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1. CONSIDER..TION OF THE PROGH.20.E OF WRK FOR THE REMAINDER CF THE SESSION

The CHAIRMAN invitad n‘hiu:;:t.inm from reprascntatives on the prograe
of work for the rcoainder of the session. The orly proposzl that he had te
pake cftor consultation with the Secretariat, and in thc absence of any definite
proposals from reprosentatives, wes that the Cerzission should continue its
work on measures of inpleceviuilzn. concludine it at the end of the mesting
to be held on the morning of Saturduy, 17 ilay. 1n the efterncon of that cay
it should considor its report to the Econcoie and Social Council, the session
being clcscd as soon as tho report had been adopted. He had nu doubt thot
membors would do their utmost to see that the work on measuros of irplenentation
relating to tho draft International Covenant and to cconomic, social and cultural
ripghts wa3 completed by midday on Saturday.

Kr. SaNTa CAUZ (Chile) cbserved that, if the Commiesion deciced to
contimue to sit during the following week, it would not be tho first time that
a session of o United Mations organ had been extended beyond the appointed
date, or that the allotted appropriations had becn excecded.

Before a decision was taken on the guestlon of prolonging the seasion, he
sdshed to ask the Chalrman whother he thought that the Comission could complete
the essentiol part of its work by Saturday, 19 May, spart from the revision .
the first 18 articles of the draft Covenant,

The GL.IRMAN replied that items 3(c) - consideration of provisions for
the receipt and examination of petitions etec. = 3{:1] - study of a fedoral state

articl: - and 3(e) = the territorial apjlication of the Covenant — were on the

szunia of the jresent session. As he had previously indicated, item 3(.) lay
outside the scopc of the Camission's work at the present stage.

Nr. SAKTi CHUZ (Chile) formally proposed that the seventh scssion be
prolonged for ono week, so that the Commission could re—exanine the first
18 articles of the Covenant (item 3(a) of the ogenda). That was not, however,
an chaclut zly cssontisl task. The Commission had in fact already dene the main
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part of the work, so that the Economlc and Sociel Council and the General

! assembly could use the first text of those articles ss their basie woridng
document. Moreover, the chief reascr why the General asacably had considered
that the first 18 artizlos were inadeguate was thect thoy made no mention of
econcmis, social and cultural rights. That deficiency had now been made good,
ap the Commission had dr=ft-t Speiiel provisions rﬂnti.ng_tn tncse ripghts cduring
the present session. I certain delegations found it absolutely impossible to
contimie to take part in the Coemission's work after 19 May, he would sdthdraw
his proposal. :

The CH.IRMAN assuped that the Chilean represontative's proposal

constituted an amendsent to his own.

Mr. UAHEED (Pakistan) said that ha would be unablo to =upport a
proposal that the scssion be prolonged, as hc had other comnitments, and had
ne alternate who could take his plece at meotings of the Copmlasion.

He weuld, however, like to amcnd the Choirman's proposal by moving that
the Commission conclude its substantive work by the evening of Friday, 18 May,
thus leaving the whole of Saturday for the considoration of lus report.

Miss BOWIC (Unitcd Kinpdem) supported the Peldstani amendment, and
would oppose any proposal to prolong the session beyond May 19.

Mr. CASSIN (France) alsc supported tho Pakistani proposal.

AZMI Boy (Enypt) also supported that proposal, and added that he did
not share the Chaimman's opirden =g Lo the amount of work thet could be
accanplished before the end of thu session.

Mr. SaNTa Gl (Chile) withdrew his proposal, and said that he would
not oppose the Fakistani propos=l, He pointed out, however, that the convening
of an citraordinary sossicn would cause moro trouble and oxpense than a sinplo
extension of the current sossion.
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horeover, he earnestly hoped that, when the questions relating to the
draft Intcrndtional Covenant came before the Econcmic and Social Council snd the
General ma: mbly, none of the delegations which were now pressing for the
gsession to close on the scheduled date woulu oppose consideration of the draft
Covenant on 1.a2 pretext that it had not been sufficiently etudied by the
camaission, since that was not the case.

Mr. YU (China) said that hc would have becn in favour of prolonging
the seasion for onec or two weeks if that would have enabled the Commission to
complete ite work. He feared, however, that a short axtension would not be
encuzh, Reprosentatives should carefully consider whether it »ould not be
expedient for the Commission to hold s uxtrez scsslon later in the jear.

He supported the Pakistani proposal.

The CHAIAMAN put to the vote the Pakistani propasal, which had been
suboitted as an agendzent to his own.

'.I’| A ta it

tentive work the evening of 18 was CA 1L votes to nune wi
L abstenticns.

2, DHAFT IFT:HMATIONAL COVEMANT GN HIBLAN RIGHTS AWD WEASUHES OF INPLEMENTATION
(iten 3 of the agenda):

(b) Inclusion in the Covenant of provisions concerning econamic, social and
cultural rights.

Draft articles on the implenentation of the provd aions relating to occncmic,
social and cultural rights :
(E/CN.L/62%, ECN.LJ630, EfCN.L/631/Rev,2) (rosuned from the 2L,6th meeting).

Article C (continued)

The CHnifhaM inmvitod the Commission to resume its consideratica of
article € of the draft articles in the Working Group's report on the implesentation
of econcmic, social and cultural rights (E/CH..4/629, page 2).
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AZMI Bey (Ee=ypt) mbmibi;ud trac the Comeisaion should accept and
support the opinion expressed at the proviees moitine by the Chalrman as
representative of Lebanon cuncorning the Econti- ant Soclal Council's
responsibilities undz:r the Charter in tho field of fman rights.

He had revised his amendment to article C, paragraph 2, in the light of
that opinien, so that it now read (E/CN.4/631/Rov.2):

"Pursuant to its responsibilitics under tho Charter in the fleld of

human rights, the Econcmic and Seclal Council shall make special

arrangements with the specialized agencies in respect of their

reporting to it o= the prozress made inmachieving the implementation

of human rights falling within their coopetence and in particular

those rights set forth in thie Covesnant. These reports shall include
particulars cf decieions and recommendations on such implementation

adopted by thelr competent crgans.®

The CHAIIMAN, speakinz as the reprosentatlive of Lebanon, sald that
he would be prepared to vote for the revised Egyptisn smendment, provided that
by sc doing he would not be projudging his vote in favour of the United Siatos
snendment to paragraph 2.

Mr. YU (China) said that he had already pointed out that reports should
be addrosoed by States parties to the Covenant to the United Kations, and not
to the Secretary-General. He regrettell that in drafting its proposals the
¥Working Group hod not taken that view into consideration. Purthermore, it
would be incorract to request Stat:s to address reports to specialized agenclies,
which were organs affiliated to the United Natiocns. It was usual for Status
undertaking tresty obligstions to ccomunicate only with higher suthoritics.
Els delegation would press that point in the Econanic and Social Council and
General assembly, and would thereforo be unable to vote in fawvour of paragraph 1
of article €. Om the other hand, ho was propared to support the revised

Egyptian version of paragzraph 2.

Ihe Eoyptian prorosnl (E/CN../631/Rev,2) that the words =st the sape tigy
A8 %e the Jecretary-General® ba ipgperted beforg tis words in respect of pattarg®
Anperazrach 1 wnp gdcpted by 8 wotve to 7 with ; chgtentions.
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AT as asended ; 8 votc
United States ~mendme L.
adopted by JO votcs to 4 with § abstentiens,
srogh £, L
t t abat

AZMI Boy (Eyypt) projoscd thit the werd "obscrvance” be substituted
for th: word “iz-lementaticn® in the eirhth linc of the Egyptian amendment
to parasrzph 2.

It was sc agroed,

¢ Eryptian propasal /Ch,L/B ov thet a sentenco readi H

aPticle C, as a2mended, was adophtod wvotes to n h L abst .
3 adopted, it read:

wpursuant te ite respansibilitics under the Charter in the
field of human righls, the Economic and Social Council shall make
special arranzesents with the specialized agencles in respect of
their roportinz to it cn the progress made in achieving the ocbservance
of the provisiona of this part cf the Covenant fallinz within thelr
compctence. Those reports shall include particulars of cecisions
and reccremendoticns on such obaervance adopted by thelr compotent
orpans.”

Mr. SOWENSEM (Denmark) sald that he had abstained fron voting cn
article C boeause, in his view, it wor incomplete without paragraph 1. He had
voted crainst the Egyptian amendment to the firet paragraph on the cround that
it would entsil unneccessary duplication. Since, however, it hod been adopted
by the Ccamissiun, he had been obliged to wotc ag.last paragraph 1 in its
entirety. It »as reprottable that the majority by which the amendment had baeen
carried had not been forthcoming for paragraph 1 itsolf. is a result, the
whole quostion would have to be reconsidercd.
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Miss BOWIE (United Kingdam) said that she had voted against the
Eoyptian smendment to paracraph 2 because she falt that it was umwlse to glve
instructions to people as to kow they should do thulr work. The Egyptian
amendment to parsgraph 1 involved duplicotion, and had ceused the rejection

of the paragraph as & whole.

Article C should be added to article B; that would rive a complete and
sensiblo text.

Kr. CIASULLO (Uruguay) asked the Choirman whother tho Commisaion
eould, under its rules of protedure, reconsider the deeisicn it had just taken
on article C, parassraph 1, as in his cpinion the article as adopted was not
satiefactory.

Mr. CasSSIN (France) stated that he had abstained from voting on
article C as & whole, preciscly becauso in his opinion the rojection of the

very important parazraph 1 left a vory merious gap. Furthermore, paragraph 2
was much too restrictive in respect of the repurts to bo submitted to the

Econcmic and Sccial Council by the specialized agencies.

He therefore supported the Urugvayan proposal.

The CHaIRMAN, spezking as representative of Lebanon, considered that
the texts adopted under articles B end C laid down a comjilete system of
reporting. JTa his viow, parazraph 1 of article C eoculd easily bo dispensed
wdth.

Mr. YU (China) agroed with the Chairman, Moreover, he was not in
favour of the Camission re-considering a decision. articles B and C were
satisfectory, and would provide an indiial system which ~culd be improved on
later,

The CHATRMAN, peinting cut tha'. the Uruguayan representative coulid
reserve his Govermment's position, asked im whether he sdshed to presc his
proposal to a vote, ’ '
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Mr, CIASULLO {Uruguay) sald he was not pressing for the re-opening
of tho discusaicn on paragraph 1 of article C, but simply asking the Comaission
to decide whother a second wote could be token on that paragreph.

Mr. CiSSIN (France) stated that tho arguments put forwvard by the
Crairman as representative of Lebancn and by tho Chincse ropressntative led
h= to agrec that, as matters stood, parasraph 2 of article C could appropriately
be translated to form paragraph L of article B.

Hr. MCi0SOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Hopublics) expressed groat
cuncern at the procedure now contemplated, which was inimical to the orderly
conduct cf business. He had statoed at the proceding meeting that he was not
particularly ccncerned about the tuxt of article C, but he oust express the
gravest anxicty about a flacrant infringoment of the rulos of procodure. The
Cormissicn could not wote twice on the samc text. It was cpen to the Chalrman
to cive a rulinzy, btut it was impossible Zor him to put the Urugusyan proposal
to the vote. The Commission, which had boen untrusted with the task cf
defendin; hunman ri-hts, must not wreak havoc with its own rules of procedure.
Could the Secretariat quote any precedent for the same toxt boing wotud on
tudce? He did not belleve it could, and therefore conaidered that the Uruguayan
proposal was out of order,

The CHAIHMAN askud the Scvict Union represcntative to specify which
male, cr rules, he had in =mind,

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Sovict Soclalist Republies) repliad that, cven
if the rules of procedure of the functicnal cocomi.siens did not provide for
the specific issue he had raised, ho would point cut that sry departure from
the customary procedure or innovalion was covered by rule 77, which stipulated
that amencdments to the rulos of procedure could be made only by the Econcmice
and Social Council. Heo had time and apain urced that tho rules of procedure
pust bo strictly obsorved, ctherwisc the Coonmission's sessions would degenerate
intc s:mothing like tho buildin: of the Tower of Babel.

The CHALUT4AN notcd thet the Soviet Unlon representative had conceded
thet there was ne rile which forbade the reconsidoration of a rejected text, But
whereas Hr. Horoscv interprited thst cmissisn »s an interdict, he (the Chairman)
held thet the Commission was master of its cwn procedure,

-
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Under rule 4L, & member could make a point of order, and could also challenge the
Choirmen's ruling on that point of order. That was a simple device which, as
he had said, made tho Commission master in its own house,

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of snﬂ:nt Socialist Republies) was unoble to agree
with the Chairman's irterpretation of the position, and recalled thet he had
asked whether thers wore any precedents for two votes on one and the same text.

Mr. CIASULLO (Uruguay) said he would withdrow his propesal.

article D

The GHATRILN drow attention to the Indiun smendment (E/CN.L/630) to
articls D.

Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United Stetes of America) said thot her delcgation was
opposed to the Indian amendment to articles D and F, because the addition of the
words pi. osed therein would result in the Council having to transzit to the
Ootmmission on Humsn Rights any reports froa eny source whatever, SJuch a pro-
cedure might h:ve tho cffect of discouraging States from ratifying the Covenant,
because it would ollow nom-signatery States to bring cooplaints against signatory
Statos, and 30 invoke the machinery for tha implementation of economic, social
and cultural rights. Sipnatory States, it should be noted, would noct enjoy the
resiprocal right of setting thet machinery in motion in order to bring complaints
againe’. son-signatory States. A furthicr consequence of the Indisn ar=endment
might be the trensmission to the Toemission by the Council of an inordinate number
of ccemunications froc individuals without preliminery sereening for content.

Hor delegation, which had opposed the adoptian of articles D and £ in the
Werkdng Group, would vote against them sgain in the Commission. There was nothing
to pravent the Zconomio and Socisl Couneil from referring reports to any organ it
might select, and the implsmentetion mochinery would be medt unnecesserily cumber-
so>e by the roference to the Commission on Human Rights.

Miss BOJIZ Jnited Kingdom) said thet her delegation would voto against
article D, cs woll os against orticle E, because it considered that the issue in
questlior. should be loft to the Economic and Soeclal Council and to the specialized
agencies, JThe .fnrrm:nl conpatent to set up any bBody it wished and to transmit
reports to it,



EfCL/3R.247
7gv 12

Mr, HUAHEED (Pakistan) stated, in pricr explanstion of his vots,  that
the system of reporting adopted at the preceding mesting would only prove
fruitful if the appreciation and.analyzis of the data was carried out by some
authority conversant with the significance of the facts it would have to st=dy,
The work of exanining the reports and of making reacanendations upon thea would
be highly technical, and he failed to see how the Commission on Human Rights
eould possibly deal with the mans of material which would undoubtedly be

subnitted to 1%, =

Article C, as just adopted, acinowledged the wide supsrvisory and co-
ordinating functions of the Economic and Sosial Council, which would eall upon
the specialiged agencies to sulmit comments and rescemendations in the manner
which it thought fit and proper for the implemsntation of the particular
rights concarned, The Coomdssion would be attempting an imposszible task in
seeking to study and cosment on those reports, The specialised agencies
possessed both the appropriste machinery and the experts neoded to carry ocut that
task on behalf of the Economie and Scefal Council.

His delegation would therefors be unable to vots for article D,

Mr. CASSIN (France) questiomed the validity of the arpuments advanced
against the text drafted by the Vorking Oroup, If thoss armuments had foros,
that would anount to saying that the Commission did not consider itaelf eapable
of studying eertain questions, such as those relating to housing, food and
standard of living, Yet it had examined all those cquestions at length for
severazl weeks. lMoreover, the smme argunent might be used to cast doubt on-the
Commission’s competence in respect of other rights, for instance, clvic rights,

It should be romsmbered that the drafting of covenants or coaventions was
not the Caomission's only task, Ithldhumuph:rthiﬂnitdlltim_
Crarter, and charged with the promotion of human rights. In those circumnbances,
it was hardly open to the Comission to tender its own resignation,

He could have undsrstood the objections reised had it boen laid dowm that
caly States Parties to the Covenant would have the right to supervise the manmmy
of its cbesrvance, but since it had been agread that organs of the United Natlons-
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membership of which was open to all States, whether signatories of the
Covenant or not = should exasinc the reports, the argument was invalid,

It had also been said that the reports would be very numercus, That was
not true either, In practice, States Hembers of apecialited agencies would
report to those agencles, which in turn would report to the Commisslon. Thus,
the latter would recelve only thrax or four reports, together with those sent
to it firect by States which were £l pémbers of any or all of thoss |
specialized ogencies. It could not therefore be said that the Cocmdesion would
be faced with an overvhelming task. Moreover, the Commission could request
the Council to attach experts to it, ond the Council was hardly likely to
refuse to da so. :

In his opinion, after having proclaimed the responsibility of the United
Hations in the realm of human rights, the Commission eould not refuse to state
which organ it conaidered should be made responsible for examining the reports,

The CHAIRMAK, spealkdng as representative of Lebanon, supported the
French representative, The point was a crucial cne, end the arpuments «dvanced
Fro and contra would undoubtedly be re-iterated during the years to coms until
the issue had finally been solved,

If article D were drapped from the articles dealing with measures of
implementation, he would be obliged to submit his own text (E/CN.L/570/Rev.2)
for consideration by the Economic and Social Council and the Gonersl Asscmbly,

In his vlew, the Indian anendment went beyond the scope of an article
dealing with the system of reporting. The Council could itself judge what
documents it wished, and necded, to transmit to the Commdsuion, Heo would
regretfully have to wote ageinst tho Indian amendment, but would wote in favour
ol article D, which was a very important provisien,

Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) supported the text proposed by the Workdng
Group for article D, and endorsed the views sxpreased by the French roprosenta=
tive and the Chairman as ropresentative of Lebanon,
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-°; — He consldered the article not only necessary and useful, but also most

-

hi:pm‘hmu in the prevailing circumstances. It so happened that the Economlc
and Social Councd) was at prosent engaged in examining its own organization and
structure, as woll as the organization and terms of reference of its functicnpal
coemisalons. A moath age, at a mecting of the cormittue cxpressly sot up for
that purpose, it had been decided to kcep the Gor=ission on Human Rights in
belng, on the ground that it had been set up by the Charter. The genoral
view had been that the Coom. “sion could carry out two specific and very special
functlons: 1o study ond formulate texts of intermational scope designed to
prooote respect for hunan rights and fundancntal freedoms; and to vnsure the
ebscrzance, on the internstional plane, of national legislation relatirg to
human rights, Accordingly, the cormittee had docided to leave the structure of
the Cormiasion on Human Rights unchanged until it had completed the final text
of the draft International Covenant on Human Rights, when that stage was
reach.¢, thu coc=ittioe would examine the Corrtasion'’s organization to ensure
vhat its cooposition was the cost suitable one for the proper accooplishaent

of the secornd function entrusted to it.

By approving articlo D in ite prescnt form, the Ccamission would provide
the Council with an indication of the form its future sctivity nmight take. It
was for that reason that he pressed for the adopti-n of the article,

The wording of the Indian amendment struck hin as being far too vague,
and he felt that it called for some clarification by its sponsor,

Mrs, }EHTA (India) said that in submitting hor azendment (E/CN,L/630)
she had had in n'nd any non-governmental organization that might wish to submit
a report on the implonentation of economic, social and culturel rights. She
would, howover, withdraw it, in the light of the critici=m it had provoked,

Article D was adopted by 10 votes to 6 with 2 abstentions,
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Article E

Hrs., ROOSEVELT (United States of America) considered that article E
was redundant, in view of paragraph {2) of rule 77 of the rules of procedure
of the Economic and Soclal Councll, ,

Mr. 10 (China) considored that article F == somewhat cowplicated,
since it provided that the specialized agencles should submit comments on the
reports to the Council, and that the latter should then transzit them to the
Coedssion, He would wote against it,

Mr, PICKXFORD (International Labour Organisation), speaking at the
invitation of tho CHAIRMAN, sald that as the United States representative had
implied, the International Labour Organisation and othor specialised agencios
already had the right to participate in cortain circumstances in the Council's
deliberations, The right oxdsted and required no mention,

Artiels E was adopted 10 voten to th 1 abastenticn.

Article F

Mrs. MEHTA (India) withdrew her zmendment to article P (E/QN.L/630).

Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom) ssid that hor dolegation would wote
against article F, which it regardoed as redundent. The Economic and Social
Council would automatically take the action suggested, and there was no need 1o
tell it what it should do with the reports in question,

Mr, SORENSEN (Denmork) thought it might be helpful if he reviewed
the discussion that had teken place in the Worldng Group on article F. It had
boen pointed out that the article entalled the catablishment of new machinery
for reporting, and that States would be required to give more information to the
United Nations than they had had to give in the past. Both article F and
article 1 contained provisions concerning action to be taken on the reports
received by the United Nations, but if no such provisions were ingluded in the
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Covenint, the Economlc and Social Council would be in a position to deal with
those reports as it pleased, subject, of course, to the rules governing ita
business, It had then been argued that articlos F and I would limit the
Council's action to some extent, since under article F it would only be able to
submit swmaries of reports to the General Assembly, and, moreover, under
article I those States which had supplied informaticn would be able to request
that only certain parts of it should be made public, The underlylr; “lea had
been that those two articles would ro-sssure States providing information that
the use B~'~ thereof would not exceod what thay themselves dezired. Some
merbers of the Working Group had voted against the articles on the ground that it
was undesirables to limit the Council's acticn in that way, whersas others had
voted in favour because thoy had felt that such limdtation might make certain
States less roluctant %o orowide tho nssessary information, He himself had
voted In favour of the articles and would do so again,

Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) believed that the argument advanced by the
United Kingdon representativo was based on & mistaken concerptdon of the
Camnission's work, If the Cormission's task was to frame final texts having
the force of law, her argument would hold good, but that was not the case, since
the articles it was drafting world be reviewsd first by the Economic and Soclal
Council and then by the General sssembly. That being so, should article F be
adopted, it would not be the Com:isaion that was giving instructions to the
Econcmic and Social Council, but the General Assombly itsclf, which was fully
entitled to do so. He could not therefore sve how the proposal could be
regardod as in any way detracting fron the Council's powers. accordingly
he pressed for its adoption.

friicls ¥ wvas adopted by 1 wotes to 2 with 2 abstentions
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Article G

The CHAIRMAN folt it was cbvious that in the English text the worda
sdeciding on" should be added after the word "in" ot the end of the third lne.

M=, DUPONT-WILLEMTH (GCuatcmals) sadd that, if the Technical Assistance
Board was an administrative organ of the United Nations, he wondered whe*her
it vas Wise t.uprw:l.dlﬁrﬂ.ndhptnh referrod to a btody which might
undergo structural change at soms later date,

~ Mr, WAMEED (Pakistan), in prior explancticn cf his wo'e, submitted
that, since, under plra;:rlph 2 of article B, it hod been agrwr.‘l that reports
might indicate factors and difficulties affecting the degrue of fulfilment
of obligations, any further particularisation of functions in that respect would
lead to gratuitous encroachment upon tho functions of bodies such as the
Technical Assistence Board, His delegation wished to awvoid duplication of
effort, which might give rise to unfortunate complications, and would therefcre
be unable to vote for article G, :

Mr. SaNTa CRUZ (Chilo), in reply to the Guatemalan reproseniative,
pointed cut that the Technieal Assistanco Board had been set up by the Economie
and Sccial Council to carry out the technical assistonce progracres, adopted by
the General Assembly, for the eronomle development of under-developed countries.

hrticle G contained a very valuable new idea which should be retained,
The article should, however, specify what the Commission expected the Technical
hssistance Board to do. There could be no question of asking that body to
provide assistance cutaide its torms cf rcfurzace,

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Chilsan reprosentativels point might
be met by inserting the words ", each within its competence,” after the word
"deciding® in the phrase "indeciding on the advisability of international
BeLRIres”,



-

|
W (China) foared that the phrase "any cther competent intermationmal

anﬂimmﬂn.mﬁﬂn,ﬂthm-uhm
mmﬂﬁimuthmﬂﬂm with which technical sssistance
was particularly concerned, it might be better to sy "any sizilar cospsteut
isternational organ”,

Mr, ST+ CRUZ (Chils) understood the formula proposed by the
Chairman to apply, sdthout reserve lom or limitation, to all competent
{nternational organs and, in part! ;ular, to tho Tochmical issistance Board,

Mre, ROOSEVELT (United States of smerica) eonsidered that the
Covenant was not a sultabls placo for pr+serihing techmical assistance procedurs,
aed that the questice should be left to the Economie and Socisl Council. The
teshmical assistance machinery, aiming os it &id at assistance for sconcmdc
developnent, had been 124d down after mseh sareful thought, and both the
Technical sssistanco Board ard the Technical assistance Commit e of the
Becmomde snd Social Council were in existemees and operating satisfactorily.
She folt thersfore thet the Council should be trusted to do w..t was right for
the safeguarding of buman rights through such machinery, and that it was
aseordingly nelthor nesessary nor wise to provide for provetures with regand wo
fechnical assistance, even in the form of a rexinder, as scwe might argue
article O to be,

Mr. CiSTIN (France) seid that he sccepted the taxt proposed by the
Voridag Group a8 smended by the Chalrman,

Artisls G, it would be recallsd, was actwally based on a Lebanese proposal,
The Morking Group had seen fit to broaden the proposal to include all competent
imternational organs, sinoe it had felt that the Economie and Socizl Comncil's
sttantion should be drawm to the existence of competent United Natioms organs
which might aseist States in impimmenting sconcmie, social aad cultural rights,

The CUAIRMN obeservsd that ever since the early days at San Famncleco
tha United Nations had been confronted with the problm of technical assistence
to under-developed countries, Progress had béem slow, ut it was imporians
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‘h noto that “he United Natlions! ltth‘:l.till that field 1ere awakening Mezber
States “o th:e possibilities open to sconamically atianced countrics of taking
part in such activities, a United Maticos repors, drawn up br a pane? of five
+2oma] experts, had cnly recently beean issued on the probieam of technical
aspistance to rndor-developed countries, In his view, it was are of Lhe most
important documents ever issued by the Unitod Mations, and would play a most
isportant part in the development of technical assistince. I% sbculd.alss be
poted that in many of tho econcmically advanced countries spuclal groups ha
been closoly studying the problem and its impurtant bearing = “he neaco of
the world, In those circamstonces it would, ha felt, be suruge il tla
Comission's work m econmmic, social and cultural rights failed ic ake technical
acsistance into account. Mention of thut l::hjm in articta U was naruly an
sttewnt to polnt to what was taking place in the fieid of “achrical sesistunce,
and to suggest thut the Council shou’d relate th:t probien %o ‘he gqiecilon of
the implenmtation of human rights. That seumed to hix= thy Zonst that could be
done.

M=, ST~ CRUZ (Chile) supported the Aowr o su27cd %y *he Chairman
and the French repmesentative. Nor.over, ke theught tiat the offecr of article
g might be covsacershle, Ind.ed, if 4lo Cesmission noted &1, Sts :wport thit the
pozition in some countries was such thit they could not casusa tha mplmxtation
. of sconomic, soclal and cultwal rights without cut.ide assiziancy, ard if those
cbeorvations wera brought to the nctice of tho ecmpetent organe, the Jatter would
mdoattedly take account of them in reaching thulr drzisios,

YU (China) suggested tiiat, in order to narrow the field so am to
bring the ".ext nto lims with the spocial competence of the Econcrde and Soclal
Council, it =ight be adviesble to add tho words "in the ecmomic or sczial filelds®

after the phrase "any other competont intermatiomal organ®™.

The CHLIMMAY felt that the word “coopetent® already covercd the
Chiness roprosentative's paint,

M=, CaSSTH (Prance) agrosd with tho Chalrman that "compotent” was
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certainly the word required, The formula proposed by the Chinese representative
might give rise to diffisulties of interpretatien.

Mr, WHITLAM (Australis) thought that the word "competent™ in the
phrase "any cther competent intermatiomal organ® might be deleted 1f, as had
been proposed by tha Chairman, the words "sach within its compstence®™ wers
inserted after the word "deciding®.

Mr. HORDSOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics) ¢ald that his
delegation could not accept article G, which represented an attempt to exsrcise
control, with the framework of the Covenant, over matters which lay outside the
scope of the Covenant and the competence of the Comission. His delsgationts
attitude to tha article wder consideration would be self-sxplanatory in the
light of the positicn it had taken with regard to all the articles rolating to
the implementation of econcmic, social and cultural rights. Horeover, thers was
no need to embody in the Covenant messures relating to teehnical problems for
which such bodios as tho Technical Assistance Board were responsible. In any
event, such an article would add nothing to the regulations governing technical
assistance. nnother reasm for opposing articls G was that it was not within
the Comission's terms of refersncs to make any such suggestion. Finmally, he
would once mors repeat that all the draft articles submitted in tho report of
the Working Group (E/ON.L/629) violated certain articles of the Charter, since
the question of the implementation of ecomomic, social and cultural rights was
an aspect of the damsstic affairs of States.

Mr, ZUSTATHIADES (Grescs) wondersd whether, by mentioning the Technical
Assistance Board first, too much emphasis was not being placed on the under-
Caveloped coumtries, It might well tumn out in practice that other countries too
required assistance in implementing sconcmic, social and cultural rights. He
therefore proposed the following wording:

"The Econcmie and Social Cownell may sutmit to any competent inter-
national organ, such as the Technical asaistance Board ...."
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| Mr, SiNTa CRUZ (Chile) supported the Greek proposal. In the majority
of cases, the difficulties met with by State: would be of a fingncial mature.
In those circumstances, the assistance of the Intemnaticnal Bank for
Reconstruction and Development or similar internatimal bodies night prove &s
affactive as that of the Tochiical assistance Board, 1f not more 80.

The CHAIRMAN, speaking 3s representative of Lebanon, sald that he
would agres to the amendment proposed by the Groek reprosentative, if that
would help some members of the Coemission to accept the articls; otherwise,
it would be better tc leave article G as it stood.

Mr. YU (Chins) supported the australian proposl thit the word
Weompetent™ be deleted from the phrase "any other competent intermmationsl organ.®

Mr. CaSSIN (France) thought it profurable to leave article G as it
stood, since the Greek amondment was hardly calculated to alluy the fears of
cartain delegations.

For himself, he would suggest that the word "ccmpetent” in the second line
be replaced by the word ™appropricte"; that would eliminata the ropstition to
which the Australian representative had drawn attention, and provide a possiblo
{nducement to the Chinese ropresentative to withdraw his amendoent,

The CHAIRM-N, speakirz as representative of Lebanon, supported the
French proposal.

Mr. EUSTATHIADES (Greece) withdrew his proposal,
Mr. YU (China) withdires is propossl that the wurds "in tho econcale
or social field" be added.

Jt was agreed by 7 votes to nons with 11 sbstentions that the word
Pappropriate® should be substituted for tho word fcomputent® in the phrase Tany
gther competent internitiona) organt.
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It was agresd by 11 vot.s td ncna with 7 abstentions, that the words
mdgciding, «.ch within its cosmp tence, un” should ba inserted after the word
#in" it the end of v third linu.

article G, as thus amended, was adopted by 10 votes to 3 with § austentions.

articlo H

The CH.TRLN recalled that z:4izle H had Boen unanimously adopted by the
oridng Group,

article ;" waa adopted by 13 votas to 2 with 3 abstertions,

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Soviet Sociaiist Republics) explained that he had
yoted against the inclusion of article H in the draft Cuvenant because his
delegation felt that all the articles on implementation were wnsatisfactory,
for reascas which he had alresdy develuped at length. Moreover, articls H
addod nothing to the significance of the Covenans, Had it been mowed in the
form of a draft resolution, his delegatiun might have becn able to wote for it.

article 1

Mr. FICXFORD (Intematicmal Lsbour Organisaticn), speaking at the
4nvitati @ of the CHAIRK.N, enquired why the phruse "reports presented to the
Council by specialized agencies” had been inserted, Tow intention would appear
t0 be that the speclalized agencies should prepare reports and sulmdt them to the
mu,ﬂnhmmmmmmmmnm,mmtmw
should again be returmed to the Council. The normal procodure was for the
specialized agencies to send published reports to the Econcxic and Social Council,
In the circumstances it might be desirable for the time being to dalete the
phrazo he had mentioned,

The CHAIRM.N pcdntea out that articls I was a protective provision,
in that it would snable States to sxpress their »dsh that certain informstion

ba treated as eonfidential, The implementation of the Covenant would .be a
novel expr immt in the field of internmational co-vperation, anc some States

dﬁtnﬁﬂtnnﬂhnﬁﬂﬂ:ﬂ“ﬂmﬂutﬁtnmﬂn:qﬁ-tuh
published, 2
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M-, PICXPORD (Internatfonal Libour Organisition) thanked the™Chairman
for his explanation, It was, howevsr, sdth thut very thought in mind that he had
made his suggestion, for it might be advisable for the governing bodles of the
specialized agencles to go into the matter sdth Mesber Stutes before such a

prevision was finally adopted.

Mr. SNTn CRUZ (Chile) pointed out that the action provided for 1n
article T concerned the Secretary-General, not the specialized agencles.

Replying to Mr, #ICKFGED (Internaticmal Labour Organisation}, the

CHIRMLN econfirmed that article I laid no cbligation whatsocever upon the
spocializod agencies with regard to the publication of their reporte.

icle J was ado en with L abstent .
articls J.

The CHATHM-N sald that article J had been wnanimcusly adopted by the
Working Group «n the understanding that its decision did not prejudge the
positicn of the artiecle in the Covenant,

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Sovist Soclalist Republics) felt that articls J.
was not ot all e¢lsar, However, tha Soviet-Unicn delegatiom tock into acowunt
the fact that the article had no connexicn with the quastion of implementaticn,
mwmdnppurtltnmnpaﬂ,mdm: "Hothing in this o
Covenant shall be interpreted as impairing the provisions of the Charter of the
United Maticns". He could not grasp the purpose of the rmmainder of the
article. Neither its scope nor its meaning was st all clear, Iven if the
:ml:dmmmtmttn:mﬂhrthﬂmﬂituﬂm:ﬂth:pdﬂhﬂmdn,}
4t would still have to pay regard to the fact that the latter's respective
responsibilities might be modified in the future, apart from that considersticm,
he fslt that there was no need to mention thoss Constitutions or to dwell o the
inter-relaticaship betwoen the speclalized agencics and the United Natioms, which
had nothing to do with the Covenant. at any rate, be would ask that separets
wotes be taken on the first part of the article and on the remainder, follewed by
a vote on the article as a whole,
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The CH.IRMaN thoughti that thers was a certain lack of balance in
article J, for thers szemed to be no reason fur amplifying the refurence to the
Constitutions of the spocialized afencics without doing the same in respoct of
th: Chartor of the United Natims. To restore the balance, he proposed that
the ertiele sheuld end at tha word ™agoncies" in tho third line.

Mr. SORENSEN (Denmirk) thought that the qualifylng phrase beginning
ryhich define" and en!inz "this Covenint” was lntunded to apply both to the
Charter of the Unit:d Nati:ne and te the constitutions of the speclalized

agencies.

Mr. CaSSIN (Prance) said that in the French text, the relative pronoun
"qui® certainly referred to the word "dispositicns® ("provisiuna®), the
pruvisiwns in questimn being both those of the Charter of the United Wations
and those of the Constitutions of the specialized agencies.

Mr. HOWARD (United Kingdom) agreed with the Chairman that the purposs
of the article would be achieved without the retention of the qualifying clause.
There appeared to be same dissvvantage in the limitation introduced by the words
"in regard to the matters dealt ‘with in this Covenant", and he sugge stod that
that phrase shwuld alsc be voted upon separataly.

t was unanimously agreed that tha words "No this t shall
be int ad an the provisions of the Charter the United Natlcons®
should be ratai nad,

t was agread wotas to 2 with 2 abstentions that words ™ of

Constituti-ns of the specialized agencies™ should be retained,

" Mr. CA5SIN (France) asked that, to eliminate all ambiguity, & comma bs

inperted inthe Prench text after the word "spécialisdas”.
Jt was agreed by 11 wotes to 2 with J abstentions that the phrase "which
define tho respective respcnsibilities of the various or Na

and of the gpecialized a:anciea® shuuld be retained.
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It was _greed by 11 votes to.l with 6 abstentiins that the phrase “in
regird to the matters denlt with in this Covenant? should ba rotained.

urticle J, subject to tha insertiun of » comma between the word “agencisa®
and the word *which” in tho third line (after tho word "snfcialisfes” in the

French text) was adopted by 1 votes to 2 with 2 abstentions.

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) saic that ho had abstained from voting
on all the draft articles cn ioplementation set out in the roport of the Worlkdng
Group (E/CH.L/629) for the reasons he had given at the preceding meeting. He
would mercly add that he reserved his delegativn's right tc raise the whole
question again, and to make further proposals if necersary, at later stages in
the discussisn on the item in questiun.

The CH.IRM-N said that the Commisaion should begin dts next meeting
with the conaideration of the revised Indian draft resclution on the inclualon
of sconcmic, social and cultural rights in the :raft Coveoant (E/QN.4/619/Rev.l),
then proceed to complsto its work on the inplementation clauses relating to the
£irst 18 articles of the draft Covenant, and continue sdth consideration of the
question of the protoccl on petitions. The idea would be %o complete as much
of that work as posaible in the time remalning at i:ts dispocsal the followlng day,

Mr, CaSSIN (France) asked the Chailrman when he thought the gquestion
whether the articles just adopted related to certain rights only, or to ths
whols body of rights set forth in the draft Covenant, might be discussed.

In roply to a questin by the CH.IRMAN, Mr, SORENSEN (Denmark) said
that he wald endsavour to have ready for the next meesting of the Commiaslon &
statement on the implications arising out of his suggestions for the bracketing
of articles and out of the Indian proposal un the same subject,

Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that his
delsgation had voted against all the articles on the implementation of sconomic
social and eultural rights, for reascas which he had frequently stated. He'
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considered that the articles just adopted by the Coomission bore no relation
whitever to the genuine implementation of economic, social and eultural rights.
Each State Party to the Covenant must, within its territorial Jurisdiction,
tako measures to implement the rights laid down in the Covenant; and such
measures were solely matters of domestic concern for each St.a;u.

With regard to the Commission's work for the following day, he hoped that
there was no question of construing the Chairman's decision to mean that there
would be no time-1imit to the discussion on the thres toplce he had mantisned,
and that the task would be completed at not too late an hour.

The CHTRM:N said he would have no objecticn Af the Comzission wished to
fix a tize-limit, but he thought it would be enough to say that the Comisalo
should endeavour to finish as much of that work as possible, wdthout being
unreaponable with regard to the number and length of interventions or the times

of closing meectings, It would always be open to any member to move tha
ad journzent.

The meiting rose a4t 6,10 p.=.



