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Mise BOVIE (United Kingdom) 'rew attention to a remort on the
Commieeion's work which hel been nhublished in The New York Times of
18 June., In that report, Georze Barrett, the author, had contended
thet on 17 June the Commission had completed 1ts five weelks' debate on
the question of the receivedbility of petitioné by reversing its previous
decision; the initiative for that action had been ascribed to a non-
sovernmental organizaetion.,

Such an interpretation wes unfair to Guatemala, India end the
Philippines, who had proposed the resolution adopted at the meeting in
question, Moreover, there hed been general asreement that the resolu-
tion covered wider around; that 1t would not prejudze the issue of
inserting the rizht of petition in the Covenant; and that consequenily
its adoption did not constitute a reversal of the Commiseion's earlier
decieion.

*’hile welcominz the co-opevation of non-governmentael organizations,
the representative of the United Kingfom would resent the suggestion that
any one of them mizht attempt to influence members of the Commission
after a decision had been taken. She therefore sugrested that a
correction o thet revort should be sent to The New York Times.

Mr. AQUINO (Philippines), speaking Tor the sponsors of the

resolution on the rizht of petition, expressed his sincere thnnks to
the representative of the United Kingdom for inviting the Commission's
attention to the matter. The revort contained certain statemente which
conntituted a deliberate distortion of the facts underlying the adoption
of the resolution in question. It should be -said in all fairness that
the source of those statements =-- not the newspaper or the reporter --
nhst teke the responsibility for the gross misinformetion of vhich the
representative of the United Kinzdom hrd commnlained,

The eponsore of the resolution wished to invite the attentinn of
the Commission to thet part of the report vhich credited a member of
the orgenizet. n mentioned therein es heving iven membors of the
Commission the benefit of his advice, They discleimed emphaticelly
sny such association with thet member or orzanizetion, The representa-
tives of India, Guotemala and the Ihilinnines were certeinly not among
those who had. nvailed themselves of thot edvice, They liked to think
thet meubess of the Comniseion Aid not have to seek counsel from outside
sources,

/The authors
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The authors of the resolution associated themselves with the United
Kingdcm in en enersetic protest against the audaclous attemnt by an
argenization of consultrtive status with the Commiscion to read its
perticular ideas into the action teken by'the latter. The Commission
wes e self-respecting body, and amy attempt, especiclly by subterfuge, to
represent its action as having been subject to outside influence, vas an
affront to ite standing end integrity.

He would therefore urge that in futwre eny orgenization in the seme
circumstances should act ;rith prope: rezard for decorum and propriety.

The CHAIRHAN suzzested that the Department of Public Information
should be requested to issue e correction of the revort in cccordance with
the statemente made by the representatives of the United Kingdom and the
Philippines. The Secretariat might nlso be asked to sugzest to all
non-governmental orzanizations that they should refrain from implying
that they were responsible for anythins more than the statements they
mede in their owm neme, which was the only prover attitude for e non-
govermmental organizatlon.

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Renublics) supported the
United Kinsdom statement. He elso wished to stress that the renort in
question had given a distorted and one-sided victure of the nosition of
his delegation and of the action teken by the Commigsion. It wvas not
the firet time that the “ress had misrepresented the facts, and the
matter should be drawvn to the attention of newspapers as well as non-
governmentel orgenizaetions,

Mr, DERNSIEIN (Co-ordinating Board of Jevish Orzanizations for
Consultation with the Eceonomic and Soci&l Council) stated. that he thouzht
it was the responsibility of hile orgonization to submit views relevant
to the decisions of the Commleslion, His orgenization hed therefore
belisved that it could promote progress by formulating the drafte wvhich
hed been {nvourably received by certain members of the Commlssion, It
hed oubsecuently sent a formal letter to The Newv Yorl Tines on 14 June 1949
in wvhich it had quoted the two resolutions contained in do:ument n/c.2/201,

No offence to ony of the delesations hnd boen meant; his orzonization
hed not intended to claim credit for work done by the Commission, but had

/done only
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done only whet it had thousht to be its duty, Mr. Bernstein wished to
apologize to the Commission if, in so doing, his prga.:dzation lmd over-
stepped its ‘bounds,

DRAFT REPORT OF THE FIFTH SESSION OF THE com:ssxow'oﬁ HUMAN RIGHTS
(£/cN.4/332, T/CN.L/332/Corr,1, B/ON.4/332/Ad4.1, E/CN.4/332/Ad4.,2,
E/CN.4/332/8dd.3, E/CN.4/332/Add k) (discussion continued) .

Mr. WOULBROUN (Belgium) stated, with reference to paragraph 15
of the report, that he supported the statement made by the United Kingdom
at the preceding meeting in respect of the Cammissidn'e recommendation
that the Council should request the Trusteeship Counbi‘l to authoriie the
Sub-Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination and the Protection of
Minorities to participate in visitl to Trusteeshin Terri-boricm arranged
by the Trusteeship Council, |

Annex IV: Financial Implicaticps of Dr;ft guo;ution D (E[CN,&@} ,.page 19)

Mr, HUMPHREY (Secretariat) stated that no separate paper had been
produced on the financial implications of the inclusion 1n the Yearbook of
Judicial decisions relevant to human rights, So far the Secretariat had
been wnable to decide whether it could undertake the new work without an
incresse in staff, It might be nécessary to ald an 1ntemed.1ata oi‘ficer
and a secretary. There was the possibility that the printing cost of the
Yearbook would be increased, but that misght be counterscted by the fact
that the coming Yearbook might be reduced in length. '

After an exchenze of vieuvs on proreduro, the cmmmm statad that
while the estimates would not be reedy on time for the Comission to con=
sider them, the Secretariat would prenere e separate vpaper qn tlgs pattor.

Mr. GATCIA BAUER (Guatemale) requested that a statement which
he had made at the preceding weeting should 'be 1nc1ud.ad at the bottm of
nate 19 of the report.

The_finencial m;icatigna of draft resolgtim D wore acugp gg ﬂghg_g_
further comment.
Chapter V; Drgf’c Int gm _i_ﬂ 1 Co gm g! mgp_ 1(;1_1& Qnd__mw
Imple B[N b/: ] ”
'W - S
The aph_ves eccepted without ¢ it.
Parasraph 17

Mr, CASSIN (France) asked thet at the bottom of poge 1 of the
French text the word "premiev" should be deleted,

/Baragroph 10
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Popegreph 10 |

The. CEAIRMAN suggested thet documsnt E/CN,4/274/Rev.l should
be listed next to the Unitsd States and United Kingdom proposals at
the top of page 3,

. SHANN (Austrelia) esksd that the Australian dreft proposals
for en International Court of Human Rights (docmnt E/CN.b4/AC,1/27)
should also be mentioned,

Mr, PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) requested
that ths USSR statement oontained in document E/CN.L4 /154 ehould be
included in the list of documents,

Mr, GARCIA BAUER (Guatemals) requested thet the Guatemalan
proposal (E/CN,4/292) should be mentioned,

Paragreph 18 was eccepted as emanded,

Paregraph 19
Paragraph 10 was accepted without camment.

Paregraph 20
Paregraph 20 was accopted without comment.

Paragraph 21
Mr, PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) noted that

there wvas soms inconsistency between that paregraph and peregravh 19.

"He recalled thet the Commissionte decision on two of the chapter lwadings
‘mentioned in the latter paragraph had not been & binding cne, end that
1%t had merely implied that the questions listed under the headings would
bte inoluded in the meesures for implementation, Paragraph 21 should
therefore reads "The Commiesion decided at its one hundred and
fourteonth meeting, by 8 vote of twelve for, none against, and two

' abstentions, to inglude, 8s 8 heading of & Chapter in the Memorandum

referred to in paragveph 10, the princivls thet,.."

Mr, SHANN (Austrelia) folt that the terxt was not clear; it
should give an Miution of the action teken in nupoot of the other
chapters of the memorandm.

Mr. GARCIA BAUER
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Mr. GARCIA BAUFR (Guatemela) egreed with the fustrelien represent-
etive and  puggested the inclusion of a reference to the fact that the
firat two chapters only hed been acted upon.

Paragreph 21 as amonded was acoepted.

Paregraph 22
Paregraph 22 was_accepvid,

Paragranh 23
Mr., GARCIA BAUER (Guatemala) suggested that mention should Ve

made of his delepation's proposal on the question of the right of
petition in view of the fact that it would be forwarded to governments
for comment,

Mr., PAVIOV (Unicn of Soviet Sociellst Tepublica} requested that
aftor the words "submission to Goverrments for their comments"” & sentence
giving his delegation's view on the mettsr should be inserted; stating
that the Union of Soviet Socialist Kenublics raised obJjection against
the transmission of the questionnaire to Governments in view of the fact
that 1t had not been exemined in substance by the Commission end that
the questions contained therein hed not been put to the vote,

The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the resolution on the matter mede
14 clear that the Carmission had taken note of the Secretary-Ceneral's
memorandun on the meens of implementing & methodicel questionneire,
She agreed, howover, to the inclusion of the USSR view,

Mr. LOUTFI (Egypt) proposed that the paragraph should me. .on
the fact that the Commlssion's dscision had been hesed on & proposal by
France and Egypt.

Mr, AQUINO (Philippines) thought that 3f the USSR obJjection
wes included the paregraph should also state the Commispion's reasons
for defeating & USAR proposal to that effect,

The CHATRMAN stated thet the paragraph would be emended es
proposed by the rvepresentatives of the Union of Soviet Socieliast Repudlice,
Bgypt and the Philippines,

Paragraph 23 vag accoptod as amended,

Paragraph 2b ‘
Paragraph 24 was accepted withon ‘omment,

/Chapter VIt
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Chapter VI: the Right of Fetition ‘E[gN.hﬂaZ(ﬂdd. 1)
Poregraph 25

Paragraph 25 was accepted without comment.

Chapter VII: Communicutions Concerning Human Rights (E/CN.k/332/Add.1)
Paregreph 26

Paregraph 26 was accepted without comment.

Paragraph 27
Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom), feeling that reference to claims

to sovereignty over certain territories would be inappropriate in the
Commission'!s report, said she would withdrevw her delegation's statement
on the question of Belize 1f the representetive of Guatemala agreed

to do likewise,

Mr. GARCIA BAUFR (Custrmaia; was unable to accede to the United
Kingdom renresentative’s veus: * in view uf the fact that tho statement
had been mede In comnexiun wisii viciztions of humen rights in that
territory, e matter which cculc act be omitted from the report.

Miss BOVIE (United Kingdom) consequently requested that the
footnote to resolution B should mad as follows: "The representative
of the United Kingdom stated that this resolution provided for the
trensmission to Goverrments concerned of communications concerning
human rights referring to territories under their Jurisdiction, If
“he representative of Guatemala intended & refevence to British Honduras R
the representative of the United Kingdom must make 1t clear that neither
Belize nor any other part of that territory was under ihe Jufisdiction
of Guatemala, The representative of the United Kingdom requested the
inclusion of this etatement in the report of the Commission,”

. Mr. AQUINO (Thilippines) pointed to mome inconsietency in the
drafting of sub-peragraphe (e) end (b),

After some discussion, Mr, MALIK (Iebenon), Ranporteur,
suggeeted that in sub-paragraph (b) the word "similay" should be deleted
and the words "ocontaining & bdrief indication of the substanco of each
communication however addroesed" should be inserted. In renly to @ romork /

/renresentative
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representative of the Scviet Union, he stated that the votes on
the proposals mentioned would be recorded 1in the text.
Peragreph 27 as amended was eccepted.
Chapter IX: Continuing Velidity of Minorities Treaties end Declaretions
(EfeN.4 /332 /Ad4.1)

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) requested that
reference should be made to his delegation's view that the item should
never have been included in the agenda of the Conmission.

Chapter IX es amended was accepted.

Chepter X: Local Humen Rights Committees (E/CN.4/332/Add.1)
Chepter X wae adopted without comment .

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, explained that the rumbering of
ths chapters wc¢ald subsequently be rearranged.
Chepter XII: Trusteeship Questionnaire (E/CN.U/332/Add.1)
Chapter XII was accepted without comment .
Chapter XITI: Right of Aeylum SE[GN.h[3§2£Add.l!
Chapter XIII was accepted without comment .

Chepter XIV: 014 Age Rights (F/oN.U/332/Add.1)
Chapter XIV was accepted without comment.

Chapter XV: Examination of Texts Submitted by the Sub-Commission on the

Prevention of Discriminetion end Protection of Minorit.ee

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialiet Republice) asked thet
his delegation's view thet the questirn should not have been included
in the Commiesion's agenda should be mentioned.

Chepter XV es amended was accepted.

Anpex 1, Draft Intermstionel Covenant on iHumen Righte, A, Parts I and 11
SEZGN.hZQQEAAdd.al

Mr. MALIK (Lebenon), Rapporteur, explained thet eection A deel®
with material considered by the Commiesion and in respect of which decisione
had been teken; section B dealt with questicns on which aotion ha® been

postponed .

Annex 1, A
The CHAIRMAN, epeaking as the representative of the United States of

America, pointed out that the United States delegation would like to have
1te suggentions for the Covenent 1nq1ndad in Annex 1I. / Mr. CASSIN
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Mr. CASSIN (Frence) asked that tue old French amendment mentioned
in footnote 1 should be dgletpd,.and the French proposel contained in
document E/ON,4 /265 inserted instead.

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon). Rapporteur, suggested that as no finel
decision had been teken on the preamble, the report might include the
Drafting Committee's text of each erticle of the preemble together with
all elternative texte proposed thereto.

It was go decided.

Article 1

Mr. PAVIOV (Union‘ nf Boviet Socialist Republics) suggested that
reference should be mede to the statemént mede by the Chinese
representative in objection to the words "civilized nations".

Article 1 as aended was acceptsd.

Article 2

Mr. CASSIN (Frence) requested that in the French text the word
"infractiona" should be changed to "violationa".
Article 2 as emended wes accepted.

Article 3

Article 3 wap accepted without comment..

Article U
Article 4 wes accepted.
Article 5

Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom) requested that a statement by the
delegation of the United Kingdom should be ineerted in the report in
connexion with articles 5 and 9 in order to clerify ite point of view on

the matter.

ortour
Mr. MALIK (Lebanon)mguog that 1f the stetement were submitted in
writing 1% would be included in the annex of the report.

Mrs. MEHTA (India) remerked that paragrephs 1 end 2 were
incensistent, end suggeasted that the word "arbitrarily" should be added
ot the end of peragraph L. '

The CEAIRMAN recalled that the matter had been dimcusmed at & previous
weeting and thet the paragraph had been sccepted sa 1t read because no

sgreemant could be reached nn an alternative wording.
/ Mr. GARCIA BAUER
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Mr. GARCIA BAUER (Guatemela) suggested that a footnoie be added
to the effect thet some delegatione wished to insert the word "erbitrarily"
in paragraph l.

Mr JALIX (lebanen), Sapportetir, statod that any dologation objocting

to the text might sutmut a wi'tten statement whioh wonld be included in
arnex II of tho report. ’

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socielist Republics) suggested that
e footnote should be edded contzining a reference to the sunmery record
in which the previous discuseion on the use of the word "apbitrerily”
wvag reported.

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon)/%%im‘ﬁ' such e note unnecessary, ag the
gtatements in the annex would olarify the matter.

As Mr. ENTEZAM (Iren) wes elso dissatisfied with such a solution,
Mr. MALIK (Lebenon), Papporteur, cgreed to £dd a footnoto to paregreph 1.
Article 5, es esmended, was aeccepted.
Articles 6, 7 end § were accepted without discuseion.

Article 9 . .
agg rteus,
Mr. MALTK (Lebanon)/e ined’that the footnote to erticle 9 would

pot appear in the final text as & note, but would be placed in the annex
emong other items »hich were to be considered at a later date.

Mrs. MEETA (Indis) recaslled that erticle 9 had never been voted
on as & whole, TIts sdoption hed been postponed pending the final
adopticn of article 4, which had been accepted provisionally. BShe asked
if erticle 9 could be voted on at thet point.

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that if
a vote were taken on article 9, he would request that the additional
articles submitted by the delegatiocn of the USSR for inclueion in the
Covenant should alsc be voted on.

Miss BOWIE (United Kirgdom) pointed out thet weny rnpresentatives
were absent end it did not seem adviseble to vote on the article st such &
time. Ghe suggested including a footnote to the article, saying thet ite
adoption had been postpened pending final acoeptance of erticle '

/ T™e CHAIRMAN
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The CHATIRMAN called attention to the mote at the beginning of
article 9, which would cover the matter. '

Mr. AUINO (Philippines) proposed that the last part of the
note shoulo. be revised to read. "until a final vote had been taken on
article 4." '

It wae so decided.

dArticle O wag accepted.
With the exception of a slight d.ra.ftlng change in the French text of
article 12 and of article 15. articles 10 to 16, inclusive, were adopted

without discussion.

Article 17

Mr. MALIX (lebanon), Rapporteur, explained that the tekt contained
in the report of the third session of the Cormission could not be included
.1n the annex, which was to contein only statements and proposals by
representatives on which no work had been done and no decisions taken.

The Commission had taken a decision to postpone the adoption of a text
for article 17 until its eixth sesgion, when svch a text would be
considered in the light of whe text of the Convention on Freedom of
Information adopted by the General Assembly.

Mise BOWIE (United Kingdom) sugpested the insertion of a note
stating that the text of the article submitted by the United Nations
Conference on Freedom of Information could be found in document E/CCO,
pages 24 to 26,

Mr. AQUINO (Philippines) considered that the reference to
Governments in the second sentence of the article was unnecessary.

Mrs., MEHTA (India) vecalled that the Ocmmission had taken the
decision to poatpone coneidemtion of the article because the matter had
been before the General Assembly, which wes studying the Convention on
Freedom of Information., If the Commission hed to consider and adopt,
in Septomber, what the General Assembly decided on, it ey i\moceasary
to retaln that article,

Mir. MALIX
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Mr. MALIK (Lebanun), Rapporteur, replied that the Commission wes
not bound to incorporate in ite Covenant on Human Righte the decision of
the General Assembly which was taken in connexion with the Convention on
Freedom of Information. The text draftod by the Conference on Freedom
of Information had been drafted particularly for inclusion in the Covenant
and should be considered by the Commission.

The CHAIRMAN stated that, if there were no objection, article 17
would be retained.

Article 18

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) wished to have
a footnote inserted in the report to the effect that the USSR delegation
had proposed an amendment (E/CN.k/222) to ammleamate articles )8 end 19
and to subst.tute a briefer text which had been drafted by the USSR,

Mr., MALIK (Lobanon), Rapporteur, asked him to submit e written
statement in reference to the proposed amendment; it would be included
in the a2nnex.

Article 18 was accepted.
Article 19 was accepted without discussion.

Article 20

Mr. CASSIN (France) requested that the French text of article 20
be clarified; he did not believe that a French reader would understand
the referonces to discriminntion and incitement to discrimination in
paragrephs 2 end 3.

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, replied that the text would be
made to conform to the English text.

Article 20 was accepted.
Article 21
Mr. MALIK (Lehanon), Rapporteur, explained that the alterative
texts oubmitted by the USSR and French delegations appeered under article 21

rather than in the annex because a decision had been taken to postpone
consideration of them. '

Article 21 was pocepted.
[Axticle 22
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Article 22
At the suggestion of Mr. CASSIN (France), the parenthesis at
the end of the French text of the article was deleted.

Annex I A (continued) Pert III (E/CN.4 Add,

Article 23
Article 23 was eccepted without discussion.

Article 24

At the suggestion of the Rapporteur, the words "to Governments” were
inserted before the word "together" in the note at, the beginning of the

article.

Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom) recalled that the amendment proposed
by the representative of the United Kingdom had been withdrawn, and there-
fore paragraph 1 in the section entitled "Text proposed by the United Kingdom"
should be deleted.. '

Article 24 was accepted.

Article 25
Miss BOWIR (United Kingdom) recalled that the text proposed by

the United K.ngisw had been withdrawn, and should be deleted.
Article 7 o wripted.

Articio 26 wis_wct- plod without discussion.

Annex I B: Proposad additional articles

Mr. SHANN (Australis) pointed out that the Australian delegation had
proposed not one article, but a series of six short articles; therefore
the word "article" in the title of the section including the Australien
texts should be made plural and each item listed thereunder should be in
parenthesis,

Mr., PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) stated that he
would have preferred to heve the text concerning perticipation in the
government of States, which was proposed by the USSR representative, pre-
cede the text of article 11 included in the draft; it would be better
placed in part A of Annex I than in part B. '

He would have preferred to have all his proposals in the form of
footnotes to the relevant articles, but if they must be included In the
annex instend, he wished the texts referring to those ripghts to national
self-determination, to work, to equal pay for men and women, rest and
leisure, social security, decent housing, educntion, and

[ecientific
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scientific and educational development to sppear in the report, and in
the’ order.

In regerd to the USSR proposals to a number of erticles of the
Covenant, which were listed in the statement of the USSR delegation
in document E/800 (peges 29 to 35), he did not insist on the inclusion
of those texts in the report, but he would like to have a reference to
them mede in a footnote.

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, explained that part A of
Annex I conteined only texte on which the Commission had worked and had
taken decisions; pert B included texte om which no action hed been taken.
All the USSR proposals which had not been acted on were in the latter
group end were listed in the order which Mr, Pavlov had Just requested.
A footnote would be inserted under part B of Annex I reading as followe:
"For further suggestions made by the USSR representative in reepect of
th» Covenent on Humen Rights, see document E/800, peges 29 tc 35".

Mr, PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republicse) egreed,
Annex IT '

would
Mr, MALIX (Iebenon), Repprrtewr, snnounced that Ammex IT / comprise

"Statements and Proposels sutmitted by Representatives”. Some. such
statements had already been handed in by the delegations of France,
the United States, the United Kingdom, the USSR end Guatemala. He
wished to have a list of the namea of the other delegations which
contempleted submitting statements.

Mies BOWIE (United Kingdom) recelled, in comnexion with
articles 5 and 9, that the delegation of the United Kingdom hed requested
thet ite point of view should be clarified in a footnote or stetement
in the annex. The statement referred to had been prepared end would be
submitted for inclueion in e report.

The stetement explained that the representatives of Australis,
Denmark, Frence, Lebanon and the United Kingdom felt that the Covenant,
vhich was intunded to Ve an international agreement imposing obligations
end conferring rights, should state those righte precisely and the
limitations thereon which it permitted. Articles 5 and 9 41d not
appear to do so.

/In regard
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In regaxrd to article 9, it was doubtful what value could be placed
on paragraph 1, due to the veriety of meanings which it might have;
it vas not clear whether peragraph 2 repested, expanded or limited
paragraph 1l;° the words "as established by law" in paragraph 2 were not
en effective safeguerd ageinst abuse, for eny dictator would be prerared
to accept such an article, :

The above-mentioned representatives doubted that their Govermnments
could accede to a Covenant so lacking in precision; they therefore
considered that articles 5 and 9 should be re-drafted before they were
sent to the General Assembly for approval. As a basis for such
re-consideration, they proposed eubstitute texts for articles 5 and 9,
vwhick would be included in Annex II and taken up for study at the sixth
session of the Cormission.

The representatives concerned believad that thoee texts defined
all the limitations of the rights set forth which Contracting States
could require, in a form that was brief and comprenensive, and they mede
the draft Covenant a more effective instrument for the guarentee of humen
righte.

The CBAIRMAN explained that the statement would be placed in
the annex and that a footnote would be added to articles 5 end 9 with a
reference to the statement.

Mr. WOULBROUN (Belgium) stated that he did not approve the
wording of articles 5 and 9, and, like the representative of the
United Kingdom, he preferred a clearer text.

Mre. MEHTA (Tndie) etated tpat article 2 was also lacking in
precision. It d41d not meke it clear that the righte set forth in the
Covenant were eneured for all individwals. It should be more precisely
wvorded .

Mr. MALIK (Lebanon), Rapporteur, suggested that Mre. Mehta
should submit a statement to be included in the annex.

Mr. LOUTFI (Mgypt) indicated that he also wished to submit such
a statement,

/Ny, PAVLOV
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Mr. PAVIOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Rspublics) eaid that he
wished to meke a stetement on the report as a whole when it was put to
the vote,

Annex III (E/ON.4/332/Add.b)

Mr. MALIK (Lebenon), Rapporteur, explained that Annex III would
contein documents on implementation end the questionnaire on measures of
implementation, as amended.

Mr. CASSIN (Fyence) remerked that tho French delegation in its
proposels (E/CNe4/82/Add .10, T/CN.4/82/add.10/Rev.1l) on measures of '
implementation had esttempted to incorporate those documents. He requested
that only document k/CN.k/f2/Add.l0/Rev.l, which would be corrected,
should be trensmitted to the Governuments.

The CHAIRMAN stated that the dveft resolutions contained in
document E/CN.+/332/add.4 hed been iead previously end thet, if there
were no obJjection to the text as it was worded, draft resolutions I and F,
vwhich compriged the document,, would be accepted.

The text of the draft resolutions was accepted.

The CEAIRMAN suggested that the draft resolution as a whole
should be voted upon.

Mr. PAVLOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republice) eaid his

delegation had noted that the Commiseion on Humen Rights, during ite
fifth session held between 9 May and 20 June 1949, had failed to fulfil
its tesk, vhich wes to draw up a covenant on human rights., The Commitsion
carried a hiavy responsibility for systemetically postponing, during the
six weeks of its work, the consideration of the articles on the right to
work, to rest, to social security, soclel insurance, decent living
conditions, education, participation in the government of the country end
8o forth, as well es those on trade union rights and e nation's right to
self-determination.

Consequently, all thome righte which were of paramount importence to
the peoples and working maeses of the world, had been cmitted from the draft

[oovenant,
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covenunt, ulthough hic dolegutiin lLud cubmitted drafts of the uppropriate
urticlee und hud preceed for thedr concideriticr wnd udopticn by the
Commiesicn,

Furthermere, on 17 June the Cummiceicn hod adopted o oce-culled
procedural docicion which in fuct mude 1t dcubtful whetlier thuse
urtiglee wculd be included in the covenunt,

He wis,hcd to omphaecize that without the articles on the right tc
werk, to reot, tc educuticn und eo forth, ull the urticles which the
Coummiscelon hud ulready udopted en the right to life, freedum of
ccneglence ‘ote., lost beth their purpecc und their reul foundation,

Thue, o cunpuricun dbetween the draft couvenunt on humun rightc in 1tc
eXxlsting form wnd the Doclurwticn of Hemun Rights udopted by the Goneral
Actcmbly in Docember 1948, pluinly shewed thut 1f the next eccoiun of
the Cummicoion falled to wdd the ufuremontioncd articles to the druft,
the cuvenant would beccue un even lece cumpreheneive und cffective
documsnt than the weuk, formul und inudequat: Declarwutiun cf Humin Rights.

Hie delegutirn’e prepocule hud been ignored in the urticles alrcudy
udopted; furthermorc, the Commlccicn hed rofuccd to include the fcllowing
article in the covenunt: "In the intorests of demoerucy, freedom to
hcld uscemblies, meetingu, street precocsicne und demonctroticne, and to
orgunize voluntury eceleties cnd unione chull be guwranteed by luw". By
oc dcing, it hud in foct rufused to grunt the mucece gurunteco in regurd
to the right t¢ held street precoesiunu und demcnetrations which wus
folluwed by the tincet demceratic traditiono and uphcld by tho laws of
mcet demceratic cowntricc,

The Crmniselon «n Humun Righte hud alsu rojected hic delcegeti.n'e
propooul for the inecluclcn of the fullwing provieicn: "all eccietios,
uwnicne oand other (rgenizatione of u Fucelet cor antie-democratic nuturc
uwnd their wotivity in whotover form ehull be ferbidden by luw cn puin
of punishment”,

[under the
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Under the pretoxt that the Cemventiun on Freedom of Infoarmation was
ncy compl'ete, the Ccmnieoion had pectpencd concidoration of the fellowing
urticlec cubmitted by hie delegutiun: "In the intercets of demucracy,
evoryone crhall be guaranteed by law the right of free expreccion of
opindian, wnd in particular frecdom of wpeech, ¢f the prees and of
urtistic expresecicn, precvided that frecdem of.speech und of the precs
18 nct uscd for wur propugunda, for inciting enmity among naticns, ruciul
discrimination and the disseminution of slandercus rumours”, ands
"The pripugunda in whutever form cf FuscisteNazi views and the propugunda of
reciul und noticnul superiority, hutred and contempt shell be prohibited
by law",

Deepitec explisit inotruetiong from. the Eccnomic and Social Council, o
Cecomisslon hud fuiled to coneilder the viclation of trade union righte
in come countrice and had pustponed coneiderution of a speciul article
cn trads unicn rights submitted by hie delegution for inclueicn in the
cuvenunt, The Cummiesion had rofused tu etute directiy whether the
humsn rights and freedome included in the covenunt should also be
eXxtonded to the pcopulaticns ¢f coleniul Trust and numese’.f-governing
terrl cories and had deferred discuscion of w corresponding article
cubmitted by hic delegotion. More thun that, i1t hud intruduced un
element of doubt intc that questiun -- which had been affirmutively
cettled in the Declaraticon of Human Rights -- by asking in the queotionnaire
to Governments whether the covenant chuuld extend to the afcromenticned
ncn-egelf-governing und Trust territcries, nemely to the most wretchod und loast
privileged pur of the world's populntion.

The Commiscion's tendency to moke the application of humun righte in
cclenial and other dependent territeries completely dependent cn the
crbitrury will of the metrcpolitan country wae incdmiseidle und might
result in limiting tho rights cf muny millicne of people; furthermure, it
was incomputible with the principles ¢f the Unlted Notiono,.

The melformed and pitiful draft covenunt un humen rignte, which wae the
recult of the current ctuge c¢f the Commiseion's work, did not contuin
uny definite prcvieions obliging Stautes to prumcte the lmplemontution

Jof the humun
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of the human righte and fundamental freedoms it laid down, and to
take the necesesry steps, including legislative measures, to ensure
that everyone had a real opportunity to enjoy those rights ard freedoms.

Moreover, there were so many different restrictions end provicos
attached to each of the few rights, so far provided for in the draft
covenant, that in practice they were brought to naught; that provided
ample scope for abuse by the police.

It was abundantly clear that in its exieting form, and with the
tendencies it reflected, the draft covenant on human rights adopted
by the Commission represented a step beckwards in ccmparison with the
unsafisfactory and inadequate Declaration on Human Rights, and that it
eould not adequately guarantee either human rights or freedoms or
observance thereof.

The innumerable suggestions for implementation discussed in the
Commission showed that the primary aim of some members and their
Governments was not to draft & satisfactory covenant and effectively
to guarantee human rights and freedoms but to provide grounds and
excuses which would enable them to interfere in the domestic affaire
of other States and to spread intermational friction and conflict,

The existing inccauplete and unsatisfactory draft skould be
thoroughly revised during the next session of the Commiseion so that
after inclusion of the right to work and other fundamental human rights
mentioned in the draft articlee submitted by the Soviet delegation and
annexed to the Commiseion's report, the future covenant on human rights
should be able to further effectively historic progress, democracy and the
true improvement in the life of millione of 3imple people throughout
the world; to help in the struggle agairet the danger of a rebirth of
Fascliem or Nazism; to assert the principle of the equality of nations,
true respect for human rights and freedcme end to strengthen international
peace.

Naturally, any promotion of humen righte and freedcms, whether
included in the draft covenant or not, should allow for tho eccncmic,
scoial and other peculiarities of each counipy and was within the
demestic Jurisdiction of the States and penples concerned,

/In view
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In view of the aforementioned considerations, his delegation could
not vote for the draft covenant on human rights drawn up by the Coumission
dring its current session. In its opinion, the Commission had been
unsatisfactory, and he would bave, therefore, to abstein from voting
on the report of the Commission on Human Rights to the Economio and
Social Council.

Mr. CASSIN (France) expressed regret that the Covenant had
not defined all economic and social rights. The Covenant was however of
great value and was not unworthy of the United Natioms. On the social
level, the Coumission had maede great progress. For instance, it had
recorded the existing coventions on humen rights, including the most
recent on the protection of trade unione. It must be noted that the
Cmieeim had only begun its work. The progress made by ILO, UNESCO
and FAO should not be forgotten; they had eccomplished great taeks with
the help of the Commission. In epite of the imperfections of e report,
the French delegation would vote for it.

Mr. KOVALENKO (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) stated
that he shared the views oi the USSR delegation and would ahetain “~om
voting on the repart as & whole.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the report as a whole.
The draft regorrb wag adopted by 9 votes to none, with 2 ebstentions.

The CHAIRMAN expressed her gratitude to the members of. the
Commission for their co=-operation during the seesion and, in particular,
wished to thank the Vice-Presidents, Mr. Chang end Mr. Cassin, who had
so often presided in her absence, the Repporteur, whose work wae yet
to be completed, and the members of the Secretariet who hed aspisted
the Commission in ite work.

The meeting rose at 6,45 p.m.



