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Members (continued): Mrs. MEBTA 

Mr. MALIK 

Mr. l'IEEEEZ 

Miss БОЩЕ 

Mr. OEIBE 

Mr. JE7KEMO-\T:C 

Bepresgntativeв of spec ia l i zed agencies; 

Mr, IEMOIÎÎE 

Mr. AECÎAJDO 

Ind ia 

Lebanon 

Ph i l i pp ines 
United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n 

and Eor them Ireland 
Uruguay 

Yugoslavia 

I n t e m a t i o r a l Labour Organisation 
(IIO) 

United Eations Educat ional , 
S c i e n t i f i c and Cu l tu ra l 
Organization (UEESCO) 

Representatives of non-goverixmental organizat ions: 
Category B; 

Secre tar ia t : 

14r. MOSKOMTZ 

Mr. HAEPEEIE 

Mr. СЕШСКЗВАЖ 

Mrs. FEEEMAE 
Miss EOHB 

Mr. BEER 

Miss ZIZZAÎ IEA 

Mr. GCffiffiEB 

Consultat ive Counci l of Jewish 
Organizations 

Co-ordinating Board of Jewish 
Organizations 

Inter-American Counci l of Commerce 
and Production 

Internat iona l Counc i l of Women 
Internat iona l Federation of 

Univors i ty Women 
Internat iona l Loagiae for the 

Eights of Мгш 

In ternat iona l Union of Cathol ic 
Women's Leagues 

Ass is tant D i rec tor of tho D i v i s i o n 
of Hiunan Eights 

Secreta.ry of tho Commission Mr. DA3 

OEG-MIZATIOK OF TEE V/OEi: OF THE COMlvKSSIOE 

1. The CHAIElvlAK said the Secretar iat had asked her that the Coinmianion 

should hold the afternoon meeting on Friday i n the Economic and Soc i a l Counci l 

chamber. 

I t wan so decided. 

2. 1Ш-юи (Greece) poiiited out that the Commission had only eight working 

days i n which to conclude i t s secsion and that i t was behind i t s schedule. 

He suggested that i n those circumstances one or two meetings might be hold on 

Saturday, i n order to avo;Ld holding evening meetings, 

3. The CHAIEMAW agreed that the Commission r.iight meet on Saturday, i f the 

Secre tar ia t had no object ions. 
/DEAFT 
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тШ 1 Ж Ж Д Т 1 ( Ж А Ь СОШШГР Ш Ш5Ш RIGHTS (ANNEXES I AND I I ТО THE REPORT 
OF T I E S FIFTH SSSSIŒT OF TIÍE CQlî^ION ON HUMAN RIGHTS, DXUHEKT Е Д 3 7 1 ) 

(continued)s 
Propo,';ed 5d.d.itiona?. a r t i c l e s to be,„inserted i n part I I of the draft covenants 
draft resclij-^ lors g-abmitted W Lebanon and Denmark ЩСПЛ/ШВо E / G H « U / Í Í 7 9 . 

E/GlUh/ШХ, Е/(МЛАхВ2) 

t . The CEAIRI;ïïlN stated that the Commission had before i t a draft resolution 
submitted by Lebanon ( E / G l U h / h l & ) ïsroposing that those additional a r t i c l e s 
proposed for inelusion i n the draft covariant isihich had not been examined at the 
si:cth session of the Commission should be considered when the additional covenants 
on human r i g h t s were exaniined, at the f i r s t session i n 1951» 

5 . lîrse ШЕА (India) wished to explain her delegation's position with 
regard to that draft resolution, India had. no objection to the i n s e r t i o n i n 
the covenant of provisions conceri^ing eceonomio and s o c i a l r i g h t s , the iroportance 
of T/hich i t fui:.y recognised, but lîrs» 'ШгЬа. waa not sure whether those provisions 
should be inserted i n the f i r s t coveps^t or i n a subsequent covenant* Althoî;̂ h 
the Universal Declaration of Htrnian Rights proclaimed economic^ s o c i a l and 
c u l t u r a l r i g h t s , a considerable amount of time Trould be needed to cover those 
rif^hts i n the present covenant. Furthermore, measures f o r the implementation 
of these r i g h t s vrould have to be provided f o r and established, and that would 
be oound to give r i s e to great d i f f i c u l t i e s and long debates, lihereas i t was 
essential to f i n i s h the -'«'ork as soon as possible, i n order that the present 
covenant iiaight become operative immediatelye 

The Commission had before i t tvra' proposals: the Lebanese proposal lAat 
tne Conimission should decide to consider additional covenants on human rights i n 
1951 and an Australian ja:«oposal« The Indian delegation would support the 
Lebanese d r a f t , 
7 , 1*» JBVRBI.DVIC (Tiigoslavia) pointsd out that the Coiaraission's agenda 
already provided f o r the consideration of a r t i c l e s concernir^ economic, s o c i a l 
and ciîLtural rig h t s and of amendments to the proposals submitted. The Leban^e 
draft resolution was not, therefore, the onl?-- document on the subject that the 
Commission had before i t , m the Chaisraan had stated. 

/8, The СНАШЖЙ 



Е/СИЛ/ЗК.185 
Page 11-

8. The CHAIRIVIM pointed out that some speakers had asked to speak on the 

Lebanese draft vhiGh would rxile on a question of procedure and that i t would 

therefore hare to be considered f i r s t . The Commission could then decide upon 

the act ion i t should take on the other proposals. 

9. -Шзз BGV/IE (United Kingdom) emphasized that the Commission had already-
discussed econom.ic and soc i a l r i ghts i n 19^7 and 19^8 but i t had drai-m up a p lan 
of work and agreed that some human r ights would have to be dealt with i n the 
f i r s t covenant, 'while-others might be included i n subsequent covenants. 

10. ëhe'recal led the statements made at the time by her predecessor, 
Lord Dukeston.- The United Kingdom delegation had then supported the draf t 
convention, although i t seemed to be incomplete, because i t covered fundamental 
freedoms without which the concept of s o c i a l r i gh ts coi i ld not develop i n the 
minds of men. I t could be said that econcanic and s o c i a l r i ghts rested p r imar i l y 
on freedom Of speech and freedom Of assoc ia t ion . The f i r s t e ssen t i a l , therefore, 
was to lay the foundations of the fimdamental freedoms. 

11. Lord Dulceston had said that human r ights had been confirmed and developed 
p r imar i l y through freedom of speech. I t was preferable to teach the people how . 
democracy operated than to t reat them as ch i ldren and impose ce r ta in rules upon 
them. The world needed free men, not wel l - fed s laves. Thus, i n proclaiming 
human rights ' , i t was essent ia l to begin by proclaiming freedom of speech, of 
assoc iat ion and of thought. Without those fundamental freedoms, there could 

be no human r i gh t s . 
12. She reca l l ed that Lord Dukeston, who had expressed those ideas, had 
devoted h i s whole l i f e to work i n the f i e l d of trade' union organizat ion. The 
at t i tude of those who al leged that r i ghts and freedoms d id not ex i s t u n t i l they^ 
were set down on paper was a regrettable one. The United Nations Charter formed 
par t of pos i t i ve in ternat iona l law. The Universal Declarat ion of Human Rights 
was an in terpre ta t ion of part of that law and must be recognized as one of the 
elements of the in ternat iona l order. 

13. She reininded the representative of Yugoslavia that i n 19^7 h i s country 
had proposed the preparation of a series of covenants rather than one covenant. 
I t was r id i cu lous to al lege that the United Kingdom was Opposed to economic and 
s o c i a l r i gh t s ; i t d i d consider, however, that those r i gh ts should be included i n 
a separate covenant, which should be drafted w i th the utmost care and i n close 
co l laborat ion with the Internat ional Labour Organisat ion. 

/ i h . For a l l 
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ih* For a l l those reasons, the United Kingdom delegation would give p a r t i a l 

support to the Aust ra l i an proposal . I t would also support the Lebanese draf t 

reso lut ion but only i n so far as i t contained the idea th.?t the present covonant 

should be the f i r s t of a s e r i o s , and not as regards the establishunent of any 

future plan r h i c h would be binding on the ComnáEsion» 

1?. :х, OHXBE (Uruguay) stater- that the inc lus ion of economic and s o c i a l 

r irdits i n the covenant should not be dependent on the trae fac tor . He d i d not 

thinJi that i f the study v/ere cor.finod to t r a d i t i o n a l r i ghts the Importance of 

econonxc and socia], ri.];htn -."-ouli be disregarded as a resulte Uruf,uay had not 

fa i l ed to r ea l i s e the irrtei'depandenoe of those two categories of r i ghts and could 

not be accused of indif ference towards bhe econorác and s o c i a l r i g h t s . There 

d i d , however, see¡;i to be a tend.onsy to a t t a ^ i too much importance to economic, 

s o c i a l ma c u l t u r a l rirditSo T;:-ere •v-'np .-u-iothèr type of fundamental rlg;hts which 

chc^ûd hav'G p r i o r i t y over a l l the ot i iers, sines they were the most cons ic tent ly 

threatened, — the p o l i t i c a l r i gh t s . He -ra-ild ask the Conimission not to forget 

thoi-o r ig l i t s v;hen i t drafted pnothtîT сог'ег-ant at a l a t e r date, 

1:'), Tlie Ur-<È̂ uayan delG;T<>t-'on wo<ilc, m t votiJ against the Lebanese draft 

ropo lut ion, Nevorthieless, the Gorinlssion Iiad alr',''£.dy decided upon i t s plan of 

'.тогк. I f the L-^banese draft were adopted, the CoübTlssion'í-j previous docis icns 

Y;ould havi-- to be mentir^nsd i n the form of an aniond:-Aent t o that ' i ra f t , since, those 

decisions T.ould i n fact be i-iodified, 

17, The p o s s i b i l i t y had been considered of dravílng up a separate covenant 

on n.-.ono.'rd.c and soc ia l r i g h t s . The preparation of a пет; covesiant, however, was 

bound to ra ise complex probi.eiiis, i.orç'.over, i f two separate and independent 

covenants were drafted, ce r t ' i in Tibaten might r a t i f y one and not the other. I t 

was essent ia l , therofore, that the tv.'o covenants ~- i f there had to be tvro 

shoul..l be linke-.l together, for exampla, by an add i t i ona l protocol to the present 

covenant, Tho representative, of France had sa id that the enforcement measures 

for tho Ъто covenants were en t i r e l y d l f f o rent . That was t rue , but that d i d not 

oonfitxtuto a v a l i d objection to bhe dra^Yln:' up of two separate, though i n t e r ­

dependent, covenants, 

l b . The Urun;uayan dol^^gstion wan propared to attend an maiiy meetinfjs as 

mi¿̂ ht Ъп necessary to i.nclude a l l human r i ghts i n the covenant under d i scuss ion , 

but i f the Goni:.ÍG8ion considered i t advisable to postpone to a l a t e r session the 

discussion of ce r ta in categories of r i gh t s , i t wouJ.d accept that point of view. 

/ 1 9 , The CHAIRAN, 
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1 9 , The CEAIEMAN, speaMng as representative of the laii t e d Stated of 
Aiaerica, stated that econocic and s o c i a l rights vere Just as iürpcatant as c i v i l 
and njoral r i g h t s , nevertheless, those rights must he einbodied i n a complete 
and c a r e f u l l y drafted covenant. That woiild c a l l f o r a considerable anount of 
work by the Comiission, and f o r the time being i t might be s a t i s f i e d with i t s 
woi'k i f i t succeeded i n preparing iioplementation measures f o r a f i r s t covenant. 
2 0 , The united States delegation would support the Lebanese draft resolu­
t i o n . I t should be stated forthwith that the Comission was ready to undertake " 
the study of new covenants, but that i n no way pre-Judged the futiure work of 
the Commission, 
21 , _ The Uruguayan representative*s suggestion to draw up an additional 
protocol to the f i r s t covenant woiîld have to be considered at the Commission's 
next session, 
22.. The Commission vould have to consider economic and s o c i a l rights and 
cer t a i n implementation measures, iihitít might he suTxaitted t o tbe Ecoaamic and 
S o c i a l Council i n order that enforceable instruments might he r a t i f i e d r a p i d l y . 
2 3 . She hoped that the representative of Iteimiark might consult with the 
representative of Lebanon to draw up a Joint d r a f t , 

2 U , ^:r. J E V B E I C ) \T : C (Yugoslavia) thanked the representative of the United 
Kingdom f o r r e c a l l i n g statements made to the Commiseion by the Yugoslav repre­
sentative i n 19^7, but he could not agree with the conclusions that she had 
drawn from those statements. Three years had passed and much had happened dur­
ing that t i E e , At that t i s e , the Yugoslav representative had not thought that 
i t would take three years to draft the covenant. Thé question of economic and 
s o c i a l r i g h t s was not a new one. I t had been the subject of a resolution adopted 
by the Coimnission at i t s f i f t h session, which appeared on page 8 of i t s report. 
I t was now proposed to postpone work .for which provision had been made a year 
ago xxntil the seventh session of the Commission, 
25. In reply to the United States représentative, who had acknowledéed 
the iwportance of economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s , he pointed' out that the reason why 
these rights had not yet been included i n the covenant, i n spite of f i v e years 
of work, was that c e r t a i n governments were opposed to such in c l u s i o n , as was 
ahcwn by the resolution ad<^ed by the Commission at i t s f i f t h session, 

/ A f t e r the 
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A f t e r the l a s t war, the peoples had been projaised that a l l human aright s, includ­
ing economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s , would be proclaimed and defended, but so f a r 
nothing had been done. Yet those rights must be proclaimed i f peace was to be 
safeguarded. The time available t o study the matter was limj-ted and there 
must be no renewal of the wait-and.-see p o l i c y period between the two wars, 
fo r war was an ever-present threat to mankind. 

26* î'îr. KYROU (Greece) hsâ drawn several conclusions from the discussion. 
In the f i r s t place, none of the members of the Coirmiission -vrished to discriminate 
between the various human r i ^ t s . Those who urged that economic and s o c i a l 
rights should be embodied i n the f i r s t covenant mignt be the very people who 
in s i s t e d on a d i s t i n c t i o n being sade, ÎIconomlG and s o c i a l rights must be 
studied with a great deal of circTimspection aad that study should be undertaken 
i n collaboration with competent organs such as the International Labour Organi­
sation. The annual UKESCO conference was soon to be held at Florence, and would 
deal with c u l t u r a l human riÉ̂ .ts. I t would therefore be advisable to await the 
results of i t s work, 
27 . The Greek delegation approved the draft résolutions submitted t o the 
Commission by Lebanon and ХЗештагк, but i t hoped that the representatives of 
those two countries irould iŝ sŝ ît. to^stfeer wiláj a view to submitting a single 
text to ̂ he Coismlssion. 

2 6 . T.!r. RAMADAN (Egypt) stated that his delegation was i n favour of the 
inclusion, in.a new covenant on human r i g h t s , of a r t i c l e s setting f o r t h 
économie and s o c i a l r i g h t s . A statement of those r i g h t s i n an international 
covenant would undoubtedly raise the problem of implementation and a special 
supervisory organ would have to be set up. The Egyptian delegation had sub­
mitted anaiaendment ( E / C H . Í * A 7 9 ) to the Lebanese draft resolution {е/С^Л/ЧЩ 
stressing the importance of economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s * I f that amendment were 
to be added, his delegation would be prepared to vote f o r the Lebanon draft 
resolution. 

/ 2 9 . Mr. VALEHZUELA 
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2 9 . Mr. VALSIíZUELA (CMle) noted that no insiàb®r of the Coramission woiild 
deny.the importance of ecoaosic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s . He had never 
thoiight that the speakers, who had maintained that the Cctmmissions^ad not 
s u f f i c i e n t tLir:e to study those r i g h t s , had had any mental reservations and had 
not wished to see those r i g h t s set f o r t h i n the.draft covenant, 
3 0 . The econoitic and Social x'ights were fi^ncLamental: i t would he un­
fortunate i f those rights vrere not set f c r t i i i n the f i r s t covenant on hviman 
ri f i b t a . The point at issue was a l e g a l problem of long standing, namely, that 
of the relationship batween the pr i n c i p l e s of c i v i l law .and the, economic and , 
s o c i a l sfcruetui'e. A l l c i v i l r ights were based on an abstract coaception of the 
hu-aan personj they were Intended to give f u l l scope to freedom of w i l l . But the 
economic and s o c i a l conditions of a country frequently r e s t r i c t e d the exercise 
of the abstract rights recognised i n t h i s way. That was why a l l c i v i l l e g i s l a ­
t i o n which vras not accompanied by suitable aoulal and economic l e g i s l a t i o n d i d 
not relate to an actual being but to ,ш abstract- being. C i v i l rights should , 
therefore oever be kept apart from economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . Accordin^jly, 
the Charter, the Universal Declaration of Шавап Rights and the international 
covenant on human rights woi.ild form a whole. 
31 . I t was not enough to acknowledge that respect f o r c i v i l rights gave 
r i s e to d i f f i c u l t problems. a¿l the provisions on c i v i l r i g h t s contained i n 
the Universal Dsclaration were already recognized under the l e g i s l a t i o n of 
most Ыет;:>ег States. To ansiare that those rights were respected, hovrever, was 
another matter; thus one í̂ íember State had contravened the a r t i c l e oa discrimina­
t i o n by the recent adoption of an Act di v i d i n g the population into three 
categories according to t h e i r ethnic o r i g i n , ponsequeatly, i t was useless to 
recognise abstract c i v i l r i g h t s i f l e g i s l a t i o n w^re not adopted to ensux-o that 
they were protected. 
32 . I t was, no doubt, true as the United Kingdom representative had said, 
that the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d countries had made considerable progress as regards 
respect f o r economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . But not a l l countries were indue-trializeû 
QXid had v i g i l a n t trade xmions. For that reason i t was useless to require such 
countries to accoi'd certain c i v i l rigîits u n t i l t h e i r economic and s o c i a l 
structiire was such as to guarantee enjoyment of those r i g h t s . 
33. I t was dangerous t o assert that the Coamission had not the time to study 
the matter. He proposed tha* a sub-ccmmittee be set up to draft an a r t i c l e on 
economic and s o c i a l r i ^ t e ; the provisions of tlmt a r t i c l e would be binding on 

/the various 
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tLe various eoijntries. I t could Ъе based on, tlie f i r s t three paragraphs of the 
Australian proposal which was an exce3.1ent statement of the natura and aims of 
econoraic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . However, i f that solution were not-adopted, he 
would vote in. favour, of the draft resolution submitted hy Denmark which, i n 
his view, was the lesser e v i l . 

34 . Mr.- aCBEIíSSí (Denmark) stated that a l l members of the Commission were 
agj^eed as to the ir^ortance of economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . Some of the 
specialized agencies and -nm^governmental oi'i^-iizations had already carried, out 
work in-that f i e l d and the ̂ oî^tàry^Geoeral oM, at the Commission's request, 
draim lip a very f u l l report on the matter. For a l l those reasons Mr. Sorensen 
had s u ^ i t t e d a draft resolution î réfc-̂  tbe Cœmisslon noted the Secretary-
General's report and the worb carried out other bodibes; f o r instance, the . 
Soci a l CoüEiission had recently aáopi;ed a draft Declaration on the Eights of the 
Child, and the Economic and Eji^loyisent Commission had adopted a report on f t i l l 
ui^loyment a few/^previously* l a accordance with the draft resolution sub­
mitted by Derimark, the Commission voulu 1» future devote the greater part of 
i t s work t c a study of tioe '^^^biff- щтхагт t© be taken by í-íetíber Stateá to 
ensirre the enjoyment by evei'yone of economic, s o c i a l eoid cultinrai r i g h t s . 
3 5 . He did not e n t i r e l y share the views of the representative'of Lebanon, 
whose draft resolution proposed that the Commission undertaice the considei'ation 
of new covenants on human r i g h t s . The representatives of the United Kingdom and 
Greece bad stressed the d i f f i c u l t y of that task. I t was not for.the Commission 
to draft iexts which came w i t i i i n the province of other bcdiesi the Commission 
should merely taJce into accoisît the work of those bodies ana draw, fг'эт i t what 
i t considered essential to ensure respect f o r economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . 
Hence, the working programme proposed by the Lebanese representative d i d not 
seem s a t i s f a c t o i y * The othsr paragraphs of the Lebanese draft resolution 
ap.peareu acceptable, however. 

36 . Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) noted with interest the statement of the United 
Kingdom representative on the iirrportance of the Universal Declaration of Human 
r,. , ̂  „ international law .Rights. She had said that the United Nations Charter was a part of/and that the 

/Universal 
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Universal Declarat ion was the expression of that l ^ r . She had added that tho 

Declarat ion vras one of the elements of internat i опаЗ. order* I t was important 

to note that the United Kingdom delegation had, for the f i r s t timej recognised 

the close l i n k betv.een the Charter and the Dec larat ion , both as regards the force 

and actual nature of those two documents, 

37• Tl.e representative of Uemnai-'k and some other members of the Co.'Tmission 

had been inc l ined to e r t rust spec ia l i zed agencies, and p a r t i c u l a r l y tlie ILO5 

wit i i work -.-ihich f e l l xvithin the province of the Commission, Hovreverj ne i ther the 

representative of the United Kingdom nor tbe representati'. 'e of Denm.' •.k had 

speci f ied the natiire of the re la t ionsh ip befoyeea the ILO and the Commission i n 

that f i e l d , Furbhermore, i t should be remembered t l iat the terms of reference of 

the Commission were to ;onsure respect for hvman r i g h t s . I t had decided to carry 

o^it i t s work i n three stages; f i r s t , i t was to draf t a Un.iversal Dec larat ion; 

second, i t was to prepare one or more (and Mr, l i a l i k ivould stress the v;ord "more") 

in te rnat iona l covenants on human r i g h t s , and l a s t l y i t was to adopt measures for 

th e i r Enplementabien. That working programme had been approved by the Economic 

and Soc i a l Counc i l , I f there vras now a tendency to entrust part of the Cora« 

miss ion 's work to other bodies - the Commission might f a i l to observe i t s o r i g i n a l 

programme. I t should continue i t s vork i n that f i e l d , taking into account the 

comments sent to i t by the spec ia l i zed agencies concerned* In that connoxion, 
/that 

ÎÎr, i ial. ik recal led/the representative of Erance hac^ q u i t e r i g h t l y , drarm a 

d i s t i n c t i o n recently between the l e ga l p r inc ip l e s to be embodied i n a draf t 

covenant on the one hand, and the technica l detai ls: which would be dea3.t Y.-ith i n 

conventions to be drawn up ^ay the spec ia l i zed agencies conoomed on the other» 

38, A spec ia l i sed agercy such as the ILO could not, by reason o f i t s ver7,r 

nature, con?i ' 'er the progr;œimo as a whole; that vrork f e l l w i th in the province of 

the Comjnission on Human Rights which v/as responsible for set t ing fo r th the 

basic l e g a l p r i n c i p l e s , 

3?, As regards the statement of the representative of Denmark, i t vras 

adjrdttedly d i f f i c u l t to f i n d a compromise between the draf t reso lut ion submitted 

by Denmark, and the Lebanese reso lut ion as regards a vrorking progra!.ime. The 

operative part of the Danish draf t r eso lu t ion was couched, i n par t , i n very vague 

terms, whereas the Leb.anese draf t reso lut ion vras intended to commit the Coramisaion, 

/ However, 
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However, he was i n agreement with the prearable of the Danish draft resolution. 
He Vías prepared to accept Ш е f i r s t pa^-agraph of that preamble, and ho would siso 
sxipport tho second aHiâ thii^d paragraphs provided that, i n the operative part, tiie 
Coraiission requested the Secretariat to prepare a working programme f o r x h e nevï 
draft covenrcîts, i n consultation ?dth the specialized agencies. Tuat study wotild 
эпаЫе the CoiamipEion to take up consideration of the nev; d r a f t covenants on 
human rights at i t s f i r s t session i n lS '5l . 

] p , Уа-, ЦтЛеЛЩЫтэХ Labour O r p c i s a t i o n ) r e c a l l e d the attitude 
of tlie ILO tovravds the probl^iE?, thís i a c l u s i o n $n the' covenant of a r t i c l e s on 
•3coiio:p.ic and s o c i a l r i g h t s , asgil ípoted ÍJi ttiat oemaerion a passage from a coj^muni-
cation dated 30 ííarch 1950 , aj^fe^g^sed to the Secretary^-General by the Directoj>-
General of t5.ie Iñtenmtional fcaï©ur Off l o r ( ! 'y3 í í.i ; /U03) . 

цЛ.,- - JSS regards the actlviMês o f the TLO f o r protection of есопотз.с and 
social. r i g h t ? . Иг. Le-noiae rfsf©rred the members of the Commission to the Secretary-* 
Generalas report on the a c t i v i t i e s of bodies of the UrJ.ted Nations and of the 
specialised agencies, i n mattt*^ witkln the scope of a r t i c l e s 22-27 of the 
Universal Declaration of H u a ^ g i ^ l ^ i S / C S i i ^ / ^ ) . 
bj« Ke.wished, however, to r e c a l l the follov'ing events г^МсЬ marked the 
m i n stages i n the development of the HO during the previous 30 years, 
43» Th« l a s t a r t i c l e of part X I I I of the Treaty of V e r s a i l l e s , vihich was i n 
-i, way the f i r s t c onstitution of the ILO, set f o r t h a number of econoiaic and s o c i a l 
righta "iràlch could be regarded as the f i r s t declaration of the economic and s o c i a l 
rightp of ШРЛ,. During the years which followed the signature of that Treaty, the 
ILO had endeavoured to give e f f e c t to ths ri g h t s defined therein by i i i e adoption . 
of a large птаЪег of detailed conventions draT.n up i n accordance Tdth a r e l a t i v e l y 
lengthy sxiñ coîiîplicated procediere. In 1 9 t h e lïC recognized that the p r i n c i p l e s 
defined i n the Treaty of - V e r s a i l l e s no longer met e x i s t i r ^ needs and adopted a 
fi-eneral Declsration, оошюпХу knOvm as the "Philadelphia Declaration", vAilch 
S\msna2*i3ed the aisis of the ILO, To give e f f e c t to the neiv guiding p r i n c i p l e s 
i t had adopted, the ILO revised a number of previous conventions ¥mich had become 
Cut-dated and adopted neiT ones. I t \You3.d now be glad to a s s i s t the Commission 
Q--\ Hxtaaii Ei(;;îits by o l a c i i i g at i t s disposal a l l the experience acquired by the ILO 
ui the f i s l d of economic and s o c i a l rights during the previous 30 years. 

/ Ыи Referring 
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k k ' Referring to the remark of the representative of ЬеЪапоп, he stated 

that the ILO had no in tent ion at a H of encoraching upon the work of the 
Commissi on. I t merely vrlshed to ass i s t i t i n carryrlng out i t s task,. I t would 
therefore be f u l l y prepared to ass i s t the Secretar iat i n dra f t ing thá surveys 
vihich would be required of i t . He agreed with the representative of Lebanon 
that tiie spec ia l i zed aj^-ncies might eas i l y acquire a d is tor ted view of the 
Commj.ssion's i.-ork. i... '.ordingly, the ILO г\юиМ not presume to a s s i s t the 
Commission i n a f i e l d obner than that i n vrhich i t was competent and experienced. 

45. The Directcr-Cieneral of the ILO would be glad to infoim the Governing 
Body of 3.V.J request for consultat ion received from the Commission and the Governing 
Body could then consider the best way of fur i i i sh ing such assistance. 

46. i-Ir, OAoSIN (France) considered that h i s amendment to the Lebanese draf t 
reso lut ion (s/0No4/462) described the future working programme cf the Commission 
more c l ea r l y than d id the draf t r eso lu t i on . In the preamble, vrhich i t proposed 
should be added to the Lebanese draft r eso lu t i on , the French delegation stressed 
that the in te rna t i ona l covenant on human r i gh t s was the f i r s t standard covenant 
of a aeries of covenants and measures to cover tha whole of the Universal 
Dec larat ion. The French delegation also proposed that the f i r s t paragraph of. the 
Lebanese dri^ft reso lut ion be amended so as to s t r e s s that the new covenants and 
measures contj.r-piated should deal with hum.an xii-;h"Os by categories, inc lud ing f i r s t 
and foremost, economic and s o c i a l r i gh t s , cu l tu i ' a l r i g h t s , p o l i t i c a l r ights and 
the r i gh ts of the i n d i v i d u a l i n r e l a t i on to tho groupa of which he f '̂ med par t . 
That would obviate any c r i t i c i s m that the Conmission's xvorking programme did not 
provide for consideration of fandly r i gh t s . 

47. As ге-:а '1з tbt^ draft reso lut ion submitted by Denmark ( Е / С Й . 4 / 4 6 1 ) , he 
considered that x t waa not based on the same pr inc ip l es as the Lebanese draf t 
r eso lu t i on . Tas Lebanese draft reso lut ion proposed a general vrorking prograimne 
for 1951, whereas the draf t reso lut ion submitted by Denmark stressed the need 

for the study of ce r ta in spec ia l r ights only. The tvro draf t resolut ions v/ere not 
incompatible, since the f i r s t advocated a general study of new covenants on bmian 
r i g h t s , whi l s t tlxe second requested the Commisaion to d i rec t i t s e f forts i n the 
future mainly to the study of economic, soci.al and c u l t u r a l r i gh t s . 

48. Ivith regard to ths comments of the representative of the Internat ional 
Labour Organisation who had, i n e f fect , stated that the assistance of that 

/organization 
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organization was already avai lable to the Commission, Mr. Cassin asked the 
representative of Denmark whether he could not add to h is draft reso lut ion a 
prov is ion vjhersby the Commission would immediately ask the ILO to i:lace a l l i t s 
experience i n the f i e l d of safeguarding economic and s o c i a l r i ghts at the 
d isposal of ths Commission, 

49. He s t i l l he:'.', fast to the opinion iirhich he had expressed i n the 
Commission regarding •;-,i:'3 need for not confusing the part to be pla,y3d by the 
Declarat ion, the covenant and the spec ia l conventions on any par t i cu la r subject. 
The Universal Declaration of Human Rights was a great phi losophica l and psychologi­
c a l document d i r e c t l y intended for the peoples of the world. The covenant was 
intended to translate the ph i losophica l princip3.es set f o r th i n that instrument 
in to l ega l p r inc ip l es r the spec ia l conventions were intended as a deta i led 
statement of tho technica l means of app l i ca t ion of those p r inc ip l e s . A S the 
representative of the ILO had r e ca l l ed , a draft dec larat ion of economic and soc i a l 
r ights existed аз far back as 1919. Consequently, the Commission was not break­
ing any new ground and i t would be well-advised to secure the assistance not only 
of the ILO but also of UNESCO and other spec ia l i zed agencies. 

50. In conclusion, Mr, Cassin urged the members of the Commission not to be 
discouraged by the d i f f i c u l t i e s of t h e i r task, a task which was unique i n i t s 
scope, and to continue the i r e f forts to achieve the aspirat ions of the whole worldo 

The Pf^eting^ro_sj?. c.t 1.10 p.m. 
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http://princip3.es



