton '
+tb~.\~~nea.'o,t ·t.h~.,U~~~.~~ K~~gW;~ p~opqaal (E/CN.4jL.l;8)•. ~oreoy~;r~ .,h'er~ . '.. -. - -. . .
de~~~~,ion ,,~s,"':OPJ?Q~, ;~p ~J.:~s~~~t1~.~" a;r:teetins :tp,et·1P1~lemen:ta;~iO~,othlUltan ,'

,,!,ri~t8.· \Wit~, f,~ga~~:,1iP,<~h.e·'~i~b~e~,f#' r.ep~s~~:tat:L'\r.~'S;,,~US6esti9ni "it ·w:.Q.~~d be'

: ,lti;:ffi~~t ·tq",a.e:c*4~"~~h~t,.~; te~~on~b+e ~eng~b C?t ,~~1me wq~id 'Qe •. 'CQ~:sequentl1,
the ~~~at1,qe~~ga.t~~nl~s.,~~~Vql..W,:lO~ tA~'. prese~t .tex~ lb~,~as:tA_'a:~~;~\.,

.... • ,.,' ; . I • to ~.' • • '; ..': • ." _ J

oppoat~d to \aJU~nd1ng -;11\ bef'Qr,~dco~a:Ld;ering ,the q1:1estion wheth$r> .St$tes' 'woUl~. . . .. .. .. ..

be ~10WE;~. ~~.;m~k~"·t'r~s.~rv~t1onso· , -An:f 'Q.e~,~'BiO:l. by, the Commission' on pa:asraph 2

.wa.~ ..sub~c~~·tcp·tl!e .J~~a:minat1on ..o~ .th~ ,question- of .reservations. ,,, , .'. '
, '

-s.~" -:0-. -r"'- !.'~; \ \.'. .~
, , .
. " ... .. , .

• :'.' :.~:;~.' ,'",: 'J ..;~.-\-W1iI'rLA..~· (Austra.lia) said h~s '4elegation was in favcur. of th~

'.... JJ~t~d:~K~ngdom >propf)sal,'concerning paragraph 2 '{ElcNo4/L.l;~} ~ , HE'. ahareq. :'the

i" ~~~·'d.el~e;a.tio1l= s v1~wthat th~. Commission coulq. not, examine parn.graph2
.. ~ , ....

~:~, ap~ .11"014 t~e, qtlest~QJi},! ot rep-a~ve.tiont3•. :Artic3:.~ 1, para~e.p~ 1, prescr~bed'

an. '$Dl{J1ed1~a.te ob11gation; paragraph 2 '1nd11"ectly reducecl the force 9~ that

obt::t:gation and ~a$ equ1vaie~t to a, reservation,; 'the ~r{:ls$ion unthin ~. .

:reasonable time" muat be made more ~tin1t~. Bow-ever, to fix the t.1me ,by

th~,:method'ffuggest~d"b'y, ,the Lebanefle de,leg$.tiop woul.~· raise difficulties ~ .

tor: !,~ome. States Mq~ wish to fix, ditter~nt,,pe~1ods fo~'(l1.fterent proV1s1~ns,

of ~h~, covenant#. and. in e.uch ~~rcumste.nQ~",;t1t ,.woUld:be 41ffi~1Jlt t9 achieve '

, :J:attt1~4t1on;'.Qt"."the$:cyeii,ant',bY al1.St·$t~a,.' ':,'rhe U.n1t.ed.. Kingdom,proposal was ...
'.

s ,mUQh, mQ~~ ,~;i.nd1ns 'un,dert~kirig on'th~ pa~t" of states.- 'In ~y ~ase,.

cons1d@a.tion. of the, t~~es'e __.p~QP;osala.na: of paragre.ph.'a>shou1d. b~' d~tt[#rred.

~t11.tbe ..,'qU~$t~on ~t;2reserVationB'iw~'$:'~c~n~1'~~~4.·~'-·'· ,; ", '";"'> . '.
:< ,." '.:.,' '. .:';. ~.: ,,~~,':'c':,,; .;;.:;~';".. '"·~/~~r. VALENZUE:tA' ,:'

. '."., .

I '
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'. Mr. VADnNZUELA (Chile) ~~e.l1ed,tha.t hie delegation, had. Gt~afJea. the

difficulties '1n'Volv,d in.' s~~ta.D.eOu.s ~~t:ton otpere.grapb2 e.'"1d.I~the queat10n

at re~ervat1ona. The tendenGl to e~am1na l:l.mitat.:l.ve o1a.lle.ea 1n the J.1g.'b.t of

preoedents in 4'"lternat1onal 1netl'U.'mOnts was liable to ma..~e ~M C/Jmmission'lose

S1gl1t ~f' theun1Yereal nature ~t the cova:r~.t Md ,theobl1gatiaae it 11Jt.Poaed

upon States 1...." the ma.tter of b~ r1gbts o It~eemed, :pl'cterable to. postpone. '.

exry discussion on the adm1C4~1b11ityof re~ervaticns,1n that eonnaxiono From.
. . . .'.

the' J.esal point of view the United Kingdom repreraentat1va 1S observations were
, .

Just1fied l in the light .0'1 the 1n~ent1cn exp~sied in pareg::ce.,ph 2. 'l'he question

was whet1:!ar it w~·)':ld be bettar to postpone cons:1~~atlon of parag%'aph 2" which

waS bqund up w1th the queatlorl' o~ :reserv~t~onsl or ~~d.ia~aJ.y to take er deoision

upon' it, with the addi't1on proposed. by the Iobane~ delegat1oZl. The 'Ohilean .
.• : '. .

delegation e.sreedwlth the Indian repreaantative tl1e.t it wa.s d1f':f'1oult:> at the .

presen~ stage, to take a decl~1cn on the L,ba!"~eo pro:PO~l. Acoording2y 1t
f • • ' ,. .•. ~

proposed th~t the' Commission ahould PO$tpotJS exalD1nat·1an ot the question of

rese:."Vat1onoUntil it had studied tlW ~asw:-~a of im.plexusntat1on;, ~ that it

should ·procoed. to accept th~ present text ot paragra,ph 2~ oCJfin1~ itself to

indicating in i tB· report vhat was meant by ua raaaanabla til'lla tI, m.e.J.king clear ' .

that the length ot t·hat tim would be fued by states When ratifying the oovenant., '

Mr.. BOBATYNSKI (Poland.) agree'a with the Soviet Un1c.'ll delegation tJlat

the question of reservations had noth1%1g 1n common with the ob11sa.t1Qn of: the

states to implement the provisions ot the covenantoRs res9x:ved hie delegation's
right to state 1ta attitude regerding reservatiot'..a.

Mr. JEyPEMOVIC (Yugoslav1a.) stated that his delegation co'uld not asree,
to any reservation to a Covenant on hwnan .r1shte •. , 'l~e, Un1ted K1\'lgdOnt 1.'e~esenta.·

, . .
t1ve had' po1."1ted out tha.t auo.h reserv~t1or..s Yereessential because of the

legislation in effect h'1 some states.. He cor~i4e~ed, that, vith the" ..provision \
in paragraph 2 otart:lcle 1 for ~ reasonable d~layI. ~otbi%'.s stood in the way

of those states rat1ty1ng tha oovenen.t. T:1a expr~S'Sio~ "'Within a reasonable t1ms t •

wSI.not specific, but. that did not entitle a. State to makE) ri$ei"'v.at:tor..e that "trou1d. .
enable 1tto keep una~tered thoQEJprov1a1ona of its national ~S1slation that·

• ..' " $. ' •

were not in he~ with those ot. the ,aovenent.'
. '. ~ . '



'.

, ,

, ,
'. "

, ~
"

.. , .. '. .,: ~ , ..
~,. ,~ ,. " 1." ,'t •

" '1 " • , :. I ,••• , ~•• ,~~ ...... , .. ~ ,

• "':' ~ .~... • .. .t • " '\ !f'. '-'.;-. 'I' .. I

• • . • . • ~. ..' -.' ~__ - '. , I' f . ~, .Ill.. • .. 1 I,' _ _ ",,' '. _ ~ . ~, • A;· )< " • ... , • •

'. ~l:-' ,', ~,,~ . ·<'~W1th re's~a. to the ~b~ss propossl" hd"was ot op:tnion that 1'~ ·V~s :
toX' the"'1ntemat1oMi o~itl to de'b.~I~ 1f'nGed<'~} the 1'6aeoi~b]";/ ~;er1~

• _," '. t " ".. \ .,'~ •

ot .t1.lDe, ':to 'be srente~ ~ Statsa. .. ,: :." :.,',: ",' tl. "',,. • " \ ',~'
~f: _. ' ..

~ _ \ ... ' • ~ . ~ •• ' ..t ...., ' +\ I

.a:~Y'mlce:. :,' \. ,. . ... . t ". .. • • i'" ,.,. . ...~.. ,.. l " 'f,

f· •. i '. .,,', : '. . .

~'-:,:;Sbe'took' tn~ v1Erw t~t c011a14e~UQ.'1:' of the question ot' :r~ssrv8~1~(3t "
• t~. .,' . ' '.' '. ..' • '., ,"

ehouldibe~de:remd'·ariifhoped 'th~t .th$ C~sslo1i-·wcuid tEilte .a:Q 1mm.~~1at~. dSQ1a,1e>n-

on th$ -present taxt' Of'~par~aph '2,1rh1el1 =u.ot cerba!illi find ~ 'p~e in tJ!e\,: I" .. •

•• . . ~ t.· . - .. .. . , \.

covenant" ,.%.e expressi~n "rea$Q1?4.\bJ$ t~ n was ndt, usually tSJ::ell to imply ~ .
1ndetiL~1te j)&lt1od of" tima. ," ' ', ... '. , :

• . '. .' l .f' .~. • . ' .'

. , *. . .. .'. . .' \ ':. ' .' .' . .' "..,.' ,: ,":' t, ,<

, .. ,', M1-s o ROOSE\l1~' (United State~ of _r·1oa)Jwas tlMbJ.e" to aoc~pt .~, "
• 't It • -. '",,,

French, amend.1lJ&nt' '·(ElCJN~U./t~'i6t>', .tb~ fi~st. ·j:tem:',t"):f' '~a1otr pi~p~eod. th~ l,cte+$t19~1 '
~,. ';- • ... , .",.' ..', t' .. • • '. , _, . • ,,~ ..

of the ~,Yons "'w1th1n,'tbs1r te~1t,t'.iQ'!~. in; :P~a.gt-aph 1 df "art1C~~, .1,~, Th~ Co~SS10:l

h~ cona1d.Etred. that:expre'~~lop.,.~~~s~~.so; ,as to, ,JDB.k8: 01t: 'o'le~,' t~ai a s~,a~e I :',;' .

Wt\$ not boUnd to 'enact les1'siati~on 111 re~p&~t~ of ·its "nati6%ial~ outS1~~'1ps . "
\. t, f • ." .'.~ .\ ,

..', ~ ,,',: :. ""., ~_ ' , " ',~_,' '. :. Ii: ,'#' i " ( '.

t~rr1tor1. Moreover,' she 'WOnde1"'Sd~,vq~~hf?':r ,·the pb1nt of· the eme~n~ re~t~n,g, .
• \. ....., . - .'..' JH • • . . t- .. of,' .1 i ...... .·f "." .\,' .

to eUb.!,Itparagr~ph3 (c,) was not .re% a ~t.te:r. 01' ·t1"anelat1onooT~e text ,of .:tpe'~l
_ ' .. . t t f·' " "" , _ ~. .. I t ~ .. • ,t ."

·sub-paragraph ,e,S"\1t stood. a:p;pa~'4 ,.~ 'bf):b&tter.,'thOh the version p:ropo~e4 bl~,'
, l ~. f."

...... " ." of, . "
f ". ~.. ./..... .. ,"" ". , • • . ~ .. ~, f ..

" ". !·.Mr. 'GRbRBAL (Egypt) c.ons~del'ecl.. tha~ the obJact 'of"the c~enant was to
.... ,I . _ -r ' . . I.' I "

imp<?sede.f:1n1te' Q'b11gatlons upon statee;., ,t)le 'effectot the reee;'Va~1,ons 'l,01~1d. be
, . f'"' ,'. " :- ~ . I. - .. '. • :,

to c~ce5;; them· out by' S1vi~ 1tth~ .. charaoter of a mere dec!e.rat1on. As', the

United. X1ngdomrepresentat1ve had po1ntea ov~t, however, eomeoount~1aa obv#:;ously
. ' •• t#' " t' ,

could note.ccept all the obl:ls~t1one.ot,the.:covenant··~ '.'JJ1 Such casas,:tt WOU~I:" ',.,
. 'f . ~ i " .

be bet~9.:' if' .the cotinti-1es oonge~d cl:1d\noi{rat1ity"the oovens..",t. _ The :United ,', ,1 ~

Xipgd:pm 4e~~sat1on lts~lf' h~d ~ xn1:lci.. ,~,pQ:rS6t'aPh- 2' of "ita ~att article .' I
r ~ 'J " . f" .. ,

(~/ON.4/L.138)" th~ 1d~Ii' ot e.'rea~~~b~,:deltt7'i as the text P:roVld~,d-tbs.t a. state

ildsht at ~,.;t:1nJe 'w1:thdraw it~ ;r.es~n~t~o.~~i ~h$··Esypt:i.en· de~sa~1on, th~~i'Ore
• , • • I " ., • '.o • " •• ". ,. ,. ... ~

opposed the" Un1ted:KinSdom.' _~nt" :~a1d.nS~'t~e.~v1ew t!iS.t' con.a1~rtJ,t1on at tho. ..':.. .. .. '" ~ '.', ".' . , I.~' ..' , \. _. ~ .. "., ..
question of- .tJ6ssrvatlons"'Shou.J,.d be 4efe;rrgd.•: ,:,~" '. I"~" "I'" "., • , ,. •.

. , .. ' ..,. ,- .' ' ,...
• I / • I~' "\..

..:~ .,' I' .... : " ,,'" .' • ~., ..1'",; .. '.'J,.': '. '. . I •.
I • ~ • ._. t, ~. ,'.O' • ' r f •

•_ . '. ....., ,,'" r , • • '1 "'~ ~ 'f'," . ,".,.. • ",,. f ' t ... ,

Mr.; 'ClIENG 'PAON'~ ('Cb1na) waeot.~:,op:t:nl0I1' that '~he Un:J:ted)r1ngdom. emen&nsnt
raised the Quest10n of the Sdm1SS1bl1:ttY' ot reservat~one't,o ~lt11ate.;ral·.,

conventions. 'rhe I."1temat1one.J. taw Oomm1se1on ha-d studied that question and found.
• t ,. •• '; •

oi ( • ~\
,1 .'

/that the
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tha.t the-l;>ractice regarding re~erva.tions varied. wid~ly,amongstates. 'It would

not, in fact, be advisable to inciude a provision on re~ervations in article 1.

The Commission had to take three preliminary deci~ions: 1) whe:ther reservations

should be permitted at 0.11 i~ the two draft covenants; 2) if so, whether
reservations should be permitted to n11 the,articles of the two draft covenants

and 3) 'Whether the' opinion of the International Court of Justice on the Convention

on Genocide should be taken into account.
It would be better to adopt ,article 1 as a general article, drafting

a separate article on reservations la.ter.

Mr. AZKOUL (Lebanon) explained that the sole object of his proposal that
States should be allowed to fix the period of time provided for in paragraph 2

was to narrow down, the possible scope of the 'expression "reo.sona.ble time If. It

would be for the Commission on Human Rights or any other competent body to

appraise whether the number of years fixed by 0. given state 1'70.S reasonable.
Although :tt Wo.s too. lute to ma.ke 0. formal proposal, he would have liked

to propose either the deletion of the words nreasonable tim~"or their replacement. . ,

by the words "0. periodo:r two years", or the addition of the w~ds Uto be fi~eq

by each state Porty hereto"" 0'1:, lo,stly, the substitution of the words "as soon as

possibl~"..

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) said that the 'Wording "within 0. reo.sonp,ble time"

offered an object~ve criterion and the interpretation given to it by a state could

be appraised and rectified by an international tribunal. The latter, on the other.

hand, should respect the time-limit fixed by D.'State when acceding to the
Convention i as the Lebanese proposal suggested.

Mr. BRACCO (Uruguay) felt that 0.11 possible effects of article 1 hp,d
been discussedj hence, he would merely state that his delegation preferred the

text as it stood !:l-nd would be unable to support any oft,p.eumendments.

M'r. HOARE (Un!ted Kingdom),_ 'Wo.s not asking for a.n immediate vote to be

taken on his deleg{l.tion's text (E/CN.4!L,138).; nor need it necessarily take the
place ofporo.gro.ph 2. His dele~o.tion would merely like the vote on paragraph 2 to
be postponed, because the paragraph dealt with 0. matter that was direct~y

connected with the question of reservations.,

... ..... "HM"...."fHe r .:w:1a,hedwtOOtP'tu f; ( Jt1f t mtn",r"m



t . . ,". " \ 't l-

,110 W;t..s~$d, to mo.lt(t :Lib,' clGQX' to' the ,USSR rOpr'OSGntt\t:tv'o tbnt hie stand
. , .

in fnvo\.\:t' of' tl10 idon et, :tn$t~,t\lt:Lns &cOnOm1o,. 8oo:L~1 Gl'ld 0\\1t\\:L"Ql l'1e:llto ..
.\ ' \ , ~'

pro~'!Gl!Js:tV()J.y C\ud his oppotJ,i'to e'bt\uCl in ,~esp(}e'b or civil (I,lid. pol:1'b:J.cc.l r:La;hto
l " ,, .

wns expla.il'\ed. by. the pro,~oundl~ d~:rt&r~nt nn:t"u,'$ of tho 1\ighto Qt.>t out in the
two aQv~p.t\nts. In thnt oonn(~xiQn.. dolo'bian of tho words "w1thin C\ rOHoot1C\blo,

t1me" wo\\ld. l'lot be, n f.\t\,t:1sft\~toX'y oolu'bion~ tnosd wotdo bo.d boon :1ntroducQd.
'With thQ ob.jQct of r~str1Qt:Ln! th& t:t'~od.om'of the St{\teo 11ro."'b~T.oD in tht\t IUt\ttor

nnd tho:tr dalotioll w\lld hn'1o th. oppon:Ltt ettt!ct by n11ow;lu(£ S'bntaD 1'ull. ,

latitt\do 0.0 to tile t:tn\Q wlun'l tboy wo\\ld ~dopt the necooonry lae;101o.t':lvo mOo.O\ll-.oa
~ ,

to S1'1o offOQt '00 the rights uet out in tht cov~nt\nt.. mhQ Un1'bod l'C:LllSdoUl

d$1~SQ.t1on, eOl~trn3."Y to 'who.t hn.d btlon .. 00.1(\ by tl\. USS1~ X'apl'loosnttitivo I t'nvQ\lrod

the o.dopt1Qn of ouch l~s:Lolntivo m'~$ur'0 and considered. tlu\'b I' in ncao:r~\f\nco. .
with estt\blishod 1ntornn.t:lonnl prt\Qt1ct I thll:f should be) t\dop'bed bofoX'o

, \ "

ratit1ao.tion of thQ covGnnnt. Ue elso YM'ted to clo{U' "'1) 0. tn:Lo",ndcrotnutling
by mnk1n~1t pl~~n to thQ Esypt1nn r,pr.oent~t1ve thnt ha thousht Qon~' stntea
WEt~& :b'lt\ posit10t1 to :rnt.if~' and 81ft otf'~tt to tho' aovGunr.rb 11lUUadintoly.

, ' < l
• I

Htwt\ntott to Gt:Nlos. thnt d.oloSt'\t:Lon~ npPoQQd to rutlttl~'v'n'li1onfJ ohould.. if' tb?y ,roro
~ 1 . \

11. ."

cons1sttn~tI n~so ba Qsainat p~nGrn~11 21 by which tbo [Jnll1'~ rQaul'b would. bo "
aohieved :Llta.:1rac~ly. tt'ho trl'l1t$d K:l.nsdcm l\mondmont 'W1\rJ nn n~tQmJ)t t~ ~oatr1ct' ,"

I

reserVo.'b:l.olls by prohibit1ns rOGQrvnt:Lollo of (\ e;ot'loro.l Ul1'u\,u.'& Gnd. more oopoc:l.n.lly
thoeo a.1m:lns nt thG delot:tol'l of nn nr\biolQ or t.troup of' artiolQo. '<

no took tbe So.Ult) viow of the F~onch nmondmont to 11t\X'Oe;rt.\ph 1 0.0 tbe
Un1tat\ Sta~es rcnprG'EH91'ltnt',vl! find would vo'bo hsn:tnet :I.t, A StCtto could llnrdly

und.tu~t{\l(~,to lH'lSU1'G to tiL\t1onnlm outs1tlo :Lts-t&rr:ttol"~ the };':tshta Got O\\t in
the coven~nt ,sinoe, for ox~mplQ) 'bhQr& woro ansae in whioh ouch nnt1on~la wore for
cortn1n purposoa undo~ ita Jur:tGd1cti~nl but the nuthor:l.t1ea ot thu tors:Lsn

oount:t'y concQr~'1Gd. wo\lld :1ntorvono in tllo ovont ot on& ot them c:ouunit'oins Gn
it l • ' '

offt3nca.

Mr. JUVIGNY (F.\~o.noQ) 'statod 'tb~t the Frenoh omantlmon't to pnr~srQph 3,

Wtl.spurol~ 0. Cl.'r~ft:tl~S ono nnd. doubtlooo n:t't~Qtt)d. onl~ tho Fre>l'lch tt;\xt. ,It wna
.,

1'10t posfJ1blQ to sut\rnntoe tll0 onfOrOGlllcnt of a %'It\ody. Xt nlU'ot ba OpGc:tf1Gd'. ' \

tho.t it we n, tntl;t'ter of enforo:l.us the d.eQ~ei()tr r,008n11:tt~S $ucl1' t\ppen+ to be
" \ '

~u.t:tfioCt'1 ".~' I,
4- '. ,~ ;1 •

, 1-
\' I



Xn par.sra~'l 3 (0) ~ sevoral ohannels ot,IPpeal were ~ov1a(;d, a 0110:1.01

be:l.ns left between pal:Ltioa:L, adm111:Lltrativt or ~uctiQ1a:L ClU'bh0l'1tiCt! t 'I'h\.\I, the
Otate was nO'b bou~~d by the\t J):ovie1on to orsan:L$\o In 3ud1cial e.ppenl e~"stem~

a1thoush that wa" the only 011e offering reIl 8Ul\X'at1teufU' to tbe f.tl'pt:'..lante.
The Frenoh am$l'1dm~llt th~rot01"G provided tha'tl Statee ehould \u1dcrtalt.o to ~eve1op

'their .judicial eyeteme w:Lthout, however, :tmposil1S en 1llUllOdiatf2 o'b.lie;o.tiQtl to

'that effeot"
'I'he Frenoh e.meudlnen'b to parasro.ph 1 was doe:Lsned to lfn.1ffU~e tha.t all

:lndiv:ldu~le und.or a oountry' e ~ur:t.ed:J.Qt:1on enJoyed oq\\t\l l'1shta .. whother or not
they were with1n the nat:t.onal t~rr:t.torfof 1hat .Qouut:ty. 1'he ourr~nt toxt of
pare.sraph 1 did not oommit Statea in resord t~ tbo1r nationt\ls e,b1·oc.d. trhe
question ro.:Lsed by the 'United l(insdoll rOp.\~••~nt.t~\'o was difforent, f,\, peraontJ
who oommitted an offenoe abroa,d were tri&tl b~ tb. 'U,')\U~tl ot th~ oountry oonQernt.td
t\11d wo\tld tUljOY the SUQranteee e~'b forth" 1n tho COVl\llCt.nt if tl\et.t country had

, .
ratified it" or :Lt the country t B losi"la'blon proT1doc1 to)., .:tmilar 6\larant,ee.
~'he doletion of tho word" "within itlt,~r1torr and" 'Would ob~~8" St~t'8 to
ens\\re equal r~,cht8 to all their nationals; for exc.mpl."~ 'haY' wou1411cve to

3,'1ooosnize the r:1e;ht of their nelt1oN\J.s to ~o1n Qceociat1otls \r1thin the~r
~

~crritorYI evell while t\bro~d, and to ob"orve .. :tn resord to the¥l\l the pr1noll1'
of tlon..retrOaQt1vit~" of p3nal law :Ln oases of JUdanlen't b7 d$~f'C\ult.

Ile wao 8lad to note tbo.t the Lobaneso ro~ctJontativo hael W1th4r&WU hi•. .

nmendment to parasraph 2 whioh he would have ,been ob118'4 to oppoao eince the
Conuniae1on sbould not ~vo1d the d1tf1Qulty 11lvolved b:r 8ott:Lng an arb1trq1
time-limit. He tllousht thtlt the solution of pe~m.1tt:lna e..ohSt.to to ~o·t

,
ita own time-limit, 8ub~eQt to 1nteruet.tiQnol contro1Jl should bo e.dopte4, ana.
he supportod the Ch:l.lee.n 3.'eprescntative '$ rooommendo.'b1on the\t tht pOI11'biltt:r ot
euoh et. lolutio11 Ihould be 1ndidate4 in the Cown1fJs1on t , report.

Mr. ..llnWEMOVIC (Yugoslavia) lupported tho FronQh aml'ldmel'lt. Whet
amondment to parQsraJ*l 1 wae lesally Ju.tifi,ed ." tho word, "w:tth1n it!!,

territory e\r~a.u and. "eub~eot to its Jurisdiotion" wtfe notrocQn011t.\bleJ acoount
tl\uet be toktu'l,' le resorde Jurildictiol1, of the diffe.rence between 111\'
seographioal and tho ltSt\l ter:ritor~. Ke alto eupportedtbe Jt'onch flt'llln4ment te
eUb·part\srt\~3 (b) as Jud10iel remedy w.a prefer"ble to .~ other 'fomldy.

" /Mr. VAL1tNZ~
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Mr, VALE~ (Chile) moved closure dl the' clGba.'be.

t:1.li.!""4.iL4!S~Sti· . .
, I

\. "

\ .
\ ' \

"

.
Tb~ ORAXmt~N put to.the vata thQ FrenQh nmor.dment to 8~t:l.ole 1,

par'araph 1 (E/o~1.)~/L.161). .

'rut CRAIllM.~N p~t to 'ho voto tho or1S1nel :text of' ~r~iole 1,

. J*r~gra~ 3. (1/J.992, annex Il. .
!£a.F..!1b..~4! was» ''!1!~~Jn9S4~.,,"4,}l~l!1. .. .

mho CItA:mMAN ~t to the vote 'OM United Kingdom :rGprtlU~Qlltat1vo' e

motton t~ po8tp(n~ the. vote ,on ~"'sraph e..
~ ~ht,~ql.t.X.;,s;taJe~,t~t\,,~ZL I~L1,~iu4 .:11.q.~"u~t.~ih ...41 .a1?e!J~..l1~!$ln!.

, \.

, Hr. .AZXOU1t(Le'bonon) aeked the,'t ea &e~l'at$ vots.' should be taken on
~ ,

the words, "within tl reasonable timettin pe:,aaraph 2.' . ,

. tJ:h'''i)1sr.!'., 4'~~~~~:t~.",e..r~~~.2n~.l.~.ti~~~'., ~F~.l!l~t!d .~~ ~,,~.ot\~: ..-t:.Oltll~1
ith . t \ ~ , 't '\'. \

L .. : "*-,,~:RU-!lti9IU' "..
~eI19rja~Ln~l,.i!!t_ ~. Ja1.:a,s.~ ~••.as".~tA~q~~,S ...Ye.,~, qS?.:ei~S.. J>~ bl~ V:~~!

.. ~I:v~th, ~$\'b.sttJtr,t~+~RP~' I ;', ~. \

::t'h~ Nnel\~~••,!OO_atj.J~<u!!~~.t~e~"p.:J?!r~.s.t!.l!}. J.l?l'.lttE.L9~1:1~.m~}..~.t.l4
~~I~st~.,~~;y: l :r~~~Gstl~o,.6J. !lb;I\.:i_l\bA~e~~,~~ne:•..· .... ,,'. I 'r

,
"

. W118 CRAmMAN et\:Ld that ,ea et. ).~esU1t of the adoption Of t1i$ amendmant
the d:r~1n8 ohanges oontained in tho El1S11$h text of dooument E/cN~4/L.161

would ha" to be ed,Qpted. .
~ .

Tpe.Y.~.u9.~",J$i.9Jn ..~~.n~1l\!~. tJ~~.s~'?:.at~S~~W4 .!~ \'.
!~:.L£N&.4lf.I~I;JJ§1...!Hl"r.e~~bl?Zka :!o~.e'._~40,"L. :Wiqth J.,:~J?~~~~t,i.on~. ." '. '.

MX', Il~ (Un1'bo4, Ittnsc1om) thousbt that th& Frenoh f.\lliendment to' '.
t .. \

'\l'b.~r~sraph S (0) .e.~ould .pp1y- to tho French t~xt on1;y, e.s1n EnsJ.llh.. :the.

or:Lslna1 formulation -.rae l>referabl.to that e·\\spsted 'in dooument EJO'N.4/~.161,
l' ' ~ .

" \ ..

Wilt fttt'f
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~ho CHAIRMAN notod that onl~r the Franoll text" wh:tch in :f:bs preOel'lt

(or~ ~s .,lo,e.;al.,ly ino9rroc'b abp,,\ld. be ~'\mQn(l~dn.nd ti1o.t it sho\,ia. ro'o:o. '~a ;
\ l'I • \ J \ ., \ t

tollQwo; "0. C;tU1nntu' In bonne Guito <lounde1 ptU.". la'a n\ltoritca 'cOtnpetQntes,
~ t~~t' ;oo~\,rs q~i ~urn .Qt~ roco~mu ,luatif1e".. \' '" '. ' :l'~' ,~\: ' • , 'I '

.".. . .,. \ . '-•. '\ , +t \ )

It ,~s so docided
.......14.11 ............ '8, • •. k~'

Tlle C~IRMAN ',Put ,to ~hG vot$]ftlJ."t'.Srnph 3 t\s n whOlo.. , "
\ \ ~. \ "
~~QMt~h,~;i,,~\p, u~~1~,~d~ ~.~.~..X~~.!.~,,~t:~.pwo.~~a ..~, 'f,n~t~\ ,,~_f.\\:.~tiBt~::~ .•

\\,

,1 ••, .

Nr. NISOT (Delgi\lm) ho.<1. voted Qt~t\1net (\1"tiolo 1 beco.uoo of the
'. .

d.elet~p~, .0.1' tlle ''ford.s, "wi'Gl~:tt1 c. ~et\5dnet.blG titne n • Tht\t.. t\S he hnd pointQd "q\l~,.. "
\- \' . "\ ' .. \\'';. :.l

,,,oula. provont ve1'Y' l1\o.n~r stnteo b~om rat!t~ng theCOVOlttl.1'lt.

~be,Cl'L.\IRMi\~ put to the vote nrtielo 1 aen whole no nmended ....
' ...~\

~, 1 ,~ 1

',\(1'. ,,- \

.
Mt'. CIUnNG Pl\ON.t\N (Chin~) hOod {:\bstained. in thQ lust voto as ha d:ta-

approved. of' 'bl1o deletion of thQ ''101''lda H.w1thin 0. X"atu1ounble 'time n which

complotoly t\l'uored the implict\tions of tbe P~n't\Sl\o.ph.

~1t'o. ROSSE)'J (Swed(,Ht) hnd voted 1n fo.vour of PCorGSl'o.phs 1 nnu. 3.. but

hud ~botninod on po.~ngrnph 2 nnd Qrticlo 1 ns ~ wholo ne all~ wished to ~GaGrvo

her Govornnlont to risbt to re-Qxwnine thoSQ 'Provisions in connGxion with th.O
question of roaervntions.
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,Mr.. JOVIGNI (11:Cs.noe) haa;voted tor artiole 1..' bti·c he feared that the

Cotrm11sS1on bid made $. :eeriOtlS mistako by delet1n.g 'the ~fordS tan1~hi11 a l'\;)8.sol')a.bie

time"; ~ that deietion.' misht,: o~eate '8 fJ~rioua obstaole to tIle ratifies:tion of th~'
covenant' by scme states which toOk their' COEtments eeric'Uflq.

M:r~ .to.~ (~ited ··~in.gdem) heii· voted sge.:f.ps'l; a.rticle 1 ea he felt tbat

:paragraph· 2ehould be deleted; . he, 'di4 l10t agree with the J3elg1.an representative

eoncern'ing tho intor,p:re~tionof tli8.t ,;I?E4~pbo Re' ail!Jo~grettod the
, .

.a.doption ot 1ihe Frena"- amendment to eub-para~Ph3 Cb,} 0 '

·~s. ~r\. (India.) bad ,"'()'tt~ ~n f$."i'our of "hhe a2'tiole a~ a. \thole,

'bUt f&1lt· that 'che ,r&:'Jxda ffwit1:1in a reet.s~bla ti!:ne"should ba, re...:tnsertied at a
, . ,,

later time.

of India.

Mr. 'W:3IT'!A.l'vl (Australia) 'Md abstained as he beliavad. that pa~e'1~ph 2 '
, ,

should be ra"'fljt~·UiP.l'7ieo. When the Commission oo.~o1d,ered the question of' reservations.

, !.11~ m..~~,s..r,SJ_a.'!..!t. 10 J.Q.J!::a"
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