UNITED NATIONS CENERAL
E/on.4/2R.15%6
ECONOMIC

1% May’ 1950
ORICINAL: ENCLISH
AND
SOCIAL COUNCIL

COMMISSION ON FUMAN RIGETS
Sixth Saession
SUMMARY RICOED OF THE HUNDRED AND EIGHTY-SIXTH MEETING

Held at Lake Succesg, New York,
on velineaday, 1C May 1§50, at 3 p.m.

CONTENTS :
Draft international covenant on human rights: Pronmosaleg fer
additional articles to be inserted in Part I1 of the draft
covenant (continned) (B/1371, ®/CN.4/365, B/CH.4/395, E/Cu.4/396,
E/CN.4/435, E/oN.4 /436, B/.5/353/48d.10, B/cw.b/b70, B/El.4/351,
E/CN.4/358, B/cN. /364, B/on.4/u03, B/oN.4/478, B/Cu.4/376,
E/CN.4/377, E/ON.4/370, B/CN.4/370, B/ON.L/3TH, T/CR.b /380,
E/CN .4 /4E3, B/CN.4/48k, B/CN. 4 /435)

Chairmen: Mrs. RNOSEVELT United States of America
Rapporteur: Mr. MALIX Letgnen
(¢2 P.)

JuN7e e -

UNITED RATIOM®
ARCHIVES




m/ﬂn h/sm 186

Page 2

Msmters: Mr. WHITIAM
M=, NISOT
Mr. VAIEMZUELA
ir . CHARG

Mr . SURENSEN
Mr o RAMADAR
M. CASSIN
Mr., KYROU
Mrs. MFHTA
Mr. MNENOEZ
Miss BOWIE

Mr. ORIEE
Mr. JEVREMOVIC

Representatives cf specialized agonciess

Mr. LEMCINE
Mr. ARNALDO

Australis
Belgium
Chile

China
Denrark
Egvpt
Fraxnce
Greece
India
Philippines

United Kingdom of Grest Britain
and Northern Ireland

Uruguay
Tugoslavia

Interantional Lebour Organisation (IIO)

United Natioas Efucationel, Scientific
edd Culturel. Orgeaizaticn (ULSSCC)

Represerfatives of non~governmental organizations:

Category B:
Mrs. HALPERIN

Miss ROBB

Mr. BEER

Miss ZIZ2ZAMIA
Secretariat:

Mr. SCHWELB

Mr. DAS

Co-ordinating Beard of
Jewish Crganizations

Intcrratioxel Faderation of
University Women

Internntional League for the
nghts of Men

International Union of
Catholic Women's Leagues

Asglistant Director
Division of Human ﬁights

Seeretary of the Commission

/ORAFT INTERNATIONAL



T/CNs4/SR.186
P/ 3/s

age

IRATT INTERNATIONAL COVENANT ON HUMAN RIGHTS: FROPOSALS FOR ADDITIONAL ARTTICIES
TO BE INSERTED IN PART II OF THE DRAFT COVENANT (Contimuod)

(B/1371, T/CN.4/365, B/CN.L /395, E/CN.4/396, E/CN.L /U35, E/CN.L /436,
E/GN.k /253 /Ad44.10, E/CN.L/470, E/CNA/351, E/CN.4/358, E/CN.A/36Y, E/CN.L/L03,
T/oN.b /478, B/ON:L /376, E/CNM/37T, E/CK.L/3T0, E/CN.L /379, E/ON.L /3T,

E/CK.k /380, E/CK.b /483, B/ON.L 48k, B/CN.L/4SES5)

1. The CEATRMAN drew the attention of the Commission to three documents
¥hich were now before it for consideration. Those documents were & joint draft
resolution submitted by the delegations of Lebanon, France and EBaypt (E£/CN.N/L8L),
& jolnt draft resolution presented by Demmark, Egypt, France and Lebanon
(B/CI.4/485) which complemented the first resolution, and & Chilean ameniment

to the original Danish resolution (B/CN.h/483).

2. Mrs JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslaviz) regretted that his delegation would be
unable to accept elther of the drafl resolutions since thelr purvose was to
postpone consideration of the question of econcmilc and social rights and complete
the draft covenant on 2 restricted Yasis. He drew attention to tle resolution
adopted hy the Commission at its fifth session, dealing with the question of
economic and social rights (E/1371, pege 8); he wondsred why that resolution had
never been implemented, and pointed out thet & decision ty the Commission-at its
current session to defer consideration of the gquestion wonld in all probability
be interpreted in an unfavourebls llght hy world public opinion. The questicn
was not hy any means a new one; it had occupled public attentlon for over =z
century. The msmbers of the Commission were in full agreement regarding the
importance of the matter; i1ts mettlement could mot be further postponsd 1f the
Commisoion was to diecherge its obligetions to the peoples of the world.

3. Mr. Jevremovic could not agree with the French representative that the
Commission had taken action on the question; +the only action belng taken wuas

the discussion of procedursl resolutlons directed toward postponement of action.
In the face of the need of the peoples of the world to live &nd work, he

deplored the fact that the classical political rights had recelved prompt
attention from the Cormission while the urgent problem of social and economic
rizhts had been dsferred from session to session.

fi. With regard
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b With regerd to the Danlsh representativets expression of gratitude to
the specialized egencies for their offers of assistamce (E/CN.L/UES) he conceded
that much valuable aid had been received from the specialized agencies in the
Past, byt insisted that under the terms of the Charter the framing of policy was
& matter Zor ecticna by the United Natlions, not ty its agenciés. Referring to
the Internabiczal. labour Organisation, he remarked that 1t operuted on the basls
of undesmocratic principles and that ¢onsideradle discrimination was evident in
its system of representation of workers and employers. In his opinion the
organization had not yet begun to flfil its potentialities. He welcomed its
co=Opsrative attltude, bdut wondered why it had thus far submitisd no specific
proposals concerning the matter under consideration, since 1t had undoubtedly
been aware of the resolution pessed ty the Commission at 1ts £1fth asession.

Ss Mr. Jevremovic pointed out that a decision by the Commission to pustpone
coneideration of the questlon of economic and social righte until its following
session would preclude & possibdle frultful discussion at the next session of the
Generel Assemblys In the circumstarses he reserved the right of his delegation
to place the question on the agenda of the Assembly's next session. A covenant
which included only the clamsical political rights of man would not be a
oonsistent or vieble documenty it would be far better to defer the entire matter
of the draft covemant until the Commlasion's next session, vhen a well-integrated
document could be produced which would carry out the promise made to the peoples
of the world by the Allied Governments during the Second World War.

6. Finally, Mr. Jevremovic objected to the Chairman's use of the word
*committee" to designate the various delegations which had been asked to confer
and agree upon the form of the draft resolution; he did not consider that any
committee had been formally appointed.

Te The CE‘&IIM\N, roplylng to the last point reised 1y the representative

of Yugoslavia, recallsd that in order to save the time of the Octmisalon severel
dslegations had been asked to mest as a committee and agree upon Joint texts.

/8. As regﬁ!‘da



E/CN.4 /oR.186
Pége 5/

8. ' As regards ‘the past work of the Commission, the Chairmsn could under-
stand the concern expressed by Mr, Jevremovic, but pointed out that while the
highest importance had always been attached by the Commission to economlc and
gocial rights, they were nevertheless a much more recent preg%gugig%%n for the
Peoples of the world than the more widely recognized political/rights. It was
for that rsason that the Commiesion had devoted 1ts first meetings to the con-
sideration of the beiltor-known political and civil rights, and had now atlained
a better formulation of those righte. The *wo resolutions before the Commis-
gion were designed to make 1% obligatory that the first meetings of the Com-
missionis next seesion should be devoted to the discussion of economic and
soclai rights, whlch, owing to the difficulty of framing them in correct legal
terms, would in all probability require the attgntion of the Commiseion through-
out an entire session. The Commission was already.fecéiving reports from the
Secretary -General, and ¥new that it could ccunt upon the full assistance of

the specialized agenciles,

9. Speaking as the representative of the United States of America, the
‘Chairman shared the desire cf other members of the Commission to present to

the Council a flrst draft covenant covering only political and civil rights,
and also supported the view that the Commission's firast task at 1te next
sesgion should be comsideration of economic and soclal rights.

10. Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) observed that since the orlginal Danish
resolution (E/CN.L/481) had been absorbed into the new Joint text submitted
by Denmark, BEgypt, France and Lebanon (E/cn.4 /485), he would submit his amend-
ment (E/CN.4/483) as a suggested last paragraph of that Joint text,

11, | Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) suggested that the name of the delegatlon of
Denmerk should be added as a sponsor of the jJoint draft resolution given in
document E/CN.h/hBh, since that delegation had collaborated in the framing of
the text. '

12, In reply to the Chllean representative, Mr. Malik pointed out that
the 1dea which formed the sublect of the Chilean amendment was specifically
stated in persgraph 2 of document T/CN.lL /L8l ,and that that amendment therefore
became superfluous. The main purpose of the working group which had drafted
the two Joint texts had been to separate the principles set forth in the
original Danish draft resolution from those glven in the other texts. Document
E/cN.L /484 1aid down a plan of work for the Commission's next session; document

B/CH.L /485 was directed toward the implementation of that plan. He asked,
/therefore,
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therefore, vhether the Chilean representative would be willing to withdraw
his amendment. ‘ ‘ '

13. " Mr, VALENZUEIA (Chile) asked for an assurance that the order in which
the varlous categoriles of rights were listed, in peragravh 2 of document
E/CN.h/hBH, coaniitiuted an order of priority and not mérely an enumeration.

If such were fnieed the case, he would wlthdraw his amendment, but he wished

1t to be clear that economic and social rights would be the first sublect for
study by the Commission at its next session,

1, The CHAIRMAN felt that the question was one which should be declded
by the Commission iteelf.

15, Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom) obJected to the use of the words "to
secure™ in the first line of document E/CN.4 /485, eince no convention could
guerantee to "secure” the enjoyment of such rights to the peoples of the world.
A convention could do no more than the Governments which implemented it.

16. ~ Mr. SORENSEN (Denmark) agreed with the United Kingdom rerresentative,
but pointed out that the whole purpose‘of the Commission's programme of work
wes to take steps toward securing those rights to the peoples of all.nations.

17. Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) asked for clarification concerning ﬁhe‘
relation between the two new Joint draft resolutlons and the Commission's
resolution of the previcus year (E/1371, page 8).- 'The new texts vere far
more limited in scope than the older one, which had specifically'provided for
“inclusion of provisions on economic and social rights in the draft covenant,
The new texts merely provided for study of the question by the Commission and
did not touch upon the matter of definition of those rights. The resolution
of the preceding session was 8till in force and binding upon the Commission,
but 1t had never been implemented,  He asked, therefore, whether it was the
Commission's intention that the new texts should supersede the reaoclution
adopted during the fifth session., Abrogatlion of that resolution would
constitute reconsiderat:on of & decision of the Commlssion, and would require
a formal vote by the Commission.

/18, The CHAIRMAN
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18, = The CHATIRMAN read the text-of the resolution adopted at the fifth ses-
slon. In her cpinion thet resolution had been fully complied with , and the only
action required of the Commission with respect to it was to routinue working in
the same mamner as in the past. She polnted out that at the time the resolution
had heen dm;:‘t;ad the Commission had been uncertaln regarding the possibvility
of dealing wilh sconvaic and social rights in the flrst ccvenant; 1t was for

that reagon thal tho resoluilon contelned the words "the incluslon of these

subdscto elther in thne covenant on humen rights or in later convent:ons coc a

195. Mr, KYROU (Greecs) expressed his warm support of the two Joint draft
rmsﬂl,u ion3, He suggested two minor changes 1in document E/L,I\T o1t /U8l ; namely

the deletion of the word "primary" in paragraph 1, and the trensposition of the
phrase in perentheses in paragreph 3, to follow the word "articles" in the first
line of ths paragraph,

20, The CHAIRMAN suggested the substitution of the word "civil" for
"ecivic", in paragraph 1 of the same document,

21. Mr, ORIBE (Uruguay) thought thet the Danish, Egyptian, French and
Lebanese consolidated draft resolution (E/CN.L/48L) wrwisely attempted to
predetermine the work of the Ccomissionis next session., Moreover, 1t seemed
to be an attempt to Justify the Camission's failure to include oconamic and
social righte in the covenant and he felt that 1t was campletely umneceesary
for the Commission to justify 1ts actions.

22, With regard to paragraph 1, he could not accept the text as 1t stood.
Ag he had eald 1n ap esrlier interventinn, he thought 1t would be better to
leave open the question of the typo of instrument which the Commission intended
to draft on econamic and soclal rights., Furthermore, it would be unwise to
arbltrarily separate humen rights into units when countries were not prepared
to accept the varying conditvions under which each unit was presented, Humen
rights should be included in &n enforceable instrument as one organic whols
which countries would be obliged to accept or reject in toto.

/It ves
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Tt was for that reasonm that he particularly objected to the phrase "serics of
Covenants and measuros", Furthermore he thought the word "fundamental" in the
‘gsecond line, the phrasc "and to certein essential civil frecdcms" in the third
line and the word "Standard® in the fourth linc of paragraph 1 should be delcted.
23. Tre thecry underlying paragraph 1 was that the Universal Doclaration
of Human Rigble hoiid-be made effective by mecans of covenants. In principle,
he supported thet theory but he reminded the Camission that many countrios
had been opposcd to all attempts to make the Declaration legally binding on
States, He wordered, therefore, whether the paragraph could not be reviescd

to saviefy that objection. - ' , |

2k, He alro felt ‘that the words "additional Covenants and measurecgd

in paragraph 2 were vague, - The text also. introduccd a new concept in the
‘phrasc "by catcgories", It was not advisable to statc that categories of
human rights cxisted unless some explanation ot the term were given., That
innovation was a serioua step and should be considercd curefully. He also
wondored what wae the mcaning of tho last phrasé of paragraph 2 reading

urights of the individual in relation to the groups of which he forms. part".
The cnumcration of rights contained in the paragraph in his opinion already
covercd that vhrase.

25, | Ho'also suggested that. the: phrasc "whos: importence’ it fully
rccognizes™ In paragraph 3 should bc dcleted because it implied a Justification
of a course on which the Cammission had dccided after mature consideration,

26. “* In conclusion, he felt that many objections could be raised to the
congolidated draft resolution and that a simpler toxt might be preferable.
27. ' ‘Tarning to the second Joint draft resolution concerning econcmic,

social and cultural rights prescnted by Demmark, Egypt, France and Lobanon

- (B/CN.%/485), he agrced with the United Kingdom representative that the
Cammission should not create the illusion that 1t could secure to everyone the
enJoyment of the righteg set forth in artidles 22 to 27 of the Declaration,

In international private law, the word “"cnJoyment® had a specific meaning and
the text as it stood might give rise to misunderstandings. The objective which
the first peragraph proclaimed could not beachiewd by medns oflegal instruments

alone,

/26. He wonderod
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28, '~ He wondered whether the fourth paragraph of the draft resolutlon should
not be rephrased, It should be borne in mind that it was the duty of the
specialized agencies to assist the Commission in its work, ,

29, " He merely wished to give his obJections to the two proposed draft
reeolutions in a genersl way. He would not advance more specific criticisms
until later and could not therefore say as yet what position his delegation
would take on them, |

30, Mr., CHANG (China) supported the United States, Greek and Uruguayven
repreegentatives in thelr comments on the consolidated draft resolution
(B/CN,4/484), He in turn had several specific amendments to propose to that
text. In paragraph 1l he suggested that the word "draft" should be inserted in
the first line before the words "Covenant on humen righte", Then the folléﬁing
phraée "on the drafting of which it has been engaged for several years" and

the phrase "as i1t does" should be deleted. The words "some of" should be
inserted in the second line before the words "the fundamental rights"., In

the third line the phrase "and to certaln essential civil freedoms" should also
be deleted because of the difficulty of defining that category of freedoms, In
the fourth line the word "Standard" and in the fifth line the words "end secure
the application of its primary principles as early as possible" should also be
deleted. He objected to the word "Standard" for the reasons which had already
been given; the last phrase should be deleted because the grticles of the
Universal Declaration were not, properly speaking, principles. The word
“vrimery" was inadequate and the phrase "securs the application” was vague;

31, . He also suggested that paragraph 2 should be amended to read "considera-
tion of additional Covenants and measures dealing with economic, social,
cultural, political and other human rights, and to this end", He objJected to the

original formulation for the reasons given by the representative of Uruguay.

32, Mr. SORENSEN (Denmark) explained that he could associate himsélf with
the consolidated draft resolution (E/CN.4/484) because the phrase "series of
Covenants and measures” had been included in paregraph 1. He had explained
that his Govermment felt it would not be useful to elaborate a covenant

/containing
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containing general statements of principles regarding economlc and social righte
ard that those’ rights could be dealt with in many other weys. The word
"measures ™ vas sufficiently broad, however, to meet his obJections. 'He inter-
preted it to mean thet the Commission would work on -the aseumptign that
additionel covshnnts should be drafted but that i1f other measures appeared
adééuaﬁe,'auch.p?océiure could aleo be adopted. In that case, 1if ekisting
covenants proved edequete to cafeguard economic and social rights, it would be
possible to ratify them and to forego the drafting of additipnal inetruments, :
For those reasons he supported the consolidated draft resolutien (E/CN.L/L8Y),

33.  Mr,” CASSIN (France) sald that most of the Chinese amendments were
acceptable. " He would prefer, however, t> retain the phrase "to certain
'escentlal civil freedoms" for that phrase had a spocific meaning. in French law.
He would not ineist -on meintaining the last phrase of paragraph 1 if the
Commission gupported the Chinese amondment for deletion. He thought the
Chinese amendment to paregraph 2 was helpful, - It should he made perfectly
clesr, however, that categories of rights existed in fact and that the conditions
of impleﬁentation of various rights. required that some order should’be Imposed.
" He ‘thorefore would prefer to retain the phrase "by catewofies".qlthbugh he
would ‘accept enother siuitable wording if that could be found.
34, With regerd to the substantivo remarks of the Uruguayen representative,
he sald that the purpose of paragraph 1 was to state cleerly that the covenant
on which the Commission was then engaged was only the first of 8 series of
covenants and meesurés. - Moreover, the word "measures"” had been included to
satlsfy “the Urugua'an repregentative's objection that 1t might be necessary
to draft instruments other. than covenants to achieve the Commission's ‘purpose.
The phrase "to cover the whole of the Unlversal Declaration" had been_drafied
" in an attémpt-to circumvent the objections to making the“Déclaratioh an
enforceable instrument.
35. He did not wish to comment on paragraph 3 until the other authors of
the ‘consolidated draft resolution had given thelir opinilons.

/36. Turning
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36, Turning to the second Joint draft resolution, (E/CN.4/485) he
thankcd the reprosdntatiie of Denmark for having elaborated his original
propogal in conjunétion with the represcntetives of Egypt, Frarnce and Iecbanon,
Tt wag vital that the Cammission should adopt a resglution specifically
rcl&ting to'articlos 22 to 27 of the Declaration. In the third line of the
'.first'paragraph, however, it might Ye better to say "In thc Jmplcmentation of
its programmec®, With rcgard to the fourth paragraph, he thought it might be
possible to separatc the refercnce to UNESCO fram thé'iLO if that would eatisfy
the ropréscntativo of Uruguay.

37. The draft rosolution concerning ecenomic, social and cultural rights
" would permit the Camission to agrec on a programmc of work which could be
brought to the attention of all the Organizations concerncd and he felt that
such a procedurc would facilitate thc Conmissionts work,

38, With régard to the rcmarks of the Yugoslav representative, the
Camission had hoped to accomplish a preat deal morc in 1949 than bad in fact
proved practicable. The replics to gquestionnaires had not provided sufficient
information and the couments from non-governmental organizations had becn
sulmlttcd to the Commission only a foew days ago. In thosc circumstances,
therefore, 1t was impossible t8 carry out the provieions of the resolution the
Cammission had adopted at ite 132nd mecting of the fifth scssion., It would be
better to devise a practical‘?ian of woric such as that outlined in the currcnt
draft rcsolutions and procced along thosc linca,

39. Mr, JEVREMOVIC- (Yugoslavia) pointcd out that the sccond parsgraph of
the resolution adopted by the Camission at its 132nd meoting rcad: - "it is
nccesgsary to include provisions on this subject in the covenant on human rights®
referring to the cconomic and social rights set forth in articles 22 to 27

of the Declaration, The resolutions currently before the Camission did not
make that fact clcar, If therc was really no contradiction between the first
resolution and the two dvaft resolutions currently beforc the Commission, why
could the Cammissicn not incorporatec the provisions of the first resolution into
the Joint draft resolutions? It might be helpful to have the advice of the
Legal Department on the question,

/40, The CHAIRMAN
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ko, The CHAJRMAN thought that, nothing in, the resclutlon adoptcd at the
132nd meoting would prccludc the paseing of the resolutions currently bcfore

thc Commission and . she referred speoifically to the fourth parngraph of that
rcsolution which rcud- Mfor the purposo of onabling the Commission to dctermlne
what action it should takc in thosc fields in. particular for the 1nclusion

of thcse subjocts cither in the covenant on.human righte or in later conventions"®,

k1. . Mr, MENDEZ (Fhilippines) thought the consolidated draft rcsolution
(z/cn. u/usu) might be too rigid in that it implicd tho Ccmmlssion had alrca.dy
decided to gdopt several convcntions, Eb wondered whother 1% would not be
better to amend the. first paragraph to read- gerics of Covcnmnts and moqsﬁpés
vhich 1% censiders necessary ta givo full application to the Universal
Declaration", He also pointed out that the phrasc "whosc importance it fully
rccopnizes" in pakqgraph 3 might be ambiguous,

b2, Miss BOWIE (Unitcd Kingdem) thought the consolidated draft
rceolution represented an, attumpt to Justify the Commission's actions, which
socmnd campletely unncceasary. Morcover, paragraph l statcd that the Cdmnlssion
had been engaged on the drafting of tha covenant for sevcral yoars whereas it
nad devoted the first two ycars of 1ts work to the Devlaration, a documont
which bnd been highly commended, She algo qucstiOnou the word ”convinced“
in that paregraph. The Cdmnission had not discussed whethcr it had a strong
conviction that the prescnt covenant was in fact the first of a series.

‘She obJectod to tho phrasc "serics of Covenants" wvhich, the resolutlon impliecd,
were to enforce the principles of the Declaration.. Same of those princlples,
however, were already being dnforced,and undoubtedly many othurs,woulﬁ'bevput v
into cffuct by means other than the covenant. She suggested ﬁhat the Committée
should go back to the Chilcan amendment. CE/CN 4/483), which clearly stated nhe
task to be underteken, and convert it. into a.reselution reading'"The Commission
on Human'Rights decides to. devote an esaential part of its first 1951 sesalion

. to the study of economic, social and cultural rights"

/43, Mr. KYROU



43, Mr, KYROU (Graecc) supgost d that parapmraph 2 of tho consolidated
draft resolution (E/CN. h/h?h should be amcnded to read "acalin: with aan
rights by groups, which shall includc c¢conamic, social, cultural, pol tical

and othzr catcporics of human rightsY,

L, CMr, IH“TLAM (Austrvlja) proferred a simpls resolution, plunﬂt on
would bettor appear 1n the covenant than in o rrsoiut‘cn whore thud woulc b. a
bindinz declaration of whit the Comission thousht the covenont was, vhnt *ts
offucts should be and what should b‘ its relzbion to the other LOVannbu

" The' orwnnn« chuncuu and the Cn’ic en resolution co“twinﬁu w1 Lbnt 1uallv

had to be said If anyfhing furthor was ocﬁé{dcr nrccsoarJ the trond of

the dcbﬂtb would be roproiucwd in the uUﬂMﬂfV rkCOLd

45, Scome members felt, howevcr, that o prosyoime of work should bo

laid dowm in 2 r«soluticn. If the Cumaiosion ducided th<rftcr not to a2dopt
the uimulur toxts, he would suoport the CQnSOlldutph aft resolution {(M/Cd.b/h84)
as amcndod by China, » |

Lo, The CHAIRMAN pointcd out that the only tuxt before the Camiission

was the consolndatcd draft rgﬂolut¢on.

. Mr, MALIK (chdnon) agked that the concolidatfa dralt resolution
'should bo votrd on peragraph by parn rph K2 anro G that the phrasc “jnrluu(d
n Ann\x - of thn Conmissionts report on the sixth ucuslon" should be 1na«rtug
after the wordo “the additicnal proposcd articl-s" as the erluucntgt.vo of
Grooc had’suggcstcd.

hd ' He aslked thet a roll-call votc should b taken cn the word "Convincod®
in narapragh 1. Hc also wighed to re tu:n the )hTFB' "to certain casscenticl clvil
frcbdoms" but hu ap“ucd thet the word "‘tlnu ru" and the phimse "and'ﬁccpro the

applncat¢on of ite primory pri nc ploe ag VarlJ a8 )OSdiblé" should b deloted,
49,  Mr, RAMADAN (Ggypt) said with resavd fo the Ch;lcan_re?rcsﬁntatch's

remarks, that the Camission could forwally decide to -ive ;riority to -conomic,

social and cultursl rishts at its noxt scssion,

/50, The CHAZRMAN
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50, The CHAIRMAN thought it would be made’ clear in the recdrd that the
first item on the agenda of the Sixth Scssion would be the'quéstion of economlc

and social rights.

51, Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) agreed with the United Kingdom representative
" concerning the werd "Convinced", and he‘ﬁreferred to use the word "Considering”.

He also thought the resolution was inacceptable becauvee it was self—éustificatory

in tone,
82, He was not completely gatisfied with the teoxt of paragraph 1 and
supgrested that it should be reworded to read: "as the first instrument prepared

to carry out the task entrusted fp the Commissiocn by the Tconomic and 8001al
Council". The word "instrument" would give the Commission greater frsedom to

decide the type of document it wished to dralt,

53. Mr., MALIX (Lebanon), in reply to Mr, NISCT (Belgium), preferred to hove
a roll-call vote taken on the word "Convinced", and not merely on the draft

regolution as a whole.

54, Mr. CASSIN (France) thougbt that the first part of the Uruguayun
emendment could be accepted but that 1t was impossible to replace the reference
to the Universal Declaration by & reference to the Economic andléocial Council.
The Uruguayen amendment would be acceptable to him if it were reworded to read:
"the first of the instruments to be adopted in drder to cover the whole of the
Universal Declaration™

5. He objected to the word "Comsidering" because it was not really

adequate. He2 personally was convinced of tie statement set forth in caragraph 1.

56. Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugnslavia) had rulsed the guestion of the resnlution
adopted at the 132n4d meeting beceuse it was vitel to the penerul work of the
Commissioa. In that resolution the Commisslion had undertalen in the eyes of the
‘United Nations and of the world to include in the draft covensnt on humsn rights

provisions concerning economic and social rights. He felt, therefore,'thut

/there was
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there was a contradiction between that resolution and the Joint draft resolutions
currently before the Comuission. He would not press a formal motion to obialn
the views of the Legal Department on that procedure but he asked the Commisalen to
bear his rewerks in wmind. He pointed out, however, that the Commission wes
responsible to the Economic and Soecial Council for fulfilling the terms of that

resolution.

57 Mr. VALENZUELA (Chile) wished to move the propesal (E/oN.L/LA3)
originally submitted by bis delemation as an amendment to the Denish draft
resolution (F/0W.4/481) as an independent draft resolution to be substituted for
the consolidated draft resolution. - He requested the Chairman to submlt the
Chllean draft resolution to the vote first, 4f the rules of proccdure permitted

such a course,

=8, Mr. KYROU (Greece) stated that the Chilean draft resolution, es such,
had been submitted alter the consolldated draft resolution and should therefore
not be submlitted to the vote first.

59. - The CHAIRMAN stated that while the Greck representative was entirely
correct, the Commisslon could, according to rule €1 df its rules of procedure,
decide to reverse the normal order of voting and vote on the Chilean draft
resclution first.

€0. Following a brief exchange of views, the Commission agreed to vote on
wvhether the Chllean dreft resolution should be voted on first.

The motion to vote on the Chilean draft resolution first was rejected by

o~

8 votes to %, with 2 sbstentions.

6. Mr., SORENSEN (Denmark) stated that 1 the word "instrument™ were
substituted for the words "series of covenants and measures", as proposed by
the Uruguayan representative, he would be obliged to dissociate himself from
the sponsorship of the consolidated draft resgolution for the reasons he had
already indicated.

62, The CHATRMAN stated that the substitution propesed by the Urugusyen
representative would be decided by a vote.
[63. Mr. MENDEZ
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63. My, MENDRZ (Philinpines) thought that the phrase "...serles of covenants
and moasures to be adonted..." was too rigid. He wondered whether tho authors of
the consolidated Araft resolution would agree to the substitution of the words

"which should be adonted" for the words "to be adouted”,

6k, Mr, CASSIN (France) and Mr. MALIX (Lcbanon) consideved that the

proposed subgtitution would attenvate the meauing of the sentence and would

therefore not be acceptable to thom,
65. Mr, MENDEZ (Philinnines) reluctantly withdrew his proposal,

€6. The CHAIPMAN invited the Comminsgion to vote on the Ururuvayen azendment
ecalling for the substitution of the werd "econsidering” for the word "convinced" in

paracraph 1 of the consolidated draft ressnlution,

At the request of Mr, MAIJK’&;ghanon)#_a vote wag taen by roll-call,
The result of the votowms as follows:
In favour: Australia. Belgium, Chile, Demmark, Philinnines,
Unlted Iingdom of Great Brltain and Northern Ireland,

Urusvay.

Armainst: Bry»v, France, Greesce, Imdla, Lebanon, United States of

America,

Abegtaining: Chiue, Yuroslavia,

The amendiient was adopted by 7 votes to 6, with 2 ebstentions.

€7. The CHAIRMAN invited the Commission to voie on the Uruguwayan amendment
calling for the oud of paragranh 1 of the conmolidated draft resolution to reoad as
follows: "...is the first of the instruments wrewared to implement tie task

entrusted to the Commission by the Fconomic and Sccial Coimcil.™

68, Mr, MALIK (Isbanon), on a roint of order, sald that the Uruguaran
auendment wasg factuvally incorrect inasmuch as the Universal Declaration of Humen
Rights, rather than the present draft covenant, wvas the first of the instruments in

4question.

/G5, Mr., ORIBE
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£9, Mr. ORIBE (Uruguay) stated that he was using the word "Instruments" in
its strict lesal senms.,  Af asuch it wag --4at‘least in Snanish -- o geroric
terw which included documents, protocols, etc.. ostablishinp‘legal oblirations
and cveating: lorek rights.. Ho 41¢@ wnot coneider that the Universal Daclarution

cauld be rergrded os an ingtrument within that strist leral meoning of tho term,

70. Mr. CHANG (China), on & point of order, steted that inesmach as tho
Cheirman Lad called for the sclemi vote on the amendment, further dlscusalon

therson was out of order.

71, ¥r, ORIBE (Ururuay), aloe on # woint of ovrder, stoted that he comnidared
it necessary to clorily his amenduent sinco certaln doubts lad besn exniessed

concerning its wmeaning,

T2. The CUHAIRNMAN noted that the Urupuoyan revwresentative had nlroady
attempted to clarify his amendment and that the sitvation conlfronting tha
Commisgion was quite mimplas 4hoss who speeed with ths Urupuayan rorresentative
vould vote for his amenduent, whiles #hase who falt unable to do so would vots
acainst it or abgtain.

The Urnguayan amendrient wos rejectad by 1 votes to U,

73. The CHATRMAN nobted thet the authiors of the cousolideted dralft weuclution
had accem~ted all but ons of the auendwents submitted by the Chiness rewrescutablive,
the excention beins his prososod deletlion of thé wvords "and to certain ssseutlul
civil freedomg™,  She onguirved whether the Chiunece venrescntative would yLross

his amendment,

Th, Mr, CEANC (China) stoted that he wonld wot ovess that Hari of hie
amondment, particularly in view of the fact that the phrase concoimed contained

the qualifying word "certain”,

o4 The -CHATRMAN invited the Commission to vote on naragraph 1 of the

congolidated draft rosolution as amendod.

/At the

sttt
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At the request of Mr., MALTK (Lebanon) & vote was taken by roll-call,

The recily of tho votows sz follows:

v
~——

In foveurs: fugtralia, Chinn, Denmerk, Egypt, Fronce, Groeece,
Indte, Lebanon, Philippines, United States of /fmorica,
Ageinst: Bolgiwn, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, Uruguay, Yugoslovia,
Abstaining: Chils
Peracraph 1 was adopted by 10 votes to 4, with 1 abstonticn,

s

76. Mise BOWIE (United Kingdcm) explained thet she had votud agetnst the
pzaragrapl‘i“because in the opinion of her delegation 1t contalned the wnwarranted
implicetion that everything contained in the Universal Decleretlion of Iuman Richts

st necoessgarily be covered in covenante or other mceasures.

17. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) cxvledned that he hed voted againet the prregraph
becausc he had Tavourod the relected rasayen smendment, censidering thet 1t
wag a more corroct statement of tho peatiton.

78. Mr. VALEIZUELA (Chilc) constdered that paragraph 2 of the consclidated
draft resolution was far too complex, He formally moved that 1t should be
replaced by the amendment (E/CN.4/L83) originelly submitcd by his deleretion
to the Danish draft recolution, which he was at present sybuitting as on

enendmont Yo the consolidated proposal,

T9. Mr. MALIK (Lebanon) stated thet ho would be obligod to vobe agpinst
tho Chilean amendment for soverel reassons. The use of the word "study", far
from eztablishing a solemn commitment for a drograrme of work, constituted

a loophole through which even a whale could easily pass. Iarbdhermore the
Chilean amendment mede no mention of any other richts and of additicnal
covenants and measures oconcerning humun rights. dHo wes therefore in favour
of the edoption of persgrarh 2 of %he consolidated dreft resolntion with tho
smendments already accopted by ite authors. '

/80.  Mies BOWIE
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80. Miss ROWIE (Untted Kingdom) noted thet paregraph 2 of the consolidated

ot

draft resolution apeke of "oconcmlc, soslal, culbural, political end otler
categories of human righte”. Ghe waudered Just what those ckher catezoriocs

of rishts might de.

81. The CHAIRMAN steded that righte relating to the family might form one
such other category,

82, Miss BOWIE (United ¥ingdcm) thought that family rights were eithoer
@ociel or culturel or eecnonic,

83. Mr. CASSIN (France) said he could Instance at least twenty riphts from
the - Universal Declaration which would not fell into ony of the calegorics explicitly
mentioned. There were righte dealing with property, ssylum, femily, etc., none

of whioh would vesily fit inte thy politicsl, sociel, cultural or eccnonic
categoriec,

8k, Mr. CHANG (Ghine) sgreed with the Fronch rorrcsentative, e would also
invite attention to the words "additionsl covenrnts and measuras' which forvmed the
crux of tho paragraph under consideratién,

G5, Mr. GRIBE (Urugnay) did not know Just what was meant by the word

" which hs regarded as eltogether vegue. He noted that the use of

"messures
the same woerd in the first paragraph had beon one of the main reasons why o

had suwbritted the amendment to that peragraph which the Commission had reJocted.

86. Mr. CASSIN (France) stoted that one of tho resscns for the introduction
of the word “"mensures" had been e desire to meet the objJectiona ralsed by the
Uruguayan represenbative during the preceding meeting, The word was intended

to cover puchthings as recummendatlons, protocols ete.

[67.  Mr, WITTLAM
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87. Mr. WHITLAM (Austrelia) stated that -although his delegation had
previously favoursd the Chilsan suggeastion, 1t could not vole for it in the
tresent circumsbonces becaunse tne Cémmission hed committed 1ltsell to the .
consolidated draft resoclution on which votlng had elveady begun, The Inclusion
of the Chileen amendwent would distort the frame of the consolidated draflt
resolution. Concgequently, and while he had sevoral milsgivings about the
consclidated draft resolution, he would vote against the Chilean cmendment,

88. The CHAIRMAN invited the Commlssion to vote on the Chillean emonduwent
(E/CH. L /482). .
The Chilean emondment was reJected by 11 votes to 3, with 1 abstention,
- Poragraph 2 of the congolidated draft resolutjon, with the smendmonts

rccepted by ite euthors, was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 2 sbstentions,

89. Mr. MALIK (Lebancn) suggested that the comma following the words
Ysixth seosion" in pearegraph 3.of tb® cnasclidated draft resolution should be
deleted ond that the word “and"” should be inserted in 1ts stead, to avold any
- possible ambigulity. ' '

50. Mr. MINDEZ (Philippines) suggseted that the words “"the lmportence of
which" should be substituted for the words "whose importance", & suggestion

which was accepted by the authors of the . consolidated draft resolution,

31, The CIATRMAN invited the Commission to vote on parsgreph 3 cf the

congsolldated draft resclutlon.
The parsgraph, with the amendrments accepted by the authors of the

consolidated draft resolution, was adopted by 13 votes to nono, with 2

cbetentions.

The CHATRMAN invited the Commission to vcte on peragraph 4 of the

consclidated draft resolution.
The. paragraph vas adopted by 1lb votes to l.

\0

2

s

/93. Mr. CASSIN
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93, Mr, CASSIN (France) suggested, for reasons of style, tocmit the words
"stondard covenost"” after the word "firat" in pavagraph 1.

The curpestion was adopted unenimously.
2] Aol pid

ok, The CHAIRMAN invited the Commlssien to vote on the consolidated
draft resolution as a vhole, which, with tlhe chenges approved in the couwrse of
the voting on the cepcrate paragraphs, reail as follovs:
"The Comnission on Hmuon Rights,
"Considering that the dreft covenant on humen rights rolating to
gome of the fundumental righie of the indivilcuzl and to certuln esssntial

civil freedoms 13 the first of the series cf covenants and reasuvras to
be adopted in order to cover ths whols of the Universal Decleration;
"Docides to procsed @t its firot eession in 1951 with the
conslderation of additlcnal eew-nunte wnd measures deallny with econonie,
socidl, cultural, politicsl znd obtiwr categories of human rizghis; ond
to thls end
"Decides furthef te cansider then the additional proposed articles

(included in Annex o Of the Comrdssion's report on the sixth session)

which have not been examined &t its sixth session end the luportmice of
which 1t fully recopnizes, together‘with zny cther articles wvhich
Governments might further propose;

"Rogneste the Economic and Social Council to confirw this

decleion.”
At the request of I, Malik (Iebanon), a vote was taken by roll-call,

The result of the vole was as follows:
In favour: Avstralia, Belgium, Chile, China, Denmerk, hgypt, France,

e

Greece, India, Lebancn, Fullippines, Unlted Stetes of
fuorica, Uruguay.
Agalnot: United Kingdom of Great Britein and Northern Ireland,
Yugoslavia,
The consolidated craft resolution wes adopted by 13 votss to 2.

/95, My, JEVREMOVIC
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g5, Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) reserved his right to explain his vote
at the next meeting of the Commission.

96, Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom) explained that she hed voted ezeinst the
resolution elthouph she agreed with many of its pointa, Her delegation wonld
have favouved Further gtudies alcng the lines of the defeated Chlloan amondmeut,
Az 1t vwos, however, the resclution conveyed the Impression -- tctelly wavarranted
in the oplnion of her delegation -~ that the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights could be implemented only by covenanta.

97. The CHAIRMAN declared thet, as reguwested by the Uruvguayan representa-
tive, the records of the Commisslon would clesrly state thal economlc rights
would be the first rights to be comsidersd by the Commission on Humen Rights

at 1ts next session., BShe escertained that there were no cbjections to the
inclusion of such a statement in the Zowunlsaicn’s records.

98. Concerning the Commission's agends fop its'next meeting, she stated that
after hearing the Yugoslav represeniative?s explanation of his vote, the
Comnission would consider the second Joint dralt resolution (E/CN.L4/485) and
would then dsal with the questlion of meesurcs of lmplementation,

The meeting rose at 6,30 p.m.

19/5 a.m.





