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CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION OF THE DRAFT REPORT OF THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE
TO THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS

On‘opening the meeting, the CHATIRMAN asked whether there would
be any objectlon to the inclusion of the last paragraph Qf dooument'
E/CI\T .lL/AC 119 in the draft report, It would be included as an additional
article ‘proposed by the United States of Amerioa, with & note to the
effect that no action had been taken upon it.

As there was no objection, the paragraph was so included.

In reply to an inguiry from Mr., CASSIN (France) about a
document contalnling supplementafy articles proposed by his delegatlon,
Mr, HOMPEREY (Secretariat) said that the document would presently be

produced. .

Turning to Annex A of the draft report, the CHAIRMAN pointed
out that Articles 6-8, 21»22,' 24«30, and 32-33 in the draft ‘Qf the
\ In'bérnational Declaration of Human Rlghte should bear the notation,
"Text originally proposed f)y the Conmission on Humen Rights" or
: "Geneva text"
The Cheirman also proposed the following amendments, which ere
- agreed. Without d.iscussmn -
| Page 11: Substitution of “the w‘ords‘ "alternative {;exts" for lthe
words "amendmente and corments" snd of the words "this purpose” for the

word "considerstion" in the Note praoeding ﬁrticle 23. N

Page 11: Addition of the 'wox*ds "'for _Articles 23 and 24" after
’che heading ".l‘lternatiVe text suggestecl by the United States"

o Page 153 Addition in parenthesis ‘of the words: ”First Session"
- after the heading "Mext proposed by the Drafting Committee “under
‘ _‘Article 31. :
- PYGf, CASSIN (France) observed that the French transletion
of tha draft repor‘c appéo,red»d?fecﬁive ‘i:_n‘ some minor respects. He
| myust‘ fbheyre:f‘orevimaké some reservation as to his a.ccep‘ta‘noe‘ of 1t in
its present form.

e, WU
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Mr. WU (China) had no amerdments to offer to the dreft report, kut
pointed ~ut that his ewn draft on the Declaration, which was quite different,
had not heen discussad at all. He would 1ike to have it included in the

report,

The CEATFMAY ssid that the Chinese dyaft ﬁould go at the end of
the report. ~£he had been under the impressien thaﬁ‘its inclusion had already
heen declded. Speaking as represeniative of the United States, she expressed
her delsgatien's great interest in the Chinese draft,

' of ; .
My, PAVLOV (Unicn/ 3oviet Secialist Republics) remarked that he had

taderstood that twenty-four hours would e allowed for presentation of amend-
ments to a document., He had enly Just received the pressnt document, and
was not yet sure to what extsnt.it\roflected the Drafting Gommittée's work,
He must th@refora regerve ﬁis opinion upen it,

Lt firet glance, he couid not see his own views recorded in the report,
nor all of the various fights which had beén menbioned in the ceurse of the
digcussions., He thought that they shculd have been inciuded and that the
USER amendmeﬁts should have bsenqnnted. The most substential of thuse amend-
ments concerned‘freedom.of aspombly and associatism, on which subJject he had
proposed tha£ Fascist gatherings end associatioms should be forbidden,

He had understood that Article 15 was to e omitted altogether, bgt thé
,‘,original text remained in the draft report. There sheuld te added to it amn
explenation that the right of nationality was to be‘dgfinad according to the
laws of the respective countries, With regerd to the right of asylum, de-
fined in Article 11, hé had proposed that that right should we granted to
pérsone persgacuted becéuse of their progressive viewpoint, but net to Pas-
cist groups and dndividuals. That proposal should be atatéd.

/ Article T
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Article T in the draft was a pale reflection of the original text,
vhich éhould have been included a8 en altermative, The USSR delegation had

made obsexrvations on that subjJect which were not recorded in the report,

Mr, MALIK (Lobenon) Payporteur, pointed out that the USSR repre-
sentative had raised two different questions. Alternative texts had been
included in the draft report when delegations had exPresaed a wish that they
ghould be so included. If the USSR repregentative had specific alternative
texts, which he wished to have included, and would submit them to the
Rapporteur, they would be included.

‘With regard to views expressed in the course of debate, those were
embodied in the Summary Records of the meetings, as was stated in paragraph
9, page 4, of the draft report, That was the same procedure as had been
followed at Geneva, |

Tn reply Yo an inquiry from the CEALRMAN, Mr, PAVLOV (Union of:Sovtot
Socialist Republics) said that he would submit specific alternative texts.

After some discussion ae to whether the draft report included in full
the compromise article froposed'in gubstitution of Articles 6-8 (formerly
5-7), Mr., PAVLOV (Unicn/ogoviet Sociallst Republice) repesated his observation
that he had not had sufficient time to study the"document and must therefore

reserve his right to return to the.subject.

The CHAIRMAN explained thet at the morning meeting, at which thé
Soﬁiet reprosentative had not been present, the Committee had agreed to.
complete work on the report at’the afternoon meeting in order to ensble
the Secretariat to have the report ready for distribution to the Commission

on Human Rights at the opening of its session on 24 May,

Mr, MALIK
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Mr, MALIK (Lebanon) Rapporteun pointed out that even after dis-

tribution of the report it would be possible for any representative to submit

corrigenda and addenda,

Prof, CASSIN (France) gtated that in order to facillitate the work
of the Secretariat he would not request inclusion in the report of the

French amendments to Articles 11, 12 and 15 but he rveserved the right to

bring the subJect up for discussion in the Commission on Human Rights,

After some discussion of the revised text of paxsgraph 5‘of the
report of the Drafting Committee proposed by the representatives of Chile
and China, it was agreed that the final drafting should be left to the

Rapporteur.

Referfing to the question of the designaﬁion of alternates raised
in paragraph 5, Mr, PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) commented
that, although he was listed in the report as an alternate, the Soviet
Government had‘actually designated him as 1its representative at the forth-

coming session of the Commisslon on Humen Rights,

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) Rapporteur explained that the rules of
procedure of the Economic and Social Council provided that an alternate
could not be considered as a representative without conflrmation by the

Council,

| Mr, PAVLOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) observed thab

discussion of Article 3 of the Covenant which had been postponsd until‘{ the

question of implementation was considered had nevef actually taken place.
If Article 3 were consideréd by the Committee, the Soviet delegation

would favour deletion of the text.

/Mr, MALIK
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Mr, MLLIK (Lebanon) Repporteur, explained that the opinion of the
Soviet delegation would “be noted. in the summary record. The réport wag _;r'e-’
sexrved for the inclusion of texts propoged ag alternate drafts,
All articles which had not been discussed by the Drafting Committee

would De listed,

After Mr, MLLIK (Lebanon) had expressed the Committee's apprecia-
tion of the Chairmen's excelleut direction of the work of the Drafting Com-
mittee, the second session wag declared closed.

The meeting rose at 4 p.m.




