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1. CONSIDER TION OF THE DRAFT “(SPOAT OF THE SEVENTH SZSSION OF THE COMLISSION
oM BUMW'K AIZHTS TO THE ECONOMIC ND SCCIAL COUNCIL {item 16 of the agenda)
(/CH.0/635 amd 33d.1, Aid.1/Corr.1 and Add,2-5) (contimued)

Chapter III: Draft Internstiumal Covenant on Human Rights and Heasures of
Inplenentation (contimued)

The CH.I'N invited representatives to continue the examination of
the draft Acport and recelled that the Soviet Union representative had subtaitted
a text for inscrtion at the end of paragraph & of chapter III f£/CN.4/635/Ad4d.1,
page L). That text read as followe:

*The folluwing quesilons were thorouchly studiedr the obligations of
States to implement cffzctively tho wonomic, social and cultural
rizhts enunciated in the Covenant; epecific ways and neans of imple-
‘menting the rizhta to work, to soclal security, to edueution, and cther
rights prec?simed in the Declaratiosn and the Covenant; the principle

that the implementatics of the provisions of the Covenant in respect of

their cwn eitizens was an cbligition laid on the governments of signatory
Stntes. In tha last ccnnexicn there was 1 discussion as to whether each

of the articles relating to eccnomie, soeial and cultural rights had to
montizn the definite measures Lo bo ad-pted for the ioplementation of
these rights.®

He (the Chairman) wished to cake the following provisionol comment on that
text, nesely, that it was not strietly in accurdance with tho facts to state that
the Cormissicn had actuslly stulled the cbligatinns of States to implement tha
econz=ic, sucial and cultural rights enunclated in the Covenant, or specific ways
and =2ana . 1=rlesenting certaln =f those rights. It wculd be more in keeping
with the trend =nd character of the 4iscussion to say: "the question of the
ebliz=t! p3 .f States ..... and the protlem of specific ways and oeans ....".

wr, . 75507 (Unizn 3f Scviet Sceialist Republices) sald that in his
vica %6, On t=-a's soint was zet by tho intrcductory phrase:r "The following
quusti.ns wor. thorwuchly stwiied?.  Ho had indicated at the preceding meeting
that the -trueturs of paragrigh & 23 3 whicle was not very satisfactory, but in
sut=itrie. his text he had endeavoured to conform to it.
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The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the fact thet the substance of
parazraph L was covered by the introductory formula: "The following main points
were ralsed and discussed: ®. Ho suggested, theref:re, thot the Soviet Union
representative’s text be appunded at the end of the paragraph, the introductory
firauda being omitted, wnd the Soviet Union text beginning with the words
®the question of the oblications of States .....".

Mr. KOMCSOV (Union of Soviet Soeialist Republics) sccepted the
Chalrman's sugresticn.

The CHAIRESN further sugsested that the word "concretc® be used
instead of the word "specific™ to doscribe the “ways and means of implementing
the rights to work etec.™.

Miss BOWIE (United Kinpdom), supporting the Chairman's suggestionm,
said she considered that tho discussion would be more accurately rendered if
the reforcnce te the ways and means of implomonting the variocus rights were
introduced by the words “the poseibility of including ....".

She was aleo concerned about the next clause which referred to the
principle that the inplementation of the Covenant in respect of their owm

- citizens was an obligntion laid on the governments of signstory States. As

drafted, It susrested that tho Comalssion had discussed iho wasibility that
there was no such blication,

The CHAIAN'F meintained that the whole text was acceptable, since it
was governed by its opening words.  The peints referred to therein had bem
discussed by the Comisslion.

Miss BOJIE (United Kinsdum) sald that the issue had not been discussed
by the Commission in the forn in which it wzs referred to in tho Soviet Undon
text. The Commission had indeed discussed possibilities of ioplementatiocn, but
the Soviet Union text suggosted thit States acceding to the Covenant would
be wnder no cbligation to implement it.
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The CHATIKAN pointed cut that the text clsarly statsd the fundamental
Soviet Unln thesis, namely, that no international machinery was needed for
implementation. That theals had been under discussion by the Comaission for
the past fi.c ycars.

Miss BOMIE (United Kinpdom) suggested that the clause in question =i ht
be anendad to road:
wthe principle that the implementatior of the proviclons of the

Covenant in respect cf their own citizens wzs an obligation lald
on tho Governmants of the sipnatcry Statea,®

Kr. HOROSOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics) thought that it was
surely for his to formulate his own position and define the proposals he had
made, Hu, fus ils pari, wouid refrain from attespting to formlate the view
of the United Kingdom Government.

He was unable to accept the United Kingdom amendment. Reference to the
summary records would show that he had defined his attitude on many different
occarions. His theais was clearly expressed in the text as he had draftad it,
'and he could not be party to any distortion of it. If the United Kingdom
amerciment was accepted, he *:ould be obliged to wote against the admclom of the
report as s whole,

Miss BOVIE (United Kingicm) said that she was perfectly sware of the
Sovist Union poaition, and had never had any intention of questioning it. Ner
point was that in Eiglish the text did not adequately reflect that poaiticm,
but sugpested that the Commiseion had discussed the posaibility that States
signatories would not be under any cbligatien to Laplement the Covenant. She
considered that her wording rendered the Soviet Undon position exactly, and
requested that her interpretatica be included in the summary record.

The CHAIRMAN asked if there were any cbjectlons to the followlng !
varsimni %-nimlﬂnﬁtmwl-mlumdmmtmdthml
in respeet of their own citizens was an cbligation laid on the Governmests of

siznatory States. . ..
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| Mr, YHITL3E (iuctrallin), happerteur, suigested tha Zelotinn of the
full stop after the words "simatcry States®, the lsst cliuse of the text then
being linked with the preceding: clauses by 1 csems, followed ty the word "amd™.
The text wculd “herafzrs resdi- "sifntory States, and in the last connexion
there was 1 discussim....."

Hr. KOAOSCY (Unizn of S-vi-t Scclalist fejutlics) accepted the
Rappartour'!s suroesilon.

En Scwict Uni-n *~~% ax arinded, wis adepted.

of Chanter IIT = the dpaft rerort

yas ad-.Eri a8 a=gpdad,

Chapter It Organizatizn of the Sessiun (resumed from tho pravious mesting).

The CHAIUZM invitc! representatives to revert to paragraph 7 of
Chapter I =f the 4Araft Rz:.rt {5/CI.L/E35, 3wt 5), o-nalderation of which had
boen deferred -t the pr-codine oreting.

Kr. HOS0SOV (Unisn ~f Soviet Socialist Republics) moved the deletion
from para-raph 7 ~f the words:  "and represcntatives from Italy® on the grounds
that no discuss! n hed been held durin: the session nbout the presence of any
obaervers except those resracentins States Keabers <f the United Nations.

Representntives [ govern=.nts Membors of the United Nations and of the Comdssion
had at .he bepinsine f tha sesslon presented their creodentials in accordance
with the usual rrocedure; the presence :f represcntatives of goverrmants
Neabers cf the United Butions but not msbers = the C.muission had been duly
notified snd annuunced. They were ecrrsetly naced in paragraph 7 as Belgium,
Israel, Kexico and the Net! erlands. It was row tic late to ccnalder in prinedple
the questicn whether roprotontatives ¢f the I-olisn Goverrment could or could not
gttend meetinrs of the Comission.
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aoference had boen oade te¢ a letter addressed to the Secrutariat by the
Itrlisn Consul-Oenernl in Geneva. The Secretariat hal, howover, not communicated
that letter tn the Comxzission, and no discussion had bsen held upon it.

His proposal was in no way aimed against the Italian Government, and in
similar circurstances he would take precisely the same position with repard to
any cther pevernnment.,

If there were any otjections to his proposal, he would reserve the right
to oake & detailed and substantive statement on the question, which he had raised

as a metter of fom.

Mr. CISULLO (Uruguay) opposed the Soviet Unlon preposal.  On tho cne
hand, the Sccretariat had been informed by a letter from the Italian Consul-General
in Genuva that representatives of the Italian Government would attend the Camission?
discusalcns in the capacity of observers; cn the other, the Cocmission had piven
its Chairman gencral authority to permit Governments, wvhether Hembers or not of
the United Mations, to send cbservers to the soventh seasion of the Comndssion on
Hunan Rijhts. In the last resort, it was a queatlon of simple courtesy. The
Italian repres mtativeshad attended mectinge of the Comission; that fact should
bo menticned in the Report, if it was desired that the latter should reflect exactly
what had happencd at the sesaion.

Tho CHAIRMAN explained that the facts were as follows: The Cormission

had never riven the Chairman authority to uee his discrotion in allowing cbacrvers |
to bo present. The attendance of observers at mestincs was governed by re;ulations
which the Secretariat =pplied. When the Commission had decided to it as a 1
Workin; Group several States Members. of the United Nations had addressed coczumnl-= I
cations to him. He had submitted them to the Commiseion, which had purmdtted him
to allow these States Mombers to send cbservers to attend the closed meeiings. |

He wished to make it absclutely elear that the Chaimman could nover exercise |
such a genoral authority as the Uruguayan representative had implied.
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Hr. VALENZUELA (Chlle} also opposed the Soviet Union _pmpurnl. for the
same rcasons as the Uruguayan representative. In the ovent, the Secrstariat
had done no mors than put into practice ths general principles of the United
Mations concerning the recognition of the eredentials of government representatives,

Hr, YU (China) said that the Commismion was now cngaged in exanining its
draft report, which was no more and no leas than a rocord of facts. It was
impossible to discuss 1t the present stage the correctness of any decisions
previously taken, -

He wag opposed to the deletion of the reference to the Italian observers,
and agreed with the interpretation of the Uruguayan rupresentative. The
Chairman had stated at the 242nd meeting that he would, with the Commission's
pernission, exercise his discretion. The quastion of menbarship of the United
Bations had not thun beon raiscd.

The CHAIRMAL said that when the Cormission had considured mesting in
privats as a working group, he had explicitly stated that the invitation to
attend these meatings would by addressed only to those Status Hesbers of th
Unitad N:tions who wished to s¢nd observers, It wzs not true, as the Chinese
and Urugusyan representatives had suggested, that the Cozmissicn had given him
A blinket authority. The question of the attendanc. of obsorvers had only
nrisen in cznnexion with the cloaed meotings of the Working Group., In point
¢f fict, no Italian represcntative had aver attended any of those meatings.

Hz (the Chairzn) had been teld inforrally that the Italian Government would
rvquest him to ask th. Corzission whether an Italian roprescntative might be
allewst to att.n? the muetings of the Working Group, But in fact no such
rofest had baen fartheecing. The polnt had consequently not been ralised in
the Coczlssion.

A3 tz the Janizzion's ;ublic meetings, the usual United Nations procedure
applicd %o cbsurvers and ho (the Chalrman) was not concerned with it at all,
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Mr. MOROSOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Republics) thought that the
best way out el the ﬂlﬂimlt.rt_muldhrnrh.ilrnrllllrh put soms definite
questions to the representative of the Secretary-Cenersl.

1

Could the status of representatives or observers to any organ of the United
Nations be granied without discussion anddecision by the organ concernsd ? Had
the representative of the Secretary-L.c.rul ralsed in the Comission on Human
Rights the question of the Italian Covirnment's wish to send & representative
o1 an cbssrver to attend ths Commission's mestings 7 Had the correspondence
exchanged between the Secretarist and the Itallan authorities been officially
published 7 Lastly, what was the date of the letter from the Itallan Consul=
General to which reference had been made at the preceding meeting ?

Mr. HUMPHREY, representing the Secretary-General, replied that the
Secrstary—.enwral had never invited any State, whether a Hember of the United
Nations or mot, to attend a session of the Commission. It was, however, the
usual practice for States, whether Members of the United Nations or not, to
send observers to attend the proceedings of various United Hations Bodies.

The sprropriate authoritics generally informed the Jecretariat that they pre-
posed to send obaervers; they did so in or’ - that certain facllities might

be granted to their observers, t2 wit, admi.slon to the room where the mesting
was belng held and the supply of th. necessa:y domumentation. No other
facilities were granted to observers, and ... would recall that members of the
public were free to attend any public meeting, That wap the answer to the
Soviet Union representative's first question,

As to the second question, the Secretarlat had not brought the matter to
the attention of tho Commission becauss it had considered it to be of a purely
adainistrative character,

No corraspondence had been published, The letter to which reference had
beun mado at the preceding mecting was datud 20 April 1951, and had omanated
from the Italian Consul-General in Geneva. It ms stated theredn that Mr.Cells
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and Mr, Ferrara would attend meetirigs of the Commission as coservers

(assisteront en qualité d'obssrvateurs®),

Viewing the whole question within the framework of the Report, he thought
the matter primarily concerned the Rapportour and the Comissfon. The Secretariat
had certainly helped the Rapporteur to draft the Report, tut he assumed that
responsibility for it lay with the Rapporteur hi.n."lt". In order to assist the
Rapporteur he would recall that a precedent for the attendance of obeervers of
States non-members of the United Nations did in fact exist. Paragraph 7 of the
Commission's Report to the Econcmie and Social Council on its second sassion
held in Decembor 1947 read as follows:

#7, (Obassrvers reprosenting the Governments of Greece, Foland, Fumania

and Turkey, and the Holy See, attended divers mootings of the
Seasion.” (E/600)

Mr. SORENSTN (Denmark) said that the issus would seem to be very
simple, sincs observers hal the same status as membera of the public, except
that they were provided with documents, which prosumably the public could also
get hold of. No distinction was made betweon observers acting on behalf of
States Members of tho United Mations and those acting on behalf of pon-meaber
States. The statament in the Report m:urely noted the fact that certain perschs
had attended meetings as members c¢f the public, but in addition had had access
to documents. If courtesy were invoked as a guiding principle, then surely
certain faithful mombers of the public should aleo be menticned by name. He
rould recall that no reference to obaervers had besn xade in the Commission's
report on its sixth sesaion, although a number had, in point of fact, attended.
For instanea, == cbszrver fro= th: Swirs Governoent had been present at a number
of meatings.

In the cirzumstances, he would propese that paragraph 7 be deleted iu its
entirsty, and asmmed that the observers fr:m th: Hember Stuces, Balgium,
Tarael, Mexico, and t2 Yetherlands, would raise no objection.

Mrs, ROOSEVELT (United States of America) supported the Danish proposal ,
and sxpressed surprise at the attituds taken by the Soviet Unicn repressmtative,

———
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¥r, MOROSOV (Union of Soviet Soclalist Ropublics) recalled that, in
ralsing the issue, ho had made it cloar that he did mot wish to go into the sub-
stantive aspocts of thoe queation. The wery first time he had heard of repres-
entatives of the Italian Government had been when he had read the draft Repor.
the night before, A bad precedent must not be set. A certain government
which had mot been invited officially and which happened not to belong to the
United Nations, had scnt an observer who had attendod meetings in the public
gallery, after which, without any previous discuselon or notice, tho Comnisalon
was boing asked to recognizo hie stal.s as a govermment representative. He must

ro-it.rate that he had nothing against the particul:r government concorned, tut
was strongly opposed to a procedurs which was more akin to sleight-of-hand than

to the logical ordering of the Commission's work. No offlcial recognition had
been granted to any represaentative of any non-member State, consequently no
rafurence to such a ropresentative could be included in the Report.

He was propared to accept the Danish representative's proposal.

Mr, YU (China) pointed out that the names of the Italian observers
appearvd in the provisional list of repressatatives to the seventh session of
the Corminsion on Human Rights (MER/7/51): In those circumstances, it would
surely be inconsistent to omit a reference to them in the report.

AZMI Bey (Ezypt), speaking to a point of order, moved that the
discussion be closed and the Danish propomal put to the vote. He would vote

for thas proposal because, aftcr listening to the explanations of the Chalrman
and the represontative of the Sscrotary-General, he considersd that the problem
W5 a parady adeinisirative one, It waa not, therefore, in his opinion,
necessary to make any mention of the subject in the Commission's Report.

Mr, WHITLAM (Australia), Rapporteur, said that the Soviet Unicn rep-
resentative might technieally be right, tut that he (the Rapporteur) had
included a list of cbwervers for the sake of courtesy, He would, however,
withdraw the paragraph in question,
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Paragraph 7 of Chapter | way sccordingly deleted.

er T vas ad an nded,

Chapter I1I: Draft International Covenant on Human Rights and Measures of
Icplenentation (resumed)

Paragraphs 13 to 18 inclusive wers adopted without comment.

Miss BOWIE (United Xingdom), referring to paragrsph 19, pointed out
that the United Kingdom azendment mentioned in the tenth line on page 12 of
document E/CN.L/635/Add,.1 had been subtmitted as an azendment to a Danish, and
not to an Egyptian, proposal.

Hr. MOROSOV (Urion of Soviet Socialist Msputlics) drew attontion to
the fact that the Soviet Union smendment referred to in parsgraph 19 (in the
last two lines of pege 12 and the first line of pags 13) had baen Included in
the Egyptian proposal. The first line on page 13 ahould therefore be amended
to read "Z;hi:h was Hithdrlu_'l? was incorporated in the proposal of EgYpt....".

AZMI Bey (Egypt) confirmed that the Soviet Union representative's
point was correct and acceptable to him,

Para hl s adopted biact to the am ts Indicated abave.

Mr. HOROSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) drew attention to
the fact that paragraph 20 listed a series of votes taken on » Soviet Union
proposal. In all other casss in the Report the votes woro recorded together
with thu texts of proposals concurnmed. He would therefore ask the Rapporteur
to quote the various paragraphs of the Soviet Union proposal in the prosant contaxt,

My, WHITLAM (Australis) undurtook to do s0 in the final taxt of the
report,

Paragraph 20 was adopted on that understanding.
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Mr, CASSIN (France) proposcd the insertion after the words ®,,.Chile

(E/CN.4/613/Rev.1),” in the sccond line of the second sub-paragraph of psragraph
21 {page 15, line 15), of the words "supported by France, Lebanon and Uruguay,”.

Mr, SANTA CRUZ {Chile) accepted the French representative’s proposal.

Hr, SORENSZN (Denmark), drew attention to the third sub-paragraph of
paragraph 21 (page 15, line 16) in which ruference was made to thg adoption of
a Chilean proposal. Would the Chilean representative cbject il mentlon were
made of the fact that the proposal had been basod on an amendment suboitted by i
the Danish delegation (E/CH.L/600)7

Mr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) acceded to the Zanish represontative's reguest. |

Miss BOWIE (United Kingdom) recalled that the Lebanese proposal i
(E/CH.L/592) mentioned in the first scntence of paragraph 22 had been submitted in
pursuance of paragraph 7(a) in section E of Genoral Asswbly resolution 421 (V),
which recerded the decision to include in the Covenant an explicit recognition of
equality of zen and women in related rights, as set forth in the Charter of the
United Bations, Refurince should be made to that resoluilien, and she would alsd
ask the Rapperteur to add a few words to the effact that the United Kingdom '
delegation had advocated the exclusion of a reference to the recognition of .
equality, on the grounda that tho issue had been acttled once and for all in
trticles 1 and 55 of the Charter. Tho continued ro-itoeration of accepted
principles could only serve te weaken tho Charter.

Paragraph 21 was adopted subject to thr modificaticns indicated,

Kr, SAH1} CRUZ (Chile) suggested that the United Kingdom representative's
atatesent should also be reported in the sumzary record, l

Krs. RCOSEVELT (United States of Amorica) asked that the United States |
amendncnt %o thu Lubinese proposal (linws 10 ot seq. of paragraph 22) should be
guotod in the report in the form in which it had been reproduced in the summary
record of the 230th muuting of the Commisslon,
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Fr. WITLAY (Australia), Rapportour, accapted t.h-:i Unitod Statoes
represcentative’s sugpostion.

P-:Lr:trrn.Eh 22 was Adopted ruh]n:t.' to the modificationa indicated.

Mrs. RLCSEVALT (Unit.d Statos of jmeries) » rafarring to paragraph 23,
asked that the initial United States proposil be quoted accuratoly and that the
initirl Urugavy~n pronos~l 11s0 be quoted, On pope 18, line 5, bafore the
sentenee boginning *Tho reprusentative of France®, the following pasmage should
also be inscrted: “aAfter consultation with tha Uruguayan ropresontative, the
United States nzended its proposal to read as follows:

*The States Partics to the Covenant recognizu the right of
EVCryone 1o own property aleno as well as in association with
othurs and to be protected from arbitrary doprivation of property.
Privatu property shall not be taken for public use without just
compensation, !

The Uruguay«n propesil was thoroupon withdrawn.™
Kry WHITLAM (sustralia), Rapport.ur, statod thait the phssage read out

by Kra. Roosuvelt wis accoptable in substancu, and assumed that tho Cosmission
would leave it to him to include it in the roport.

At was_seo agrueed.

Kr. SiKT! CAUZ (Chila) thought that it should be oxplained in
paragraph 23 that the various proposals submitted in connoxion with the right
to own propurty had iwt buvan put to th. votu owing to thu divergont views
exprossed within the Commisaion about that right. Ho thought some refercnce
should also be included to the explanation of votes on the resolution adopted,
and to the min points of view axpressed,

The CHAIRMAN said that any rafurinco to majority and minority
attitudes iemediately iuplied a duclsion, The only declsion taken by the
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Commiesion was that rocorded in the draft Report. The issue was a 1'-17
delicate one, and it would be preferabls for interested persona to read the
summary records nf the discussisns and to draw thelr own conclusicns from thea,

Mr. WHITLAK (Australia), Rapporteur, concurred with the Chairman and
suggestod that tho Ecenomic and Soelal Council would be best helped in its work
by the aimple reforcnce to the meotings at which the discussion had taken place.
He did not wiuh = = k. o2 the invidious task of asasseing or deciding between

various attitudes and feelings.

Mr. KOROSOV (Unicn of Soviet Socialist Republics) supported the
Chairman and the Rapportour. He had from the cutaet accepted the Rapporteur's
mathod of aasenbling the Report, and was against any modificatlon of ita

structure,

Mr. C:SSIN (Frante) agresd that it would be inadvisable to deal with
the substance of the diascussion, since that would affect the nature of the
Report, and that it would be prefcrable to rofer tho reader to the summary
records of the meetings at which tho gqueation had been discussed, as had,
invariably been don: in the past in ainilar cases.

kr. SANTA CRUZ (Chile) said that in the light of the comments just
made he would withdraw his request.

- Paragraph 23 was andopted unchanged.

Miss BOWIE {United Kingdom) suggested that in the fourth line of
paragraph 24 Ui weid "spuciul® be Twplucud by the word Mssparate”,

st was 80 agreod.

Para h as amended, was pdopted.

Paragraph 25 was adopted gt.l'mug commant.

Misa BOVIE (United Kingdom) suggested that in paragraph 26 the words
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"ithout reference therein to the -u'-:.rt Covenant” should be roplaced by the
phrase "in connection with thu articles on 2concmic and soclel rights, without
prejudice to the question of whuther or not thuse articles shculd be included
in the present draft Covanant™,

It was so aprced.

Kr, DUPONT-WILLEMIN (Suat-mala) sugpasted that the word "resolution®
be substituted for the word "propesal® in the ninth linu of paragraph 26.

It waa so aprseod,

-

Farapraph 26 was adopted As wrendad,
Paragraphs 27 to 29 inclusive were adoptsd without coszont.

Mr, JEVRESOVIC (Yugoslavia) econsidered that the title on page 22 of
docunent E/CN.L/E35/Ade.1 shenld b amended to read ™ .ipares of Implementation
covered in Fart ¥ of the Covenant®, sinze the juestion of thu scope of thosa
measures of implementation had bueen Loft spuen.

The CHallluii observed that the title s it ctood reflucted what the
Commiasian hod had zn mind during the wir.y port of the dubats on that subjoct.
In view of the turn thu discussion had sucseguontu¥ takan, howover, ke proposed
that a sentonce should buw added to the offcet thut 2 yuesticn had arisen as to
whether there should be measures of imples.ntation uxelusively for economic,
social apd cultural rights, or whuthor such measuras of implementation should
cover all human rights.

It wiis 30 nyreud,
Parasraph 30 wis sdeptad, subjrct to appropristc anplificatien,

Paragraphs "% iv IV inclusive wers adepted without comment.,

Mr. CiS51N (France) thought it would be desirabie to Indie.ts In
paragraph 38 thiat no Zeclsion hau hion taken as to the final pesitien s ko
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allotted to articlu J in thu draft Covenant,

1t was 30 anrucd,

Parapraph 38 w2s adosted as arcended.

Parapraph 39 was adopted witheu® ecomment.

Mr, SOEZNSEN (Dermarx) suggestea the substitution of the words
"alternatives preserted by for the werds "suggustions of" in the penultimate
line of paragraph 4c.

It wis =5 ugr&t.

Paragraph LU w.s adopted 13 azended.

Paragraph 4] wis wlopted without comment,

Chapter 111-B. lwasur.s of lcplecentation (E/CN.L/635/4dd.2 and L)

Er. JEViTHOVIC {Yugoslavia) recalled his earlier proposal with regard
to the legical swcguenc. of thu Parts of the draft Covenant.

The CUAIRAN felt, and kr, JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) agreed, that that
point would o betler rafaqd at a later stage in the discussion,

Pararrarhs 1 and 2 were adopted without comnent.

The GIAIZAY supruested that, in order to meet the point made by the
Tugoslav representaitive, sentien should be made in paragraph 3 of the question
of whether there should Y2 one or two systems of implemontatlon in the draft

Covenant,

Tt win 52 -0,
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| Paragraph 3 a0 adeptad, svijuct to ipoopriats sanlification.

Paragraph & wis adopted without. communt,

Kr, FOROSOV (Union of Sovist Socinlist Ruepublics) suggested the
deletion of the word "consdlderubl«' fiom the [irst liue of paragraph 5.

It was so acroud.

Parrgraph 5 wis_adopted as ‘cutewa -

Paragragh 6 wis e doptad without cummet, :

Kre. CLSSIN (Franco) scggested that the last suven lines of paragraph 7
beginning "tlat the cluction ol the Comuitiiuu® and iding "(articlo 24,
parngraph 2, tun volcs to rone with 8 abtct. nticns, ® should be amunded to read:

"that the Int:matlonal Couit of Juitice =iall be roquested to Carry
out tha «loctlon of Uy Commiliis from the noain~tionns made by
Stat<s Partles to thoe Covenant (article 23, paragraph 1, 12 wotes
to 2, ~ith 4 abstuntions), ard that the Sorrt shill bo requested %o

v ghvr consldesztion in the electlcn of Lthu Cornitteue to wquitable
geapraphical distrimuetion of murbershin and to the o rusentation
of th: madn Jlorma eof civilizition (Article 24, paragrzph 2, 10
votus to none with 8 ab:tentiona)-.

It was not for the Comalzzion to va. mandatory language with regard to the
International Court of Justics,

It wes so asrea!

¥r. DUPONT %IU BNIN (Guatezala) t%ought that, in paragraph 7, a8 in
the others, it would bo desiruble to quoto the symbol of the document on whish
the final vote wza taken, s on goveral orcacions a sinpl. nestion had given
risuv to soveral proposalt and amondaants, Lavelving & surles of votus.
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sr. UHITLY (‘uatralis), Rapporteur, explained that as econcaic,
s3cial and voliural richts hod teen under consideration for the first time at
tre prescit scazian, he hid cous@dercd it desirable to quots the symbols of Gll
sxcuxents contzining proposals ind smendoonts reloting to mich rights., That
cianf fer=tizn a'd mot zpply to paragraph 7.

¥r. ZPONT=-JILLEIN (Gu-tenmrl:.) expressed his s-tisfoction with the
Bpp.ricuris expl=nsticn.

Porerssh T oais wiombod —n ~wonded,
Ernriehm €001 9 were . Japtcod with.ub corgent,

Yr. GASIIR {France) p.ointod .ut that the whole of the second port of
Feragrorh L0 wos Sovotud to = sinmiyy of the varlous points of view put fopeird
Surin: the discusel n. He c.onsidersd that that wes tantomount to giing inte
the statnrce . f the discus i.n, ind thot it w.uld be preferchlec tu deleto the
sdc.na purt of the pariysaph wod sercly rofer to the swesry rec.rds of the
ralevint mretinge, = hat bedn 3.ne in other ccses.

Lr. tHITLM (ausiril-), Aspportour, beliuvved it wld be :dvisable
t. £:liow pricodens by axpl.inirs the vzz a8 for the delewl.n . an article
that had Soen Copted provisciys.

Kr. C.SSIN (France) .gcrevl, :n? withircw his sugsestiun,
Earsarach 10 was adopte].
* Ivwrnarill ot 16 incluesive wews D2.tied without ¢.o=rpt.

bhr, &.SSIK (France), ruefercing ta porsgrash 17, pointed sut thet the
amadoont svbatte? by the rogresectative of Ouztes:l” Rian t tror rejocted ns
sech, It k! becn incorpirated in the Denish-French woxt, which rn.d then been
ralcet 1. | Toe piragroph th ull be eorrccted ace. riingly,

L - - T T |
Bdm® d P whmet Gl
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was admted ie Lo = r t B 10

i Wl .nted w ) wime Rl .

Referring t. peragraph 2., ¥iss BOUIE {United King2.m) 3.1d her
delagatizn wished to recurd at th-t stage that it did n.t cinsider the article.
drafted by the General ~saesbly . the territcrisl applicatizn =i the Covernb
to be sutisfactory. It to.k no sccount >f the nuster of evlonid territsries
which enjoyed 3 large measure i self-government, Unler it, the inited
Kincdom, for example, would nat be able to ratify the {ovenant untlil such
colonies had themselves agrew. ts ratify It in secordance with their camn
constitutional prucesses, Murcover, the text of the territsrial application
tl-use in General ~ssecbly resclutisn 422 (V) wsuls n.t cover a nucbher of
Bon-Self-Governing Territuries which were neither governed o> entirely
adainistered by the United Kingdom, but by their own legislaetive ccunclls.

AZAL Bey (Ezypt) reenlled that tha s .» srgpucents hud been pot
forward by the United King?-m delezation and other Zelumations Juring the
falrly lengthy riscussion t. which the issue just mentizsel by the United
Kingd-m representative h=l rivun rise in the Generzl ssresbly. Those
arpments had been given close c:nsideration by the Third Cocnittee of the
General Sasesbly, and the issexbly itaelfl had adopted a clear and preciss
resolution on the subject. It wzs not for the Commission to iisputc Lhe
actual terms of that resolution,

Mr, C.SSIN (France) sald he ha? no reservation, in the projer serre
sf the tarm, to m~ke with rezar! to the General ssesbly text, in the Froaent
stzte of the draft Covenant.  h+ wished to add, however, Lthat, shoull ather
rights (such as those concerning personal status anl the faaily), be incluils
in the Covenant at scme future iste, he might take up 3 different attituce.
He accordingly wished to reserve the pesition of his ecuntry on the questica.

Mr. WHITL'M (.ustralia) supported the position taken by the Latt 2
Kingicm delegation in =zonnexion wiih the territorial applicatiosn clauss.
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Paracraph 2, was acopted.

irnex I: Parts II1, IV and V of the draft Covenant (E/CN.L/635/4dd,.5)

The CHL.IDUH sugpeatad that the Lommission cunaider Jocument
E/CH.L/635/002.5 =5 a whole,

At was so apreed,

Mr, SORENSEN (Dermark) suggested that specific reference be made in
the fostnotes on paces 15 and 16 tu the respective words in the texts of the
articles to which the foutnates referred.

waAS a d.

Mr. JHHEHHIE (Yugualavia) propased that the Parts of the draft
Cuvenant Jealing with procedural questions should follow those parts that
cavercd substantive pruvisions. Thus Part V shuwuld become Part III, Part IIT -
shaulc bec,oe Part IV, and Part IV shoulZ become Part V., '

The CHAIRUN pointe: sut thet, if the Yugoslay proposal wers adapted,
it would be necessary to delete the fu.tnste on pzge 1 of document E/ON.L/635/
hdd.5, which stated that the urdsr in which the waricus Parts of the draft
Covenont were presented should be considered as tentative.

~IMI Bey (Egypt) strongly supported the Yugoslav proposal. It
would uncd.ubtedly be inadwisable to separate rights which hed been recognised
to be clossly inter-related in General Assesbly resolution 421 (V).

Hro, ROOSEVELT (United States of .merlca) was under the impression
that the Commission had agreed to leave it to the Econcmic and Social Couneil
to decide the relstive positions of the provisions relating to rights and
those relating to implementation. She therefure preferred that the footnote
on page 1 of document E/ON.L/635/4dd.5 should be retained,
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Hj C.SSIN (France) also supported the Yugoslay proposal. He
thought, however, that the footnote on page 1 should be retained.

Mr. JE\'HHIWIE {Yugoslavia) hal no cbjection to the procedure
suggestad by the French representative. His progosal did not seek to pre-
Judge the question of how the articles on implementation were to be arranged;
the order he propused dic, huwever, fulluw logically from the General
sssenbly's instructions that oll hum.n rights should be pliced on .n squal
fouting.

Hr, SOAEER (Lerzork) ho! n. objection to the pruposed re=
arrangement I tho severzl Parts of the ¢raft Covenznt, but ccntended that, if
the Yugoslav priposal were alipted, it should be mcle clear that article 19
hod not besn [in:lly woted on, because the Cugmission had left in abesyance
the question whether therc shoulc be nc::murea I imrlementation exclusively
applicable to econumie, sccizl and cultural righta,

tas 2grec. b2 acept the Yursslav propasal with Hﬂﬂm
tentative opder .f L several Parts .f the droaft Guvenant, to retain the
Lootnove on pare ) Of Sscuvent E/ON,4/635/:43,5, and £ add an explanation a8
Lo why srticle 19 h:d no* been wated on.

MHKI Bey (Ezypt) thought that zrticle 47 should be placed in Part 1IN
»f the draft Covenznt, on. that Part IV should begin with article 48,

Mr, SORENSEN (Denn~rk) puinted vut that article 47 related to the
limitation of economie, sccl:l and eulturzl rights, =nl shauld therefors be
left in Part IV,

Hr, JHITLAK (Lustralis), Rapporteur, agreed with the Danish
representative that article 47 should rem:in in Part IV, but suggested that it
should be placel after article 4B.
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Ire, C:SSIN (Fronce) agresd with the Rapporteur that article 47

w2e ookt projerly placed.  But it c.ul! come only ot the beglnning or at the
en =f Part IV, since it concernel all the richts dealt with in that Part.

D1 Bey(Sgyrt) thought that =rticle 47 shouls? be re-pumbercd
zrticle 60, =nd placel at the enl of Part IV, which shoul! beccoe Part III,

shoull be placet at

The CH.lnl N requostes the Hoppurteur to .utline the additions he
Prep.sel to = ke to the 2reft rep.rt, in .rier thet hezbers would kmow exaetly
t - xhit they woule bte cuemitting thely Guvernsents in woling on the report as a
wh.le,

Hr. WHITLM (Lustraldl), Eep; orteur, azid thet Chapter ITT of the
report waul’ be completed in Lec.riince with the decisiuns taken at the
present “n precelinc meetings. Chopter V walld contain a 1ist of all the
iters >n the Ciemission's sp:cnsa thit hil n.t been taken wup.

. wnnox to the report waal. contadn ineniuents subcittel at the pressnt
scasicn An connexion with the first eichteen articles 5f the Jraft Covenant
(E/CH.L/563Mev., Z/D.4/573, E/DN.0/626 and -/CL.4/628), -8 wcll o3 the
cxznents of cecbers on those articles zs set forth in .nnex II of the report
3f the sixth sessi.n of the Cammiesion (5/1681), Jnother amnex wiuld e.ntain
the prupssals on the Feleral State cl.use set vut in thoe repirt of the sixth
session, together with the Dzndsh ;roposy) on that subject (E/CN.L/636) amd
the aocndeent to the L.st jart of the Sreft Covenant submitted by the Indian
Jelegation (S/CN.L/563/Mev.1). .. seporatc annex would contain the propusal:
<n! amendtents subtndtte! in connexdun with the protocul on petitions. The
povp-s.ls for adiiticn:l .rticles not Zealin- with cconomic, social and
culturil ri hts, .s set f_rth in innex III of docunent Ef1681, snd proposal
o-'e =t the rosent session of the Commdssicn an2 thoe = forwardsd by the
Genersl .ssenbly, wall cuznrise | sep-orate _nnex.  He would also attach to

= =
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the repurt Generul ..ssechbly res.luti.n lﬂl‘[\'] and resJlutions 303(XI)I and
349(X11) of the Economic .n. Suedal Couneil, and a list .f the documents
befure the Coomission which wers not cuversd by the muin Repurt.

Replying to the CLIRNN, Kr. DS (Secretary tu the Commissivn)
expl:ines that the list of ducuments in questisn wiuld include those sutmitted
in connexdion with items of the asenda which the Coemission hod n~t taken up,
and which mizht therefore azain come befsre it at its next session, o8 well as
such documents as the memore - am prepored by the Secretariat giving informatiun
recelvel frum States, specialized cpencies, United Nations inforpaticn centres
and non=govermmental vrzandzationg conceming celebrati.ns wn the occasion of
the second anniversary of the procl=matin of the Universal Declarstion on
Hamzn Bights (B/ON.4/531),

The Soelal Coamission wcs in the habit of attaching to its repurt s list
of all the documents before it at a particulsr sessicn, and the Rapporteur had
thought it dealrable to fullow that precedent,

The CH.IRLN subeitted that the documentation relsting to itens of the
agency which had not been taken up shauld be emumerated in the section dealing
specifically with such items,

Er. ST, G2 (Chile) admitted the fureo of the Chairman's objecticun,
The Coemission could mot teke o decislum without knwwdnge the exact contenta of
the list of documents to be cnnexed to the kepurt., In his opini.n, the
Camisaion should confine itsclf to the cormunicaticn drafted by the Sscretary-
Ceneraol rezarding the anniversary of the Universal Declaration on Husan Rights,
to the documents subeditted Ly rovernments, znd tu thoss sutmitted by non-
gvvermmental orgenizations in consultative status with the Eeonomie and Soeial
Mounedl,

Kr, CLSULLD (Urumuny) asked the Rapporteur to onsure .that the draft
article on the ssztablishcent of an cffice to be knuwn as the "0ffice of the
United Katisne _ttomey uineca. -ur Human Rlzhts", sulmittad by the Uruguayan



delegation (E/0N.L/549 and nurl:.ll. wis incluced in a soparate snmex to the
m-

Mr, WHITLIM (‘ustralia), Rapporteur, agreed that the Urugusyan
proposal constituted a distinctive ond construetive contributicn to the debate
and should eonsequently find a plues in the annax to the Report,

At a3 so arpeed.

Mr, C.SSIN (Fronee) said that the results of the Coomisaiza's work
should be presented in a pruperly drafted text, The French drefting of the
taxts adopted at meetings hod, however, sosetimes been hoaty., The coapetent
services of the Secrstarist had therefors approached the French deleg:tion
regarding that m:tter, znd suzqestel certaln corrsctisns reliting, of courss,
to the style, not the subetence of the texts sdopted. In hds opindon, it was
desirable that those correstisns should be incorporated in the text of the
draft Covensnt included im the Report, Nevertheless, ss the Commdssion had
alrealy voted on the articles in question and a further reading of the
sorrected text would take some time, be besitated to ask the Commissivm to glwe
him a free hand to mike the deslred currectivns. Howaver, he would be
grateful Lif the Coamiselon evuld pettle the matter,

He alac wished to know whether, a8 in previous years, a t-tef period of
ome or twu days would be mllowed for celeg-ti.ns to submit comments on
differsnt points in the Report, for insertion in an appropriaste amnex,

The CULIRUN said, in reply to the French representative’s first
questi.a, that since the sane difficulty applied to the English text, any
drafting modificatins that representatives might care to sugeest eould be
attashed in an annex or incorp.rated in fostnctes, The Commission eculd only
adopt the text that had besn officlally agreed upon,

Kr. CiSSIN (Fronce) thought thot the Chairman's proposal was open 0
wory serivas vbjection, hany of the articles had, in foct, besn voted om
only im the English text, He oould mot zocept as finad the Frensh texts of
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articles which hed only been put to a formal vote in English, He hud wished
to ruise that question in any event, for he did not want it to be sai? that he
hud proposed, ns an wfterthought, amencoents to texts which hud been alopted
in En/lish.

Hr. SHTA CHUZ (Chile) emphisized that an important questisn of
principle was involved. Two methoZs were practised in the United Nati.na, c»
circumstinces required: either a text was oduptel at a meeting in the two
worldng lancuiges, nzmely Enzlish and French, or it was afupted in cne oI those
languages only. In the latter case, the United Matlons Secretarizt was
responsitle for the work of tronslation and ecsuld nc Csubt enlist the assistance
of any celegatins it thought misht be able to help although it tosk full and
fincl responsibility. Mo other solutisn could be contempluted, wnd it was
important that there should be no departure frua that principle.

Mr. CiSSIN (Fronee) recognized the pertinence of the Chilean
represectative’s comment, He would therefore get in touch with the coopetent
services of the Seerctariat, which would huwever assums full "nd final
respunsitility fur the French text of the draft Covenant asydopte? at the
yresent seasion.

The CUIRKAN believel that all would agree that the Secretariat was
respunsible for the concordance of the English and French tuxts, und that it
would be well 2dvised tu enlist the assistance of the French representative in
respact of the French text,

He also proposed that the Coemission should alopt the Rapporteur's
rugzestions as to the additions to be made to the draft Report.

It was 80 a-reed,
Replring to the French representative's second questizn, the

GLIRUN propesed & p.m. on Tuesday, 22 May, 1951, as the desdliné for ihe
receint of observations by delegations for annexation to the Report,

It wvas 30 agreed,
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The CHAIRUN put to the vote the lraft report of the seventh sessi.n
af the Curmission on Human Richts, as amsnde:d, subject to the addition of the
itcris listed by the Rapporteur and such further cbaervati.ns .s ropresentotives
ci ht subgdt by 6 p.=. on Tuesiay, 22 May, 1951, |

"'l"'.:. = [ | ol [ | L]
L. the Bconomic opd Social Council, =s amenied, was acoptod by 13 vobes t. mope
xith 2 abtstentiong.

Krs, ROOSEVELT (Unitel States of .merica) said she had woted in
favour of the aduption of tha Zraft report, subject to an express reservation
in respect =f the praovisi.ns .o eeunoamie, suclal and cultural rights, The
United States cdelegation was convinced that those provisivns shouls be
carcfully recunsidered, However, thet shouls not be interpretel as indicating
any lessening of United States interest in, or efforts for, the promotion of
cen.xic, sueinl and cultural richts through the Unitel Datiys op through the
interestel specizlized ozencies. The Unitel States delegation had perticipated
" 4n the Comissin's endenv.urs to carry ut the General .sesmbly'sa instructions
to “raft provisions concernin. sconsaic, social and cultural rights with a
viow tu thelr inclusion in the Covenant, isspite the fact that from the
beinnins it h:d been of the opiniun that such rights should not be covered
ty the same Cowenant as civil and zolitical rights. The couras of events it
tht nresent session of the Commdesiun had convinced her Jdelejation, however,
th.t the provisions in that part of the Covenant dealing with eccnomle, social
:n! cultural rights, since they were lovsely drafted and not expressed in
ter=s of le-al richts, =n2 since they crilled fur different methals of
ierlenontation ond <iffevent unlertakdngs on the part of civernments, should be
Zezlt with in 3 sepurato instrument,

hr, KOROSON {Uniun of Soviet Soclalist Republics) sald that ha had
ststzine. fruo the vut.a on the craft rep.rt as a whols, because ha considered
th.t c.ny of the lecisions talan durin: the session had been unaatisfactury or
i=+p. er for the reasons he had plven in Jetalil Juring the discussion of the
in.iviiual articles of the craft Covenant,

L]
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I're ESV.LZNKD (Ukrainisn Soviet Sueialist Republic) sad. that he tz2
hro shstaines fr.m the vite un the Zraft report as & wh.lc for redsans which
were ilentic.l with thase -~iven hy the Soviet Univn representative.

The DLIAUN, 3jeakins as reprosentative cf Lebanon, suil thet he had
yote? in favaur of the v'c-tion of the oraft re ort because ke c:nsiierel the
Con=isaion hil --ne foz? w.rk aring the sessi.n.

kr. CitilR (France) sal. that the reasun why he hod v.tel in fav.our
of the #re.ft rejrt wo=s that he felt tnat the Soemissim hie. c.nsieratle
headway with the stu.y »f eertain sr.oless which h.Z never tefun 14wl
serivusly tocklud. B9 ..ubt 3 great .eal stlil regadned to be Zone.  ESRG
sther thinss, f.r exazrie, the French Jelegati.n wis zast anxd.us th.t the
canstructive im;leentstimn zsssurcs propssed In connexi.n with ce.n.zic,
s3cisl 3n: cultural ri-hte shoul. B¢ extented ts all the sther richta ro well,
q.re.ver, the stuly .f the “rzfs Cavenant had by n., peans been ¢ opleted, and
he th.a-kt there were tw. siricus ,s2itls mistakes thit cust re avalzed. In
the firct sluce, the Coven.nt owat not be whittled Z.wn . o trivial 2Ifair;
gee n'ly, c.rc rArt be taken to soe thrt it L4 nlt lmpose unowe sFllgatd ins
an Statir, i3 orior toonit sure that a lorge musker of Stitzs o ul. see their
way cuvc o o rmatify i,

L wis in the kope thet the v rious States woul! rajcavour Lo JT.GIte evers
iner-wein- :aject £or huzon rihis, even Fefars puwdfying the Soverant, thit
ke Ly vos b in faveer o She rerart.

¥eo LI0T 220 (Smile) sail ke hal wvotsD fir the Iraft report in the
auns tn T 1t £:tRully reflactad the 'iscussioms which hul taken plice in
the Commlio l.me e M. R %, .f c.urse, pree with averythin: the report
conteine . b ha Uell thnt on the whole the Suzmdsed o het dome 1 otud Jib, el

Bla, BOPPIL: MAL ti in

i

s et it ne tesn CRVen by the 3encrni .siexliy noothe
3

+ e ale to oeszpletw 1ts ncsnia,

Tenole snt Soslial Cona

'I-

e itomat . opity, howewrr, thet th Chassirsdin had

L1
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Kizss BOWIE (Unita) Kingdom) scii that she hal woted 16 favsur of the
a-option of the lraft repirt as a fattual recard of the proceedings =f the
session,  The United Kingim delecotion had taken part in the work on econamie,
s.cial an. cultural rights following.the Chalrman's rulin: that the directive by
the General .sseably was cun.atury;~tut the wark of the session had cunfirmed
it3 view that the Covenant shiuld not contain provisions relating to those
ri-his, since thcy ciuld not be 1:id cd.wm in 23 precise 2 munner as was )
rescesary for their effective inelusion in the Covenant,

~I Bey (Ept) said that, in woting for the draft repcrt, he had
h.;ed thzt all the gaps left in the <raft Covenznt would be filled by the
Econ.mie and Social Council and General Jssembly, He trusted that all human
rights without exception would find a pluce in the finul text of the Covenant,

He w.uld like the Coemission t. know what nleasurs it had civen him to
teke Cort in its work for the first tise, under the able chalrzanship of the
Labanesc representative

¥r. JEVAEMOVIC(Yuguslavia) sadé that he had voted in favour of the
“Zepticn of the draft report for the same reasons as those given by the
representative .f Chile; the repurt reflected a3 accurately as was possible
the different views.f the members of tha Ciamission 3t the present stage.

Kr. YU (China) sz1l that he had voted in fov.aur of the adiytion of
the 2raft rczort becouse it pave an accurate picture of the proceedin:s of the
sessicon. The Commission hed token & step furward in the right direction,
21th uh Jerha;s not so far as some nembers would have wished; but an attempt
to #. much further at the present sepsion micht huve had wnfortunate results.
The texts =i pted would provide on excellent basis for futurs work on the
wutJect., In ;artlculzr, it woul2 bte necessary to adept mutually the length
+f ey of the articles .n different richts, sv thit they would bear the
richt croportion to one an.ther, und thus make it posaible for the Covenant
318 4 whale to be sacn in the richt jerc- ctive,
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' "MITLMH '[-.ll-'l-h':llln]" safd thot he 5l w42 in o ¥ # the draft
report, since it recorded substonticl pr..ress .n ceon.rde, soclsl a2
cultural richts; bhowever, the pruvisicns crafted Jurin the zossdlon with
- pegzmd t. these rights nceded enreful rvisiun, jirilcul rly 2o fir 2s thelr
lzy=-wul was cuncernud.

2. CLOLUAL OF TH SZVLITH SzZSLIok

ihe CLORZN wished b2 con ratulte the ey 2rtur Znd Lo exgpress
his thonks t. 2ll cemters of the Staff _f the Wivizgion of humsn hi'hts =ad of
tre Zurojean Office »f the Unitel Hnti ns whe kil helncd the Coe=fssion
in 2is Ll:b.urs.

ru wished t2 tike the prosent oportunity o e.nveyin: his boct wishes t.
Fr. Doucier, who had bteen widely in.wn o3 = staunch ruggorter of hus.n rights
doay belsre he hul assumed his resmoensitilitics -3 ssistont Sceret ry-
Cerrral 39 change of the Depertment of S-elal .f92irs, 'n! wh., since his
“ircnant, wes still [51] addne the Coimissl n's work with lvep intereat,
Be war sury thit the Cezissin _» 2 whole w.ould siszh t. Yo aszrelated with
thut messase af .8 will,

H: %<& c.nfllent that the spirit of c.- .rerstion 2nd untesstanline which,
Jes;ite Jiffercnces of «idnion, h.! srovailed throucho ut the sessi.n would
evcntu ity help to bran® wlout lastine ;eace,

Hr, SJaER_:iH (Dermork) said thot it had teen o great grivilege to
work under the chairzanship of the Lelanese ropresuntitive, whose Jisamming
sensc oL o0l Pumar sn’ s ntarfal imewled.w of the rules of procedure had
greatly ewntritutel to the procress node Jurin: the session. He wished to
assodiaie hixself wery warnly with the Chairsan's exression of cratitule tu
21l meckers of the Secrstari~t who hac helped the Commission in its wurk,

Me, SaHTL CRAUZ (Chile) also assoclated hizsolf with the tributes
paiz t. the Choirman of the Camission :nd to the fecretarist,
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Yoo U0 (Mton of Switt S.cizlist Reyublics) alsc wished o
exoress his 3;sricistion of the Chairoan's dmparticl conouct f the procedlings,
He w.1l. themk, toc, the Sceretarirt =nd, in particular, the interproters na
tronslators, o8;esizlly these whe hod wirked intu an. fr.m Massien; thoy h o

exfnta inol L vwry hich seomsfar:

s 1InLIRECH (I.uternstion.l Federstiun of Bualness and Profession.l
Yomend, fpehdn, on Lehedf Lf 237 o L opresenlolivar of Don=overnmentzl
Wr crdzatd ne wie hod Sttencel the seosion, wished to thonk the mecbers .7 the
Cor=izsi.n for thelr consider=ti a  Jutusl =ivice 2l c.nsultation were
vital t. th: suecess kcth of the Commission ~nd of the non-govermzent:l
«roanizotions wll thay latter l.:kel fire=rl to the continuwnce .f their
hare nf-us rol=ti.ne with the Coonission, which exald rely on them fur suppart,
garticul-rly in re.<rl t. the 3lons for the celebrztion of Human Pights Doy
 wn 10 deccmtar,

Les, s D055VELT *Undted State I Jmerica) thonkad the Thalrsan wnd
21l the ~flicirs - the Copasciun, znl =lso all pecter: of the Seerctariat
eoncarned, f.r wbat they hnl tone <uvia- tha se~slun, ane wishedl gll neabers
ek P oedroion seecons 39 tiedre vor in the cause of dincn 2’ kts, which

she knew they woild prcsceatc warecdttingly on retnwm %o thelr hone c.untries.

The .11, avesin: that whaitever coatritutlion he had bBeen abls to
eake == Chodrm -n %3 tho rucsess of the Coermdssion's work hed been larzely dus
t> ths traXeion, preecpt and example proviced by his predacessor, Kre.
Aoosevrlt  lzclarel ¢limed the gseventh session of the Commlssion on Human

HE‘; l:l"l

ihe restin: ruse ut 7,15 p.n.



