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RECOMMENTWTIONS CONCERNING INTERMATIOMAL RESFECT FOR THE SELY-ISTERMINATION OF
- PEOFLES (A/L.102, A/L.106, Af2112; B/CH.M/E5T, BfCH.A[516, Efcy.0/6h3, Efcm.b/f662,
. EfcHAf653, EfcnbfL.25Mmev.1; EfcnbfL.02, Bfon /L33, Bfcnb/L. 5, Efoi.b/L.35,
- EfcE.MfL.36, EfCH.AfL.3T, BfcHA/L.38, BfcHA/L.39) (continued)

Mr. NISOT {Belgium) explained to the Commiszicn that his delegatlion's
amendment (E/CH.L/L.35) to the United States draft resolutics would bring that
text more into line vi*™ the Charter by making it spply to all States, and mot to
colenial Povers o ly.

Nr. WAHEED {Pakistan) thought that the United States dreft resoluticn
(EfcH.b/L.32) should be clearer and more detailed, he thought it essential that
the Commitise should expressly provids for s system by vhich tis progressive
development of peoples might be ensured. If the erticle on the right of people:
to self-determination vas to be more than s mere declaratica of prineciple, the
recomendations concerping the isplemsntation of that right must be more
specific than the srticle itself.

Be agreed vith the 1deas contaiped in tbe Indfan draft resolution
(E/cH.bfL.26/Rev.1) snd said that bie delegation would support it.  That draft,
too, bowever, should be clearer and more specific; in particulsr it should state
that the word “peoples™ applisd to all maticmal groups alike,

Mr. KROU (Creece) explaioed that bhis delegation's ssendment
(B/cH.L/L.33) to the United States draft resolutico (E/CH.4/L.32) ves deoigned to
exphasize that Ifree elections or plebiscites were the beot way to ipplement the
right of pecples to self-deteraisation,

Hr. JUVIGHY (Fraoce] stressed that his delegation sttached grest
isportance to the task which the General Assesbly bad entrusted to the Commissinn
when 1t bad requestsd it to axamine ways sod mesns of lmplementing the right of
Pecples to self-determivation. The Cozmtsnlen could mat dipchergo it FMully acd
rroperly withaut making & tharcush study of thooo voys end zosnojs mere poraThraes

Jfof tha text
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'of the toxt of the articls 1t had adopted nt the msting the day befaro(E/CH.b/6E:"
wvas mot emough, The United States srd Indian draft resclutions (E/cN.A/L.32 and
Z/Qi.b/L.26/Rav.1) did not ooem entirely adequate for that purpose, The
United Statep draft did not refloct the scope of ther article adopted by the
Commission vhich covered States controlling in any maoner vhatsosver the
right of i people to solf-dotormination, The Fronch delsgation could not
althar _!.':3111:1'(.1; or axplicitly accept any drafting shoving cuch diseriminatlon;
it would suppert the Belgian omendeent (5/CN.4/L.33).
His delogation would like the recoomendaticns to cootaln o statorent
. to the offect that the right of reoples to self=detearminaticn sheuld be
sxsrcioad by dezocratic meany only, and that political righta =ist not be
attalinod In disrogard of human righte. Ho Durtber would like the roccemendatlons
to refer to the provisicns of the Charter, as it wos necessary to esphasite
tkat the rTight of seli=detaraination nl' ;‘Eﬂll should be ﬂ:n_t*cl.l-d. in a =anzelr
mﬁtl‘nh vith international poace and securlty. The French delofmtion oguld
not sgree to a conception of the right of pooplos vhich sdmitted the right
for them to kill ocne mnother, Laatly, o roservatlon ohould bo mode In respoct
of international cblicmtions such as those arleing cut of the deolre to provent
tha recurrenco of aggression, the comory of vhich was atill Iresh.
If the Commlonlon wished to do moro than stats tha penorsl principles
he bad sat forth, it should study the questlon Umrowhly; such o study could _
pot ta carrisd out without the belp of the qualified orgens, That was why the "
Franch d-aft resclution (E/C2.3/L.34) proposed that the Internatioral Lav
Commiesion, the Sub-Commionlon on Prevention of Decriminatipn and the ‘
Protaction of Minorities == 1f the Economic and Soolal Council should re-satablish |

it == and UHESOO akould be asked to mske mtudies deslgned to olarifly the i
subpequant vnﬂ: of the Comlsolen on Human Righte. i

k AZMI Bey (Erypt) roted that his dalapntlon had sulzittsd en asotAment I
(E/c1.5/L.36) to the Indian druft resclutlion (E/G0.4/L.2G/Rev. ), to add the

vards "keld under the avopless of +he Thitsd Natlons™ Aftar tha word "plalimnita”

for it
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s At feared that pome elsctions and plebiscites organized by local goverzments
might not provide the saze cafepusrds as thoss bald under the auspices of the
United Natioos.

That vas also t-hu'ﬂum for poist 2 of hia delegation's omendsent
(z/cH.%/L.38) to the Gresk sceodment (E/CN.E/L.33) to the United Gtates Craft
resolution (E/C0M.4/L.32) and for pedat 1 of his delecation's asendzent
(E/cH.b/L.39) to the French draft wesolutige (E/CM.b/L.3%).

Be further explained that ypoint 1 of hio dclegation's sme ‘ment
(z/cm.bfL.38) to the Greek acend=ant (E/CHA/L.33) to the United States draft
resclution {E/CA.5/L/32) called for the deletion of the words "for exaxple”
because it seemed to imply, to no particulxr purpoos; that cther exazples were
pooaibie.

The cbject of bie delegation's smerioant (EfCH.5/L.57) to the United
Etates draft resoluticc (E/oW.b4/L.3%2) was to reproducs, in the first two
paragraphs of the draft's operstive part, the exact asfinition of the right of
pecples as cootained in the article afopted by the Comaissicn (L/CN.M/fE63).

Lastly, he noted that point 2 of his delegation's soepdment
(Efcn.b/L.%7) to the French draft resclutivn (E/CH.L/L.%%) vas to cmit refcrence
to other intercational cbligaticus in thet comnexion, oo as to avold the
difficulty already denlt with under Article 10% of the Charter vhich proviced that
the chligations of Mesber States under the Charter vould prevell cver thelr
cbligatlions under any other intercaticnal cgreement.

Mro. MESTA (Indis) sov no peed for the firct sub-parsgraph of pers-
grxph I of the Prench draft resclutics (Efc.b/L.3%) wiich serely recalled the
provisions aelresdy laild dowvn in the Charter. The secopd eub-paragreph pade
o provision to ensbhle Hon-Gelf-Governing Territories to atteln their legitinate
aspirations. Ebe Tesared, besldes; that that conmiltatlion of the Intarnatiooal
Lav Coomission smong ctberw cight result in an unfortunats dalay in the exsrcise
by some pecples of thelr right to self=dctermination.

Ber delocation mcnepted the Egyptian seesdnent, (R34 [1.36) to the
Indian Tevised draft resolutles (R/CH.L/L.25/Mev.1).

fiir. XYROU
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Mr. KYROU (Grosce) shared the Indisn representative’s cisgiringe
regarding the French draft resclution (E/ON.LJL.34). He noted, furthsr, that
paragraph I of the oparative part of that draft emounted to an simission that
the Charter was not being reapectad. Ab rogandes the atolled mdwvocated IR
paragreph II of that draft, the Commission would be shirking ito task if It
submitted & recommendatisn to the Consrnl Assechly of that kind. Furthorbors,
the propoaesd conPuliatlon of the SGub-Coemieclon co Preventlon of Discrislnatlen
acd Frotecticn of Minoritlse might confuse the question.

Mre, FOOSEVELT (United Statas of Aperica) hoped the Egyptian
representative would withdraw hie delegation's onenfment (E/fCH.L/L.36) to the
Indicn revised draft resclutlon (E/0N.4/L.26/Fev.l). The acerdwant was
dealgned to guarmniss fresdom of elsctlons, bot it ves difflecult to etats, 1o
Frincipla, ihat the slsctions or plablecitss would, in all the canse ino
question, bave to be carried out urder the auarices of the Unjted Hatiomn. It
could not be donled that cortaln elections wvers free; those recently beld In
Moerto Pico, Howall end Alasnkn wors catseds In polct.

Ehe wne preparsd to votes In favour -~ the Iodian draft resclution.
he shared ths Indian repressntative’'s viow corcerning the French draft
(2006 /L.3%) vhich ehe could not suppor!. After stulyicg the Belpian
aman’. wat (EJCE.BfL.35) to the United " -=lan #ruft resolution [&,7:k/L.32),
ber delegatica proferred to malntaln 148 ¢riglenal soposal.

AZMI Bey (Egypt) sald that oo ooo doubted that the electicns roforred
to by ihe Unitsd Statss repressntative had really besn free. On the other hapd,
elscticns recently keld in Europe had been rigped by oeans of warlous cenoceurres
apd tricks, and conducted 1o & spirit shoving ag eotirely ocev coocepticn af
coostitutional and slactoral law, For that ressca ho would prefor the
Ugited Fations to superviosa elsctions in order to ecours ihat they wers eatirely
free and to endov them with the Eestlpe attachiog to the Orpaoization.

M. VAIFRDFLA
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Mr. VALEEZUELA {Chlle) was ia cooplote sgreeceat with that view, The
polution proposed by the Egyptian reprvseotative was in harmony with tha apirit
-of the task ontrustsd to the Commisalon by the General Aspembly, involving,
na it did, the practical appllcation of the right of peoples to self-
dotermination. With euch a puarantse ths results of ihe elsctions cr plebicc.ter
could not be opea to question. The Epyptisn rejressotative had also rightly
noted that the oblipations of Machor Statss entrustad with the ajminictratiosn
of Non-Self-Governing Territorics ahould not, a0 in the United States draft
repolution, be lloited to the political flold aloos.

Apparently the phrase “other intarmeticosal engegements™ in
paragraph 1 of the Frenpch draft yesolution (EfCH.b/L.34) had btoon inserted to
covor the came of the uaar, Ths Commissica should not sdest o propossl which,
though couched in guneral teros, ectually dsalt with & epecifiy and temporory
. @ltuatlon: Such a provieslon vauld bioder progroop, & oote interpatlonsl
etgapesent or other, vhich a licn-Sslf-Covernlng Territory was bound to obesrve,
could be-inveksd with regard to eny such Territery. The Chilsan delegation
would therefars votoe apainnt that parapraph.

The study whick the Fiench draft rescluticn vould bave the Ioternatiocnal
Law Cosnlooion urdertaks would doubtlsscs prove Ioterceting. Dut the
Intornational Lav Coomigsion alresdy hed a very heavy nponde and it weo
legitizate to sk what sespures vould be taken pecdiog the Coesmienicon’s reporis
Horaowar, bt Econcelc and Social Councll had declded *o sbollish the
Sub-Ceemisnina. oo Prevention of Discr!minotlcn and Protoctlon of Mincritles end,
whilo it =za true that the Generel Asse=bly hed asked the Couns!l to review
1ty declelon, thers could ot the present time be no question of sakine the
But-Commiopion to undertaks such & stuly. Accordicgly, the Chilsan
rofresontatim could eupport ooly sut-paragraph 3 of paragraph II of the
cporative part. It would indesd be useful to ook UEICY to undertake the
propocsd otudy. As the number of territerlos which did oot enjoy full
worareignty diminished, It boce=s ever clacrer that thers wvas ome continent --
Mrica -- vhare, oviog to sibitrary torritorial divisions for political resecus,
the copcept of & ponple no longqor had any real mesning. Adcinlstrative
@is'ricta 414 not correspord to the areas inhabited by specific peoples, acd
scns fopulaticos which definitely farmed sthale unite vers aplit up among
diffsrent territories, Us2iC0 had conceited 1toelf with that question and it

Wuld be weful to engags itw. services.
fEe vould
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He would vote for the Indimn revissd draft resolutien
(EfcnbfL.26/Rev.1) as smended by Egypt (E/CN.0/L.33), end for the United States
draft resolution (E/0N.5fL.32) ap amsndsd by Sroece (/b /L.33) and
Egypt (EfQ0.5/L.37 and Efom.Y/L.33).

Mr. JUVICHNY (France) thanked the mazbors of the Cosmission for the
conaldeTation they had given him delegation's draft resplutien, He would
roply to oome of the rexa~ks sade,

With regard to the Sgyptian representative’s cce=onts on the rane
by demccratic msans,” It should bs noted that the Frorsh delegaticn vas
“eforring not cnly to a pleblscits tut to any d-sonstration of opinlon on the
right of eslf-dstercioaticn., Before amy plsbiscite, there vaa o preparstory
atage vhen an acstive politicol mirmerity might resart Lo nen-de=soratic tectica,
for exompls, by terrorizing the pomulation or prectinisg a ind of blacksatl
againat 1t to coopol it to proclais a right wvhich wes not in accordamce vith
1ta rval vishaa,

The refarence in his draft rescluticn to Internationcl engagementa
wvas not Ir *odsd fo apply to the Saar, but to cares like thit of Germany
vhers resirictive memsurss wers gt{ll saforced for security reassca. Roferense
to thooe intsrnatiomal emgamezsnts would not, ne ecoe feared, create Intor-
cational diffieultiss becauss sither thooo ongogessnts were in conformity
with the Charter end there wes no objection to mentiening them, or olge they
wore not in conformity with tho Chartoer ard therefore could mot fipuwe ina
United Natlons dotument. There mipht be & guesticn of Intorprotation, but
there wvoe no cehigulty en the subetansa,

The Indian representative had stawmd that parapraph I of the
oporative part merely reiterated the teras of the article to bo inoluded in the
convenants and was therelore superflucus. It must be borne in nind, however,
that the Geméral Ascecbly misht adopt the recommendmtions before sdopting the
texts of the covenants ard even after the coverants had besn adopted, they would
still mot be lepgally enforcesbls, Horeover; éven aftor they had been ratified by
eertaln Hozber Stotes and had caoe Into force, thers would atill be States
whish bod not ratified them, In order to take mecount of thoos facts, tha
rocoemandations should kave & lagal basis of thelr cvm,. The repressntative of
Indis bad algo inaimted thet the Non-Self-Coverning Territoriss should axsreise

ftbo right
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the right of self-dotormination vhile the recomonded sftudien wore polng oo.
But & right oould be exsroised omly if 1t vore defined. On the other hand,

a Unitsd Nations dseision could mot impoos cbligations on States administering
Nem-Salf-Coverning Territories which weat beyord thooe prescribed in the
Chartsr, the mprezs lav of the United Fations.

It vas regrettable thot the Prench delegation bad introduced the
concept of minorities in ite draft resolution. In carrying out studles on the
right of pecples to self-determination in contradistinction to & mere statement
of that right, it wvas normal to otudy the relotionship between the right and
the protectiocs of minorities.

As the Chilean reprosentative hed obeerved, the Internstional Law
Cemmission's ngends wos very heavy and the French delegation had oot overlocked
that fect. It was Tor the Generol heseably, hovever, and pot for the Coomission
on Husan Rights, to decide vhat priority tbe Internotional Lav Cocmission
should glve to & study on the right of pecples to self-dstermination.

Teking account of the Chilean representative's cbeervation regarding
sub-paragraph 2 of paragraph II, be proposed that the wverds "ghould the occasion
arisc” be ioserted after the word “request™. He intended, morecver, to submit a
revised draft resslution.

Mr. NIS0T (Belglum) recalled thot his delegation's exendment
(2/cw.4/L.35) vas intented to ensure the universal application of the ripht of
peoples to self-determination in sccordence with the Charter. As the United
States representative bod pald she could not accept the axenczent, be vondered
whether the Indian refresentative would consent to alter the paragraph to toke
account of the Belgien emendsent, since paragraph (2) of the Indian draft
resclution (B/CM.4/L.26/Rev.1) also referred culy to States responsible for the
adzinistration of Non-Self-Soverning Territories.

Mr. BRACCO (Uruguay) would ycte for the Indlon draft rescluticn
(Efci.bfL.26/Re.1) and for the Egyption ssendment (E/CN.L/L.36). EHe would also

Jeupport the
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support the United States draft resclution [B/CN.4/L.32) but would have to
vote againat the Belglan asendment (E/CH.G/L.35). ae would vote for the Greek
emendment (EfCN.4/L.33) vhich was cospleted by the Egyptian smendment
(E/cH.b/L.35). Ee considered it pecessary to atate explicitly that the
elections or pleblecites would be organized under the ausplees of the Unlted
Wetlons. Io specific cases, there would perhaps be no need for the United
lietions to intervene, but it vas importent to lay dewn & general rule.

Mr. Brocco wvould be unable to vote for moot of the provisions of the
French droft resolution (EfCH.4/L.%). BSome of the expressions used, for
exasple the phrase "by descerntic peans™, were too vague and precision was
eppential 1 effect vere to be glven to the principle of sclf-determination of
peart . rregwer, the Internetional enpegesents mentioned in the draft
™t rwd L engopenents botveen certaln States and the Hoo-Self-Governing
Territories they adpinietered. To malntiin those enpagements would si=ply
mean to saintaln the status gua. The Uruguaysn representative could only
vote for sub-pareagrsph 3 of paragraph 11 because he Telt that the study UNESCO
vas requested to undertake night be very useful,

Hr. MORDZOV (Union of Soviet Soclaliot Republice), referring to the
thres main dreft recolutions befors the Coemisolen, submltted by the Unlted
States, France and Indis respectively, said that the United States draft
resolution (EfCH.4/L.32), for from bringing the Coemission nearer the goal
assigned it by the General Acsezbly, vas a beckward step in relation to the i
ptnge the Commission had reached when it adopted a very conecrste &rticle oo the:
right of peoples to eelf-Zetermination (EfCH.b/E63).

In the spirit ¢f the General Acsembly's resolution (AfL.102), the
article on the richt of self-determinstion of pecples sbould be closely
related to the recommendations the Commlesion bad been asked to maie. The
recommendations should set Torth sessures for the lmplesentaticn of the
principle defined in the wrtlcle. Certaln basic <lesents of the article
adopted by the Comaiseion, hovever, vere lacking in the Unlted States draft
readlutlon.

frirst,



i

Firot, thors was no refervace %0 the right o "all matiens” o
eelf-detercinatlon, protubly bacaans the Unitel Statos delepation had wvotsd
egrinst the inclusien of thooe words in the article adoptel by the Comnlsalon.
. That wno A cwrlous 137 to a%ide by the Cocmiosicn'o deaielon.

Cocezils, tho loited States dmit resolutiom dastreysl the elear
ualﬂu:um of *he =i~it of Aslf-determisation of reodlen propoosd by tha
Feyptien celamiticn asf ndoztel by ths Tocmiralcn, nazsly, thal svery pecple
had the right fresly to detersice its political, scomoole end sultural status,

Thirtly, ths provicioe om the right cf pooples to oovarelignty
over thelr muturnl riaousces propoosl by tie Chilscan dclegatics ond elopted by
the Cocicslon wmz 1iewies lgnored im the Unltel Statss dreft recoluotlen, once
sgain Profadly besrido tha Uhited Ctaten dalemgticn hed wolel o7 Inut It

Mtk puza obrious oaps, the United Jtates draft ryraclutlon was An
inritation to fonore 1l ths Comuisslon Fal nocizelinhod 53 for and 13
reitercts sd In"initm the prooml Frincizles of the Cherter without ever
deafining th-1

Thir =3 £330 ccvid be noticml in tis Pimach draft =esslution
(Efca.4/L.32) nzd 1ho Chile-n deleratlients eritizie= of it wan largely
Juntifisml, Faorlsa aepl-~i== to nrticral Qbernticn bed 110tde uce Jor psoudo-
pofantifie o*uifea o= 1al pabtletien cn v Li-woin teBles indvl sd in by
ernerta whe i mo hwel to tho frets. Ha .2 dared vhat 1sgad a3pseta of the
right ef pelf=dntecrismaticn of Faanleo the Inoesmatleonel “aw ves=ing!m rant
ptudy telfors thn prissiple wma plvaa alffect. A puenc mipht be de that France
snrtel a oLty of Shoee leml me=acts ef the Princiels tvhoch =~ w2 straining
the rala®iom. o mab=wpas'eun Fraues %2th 49 owlenne, & Lz deamuitution
of 1548 frameam o M0 L om the pemiloo A, rher o L4 wriewe ibe statue
of Aspegictad 34 o !"Lr'-!'l.l- Eoonsh Unon, Pl . ool it maatss Lo

Modagosear ar tle oao.esn Neb CTars vaee Jer tO LIS 0 o9, A amaliwlo
of the Poeritised of %0 5 0w WM ral v e el T T Murwih Orabitetlen
and the fset 10t "% 1 - et pmm ot Lm0 Tond vy tHa agtablishe

et of legicla: v sk s R L et TR 1S aebk rodo winad Ay of statua,
gl

fIn the
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In the caps of Tunie ond Morocco, serlisr toestiea alffirping thelr protactorats
status wers applicatle, not the 1945 Coootitutlen. Thes the Freach Unden did
not recosnize tas soversicnty of the States It cocprioed. The difficultisa
France wvao pow opssuntoring, which kad mored eleven Hazbor States to ask the
Security Cetnell to consider the gueotlon of Tunis, vers caus?l by rrerce'n
deaire to paintaln t:h-n atatur gun frdsiinitaly.

Ho lepal problea preratiad the Cocmionitn oo Hvman Highte oo enking
sppropriste recommmdatiane to glve effrct to ths prinelplo of the rlght of
gall=drtarcination of peoplre. Tho French dralt recslution coly coxplicated tha

Cominplonts vork to no jurpose and ahowld Yo rejoctsd.
0= the other kand, the Indl o draft resaolution (E/CH.4/L.26/Rov.1)

wight serve an o btania far a3 vo~fal dlesucsica, It wme deslgacd offsctively
to earsy out tho Coneral Lgsechiy's Instruciiozs Lo iks Cezeinsion to prepare
mmecc=eniatloro cz the i=flecenation of tho principla of tle =isht of oalf-
detorzinat’za of peoploo. Scos of the Froviclons I the Indisn draft wore
realiotic cr'; acbjsct to e for eltevations, 1t zlcht ecable the Cocmisalisn
to oocoesiinY itu tuek cnd drov up & bext worthy of subsicolen to the Capeml

Appetbly for appiovel.

Mr, SIS (Franca), ranlying to tho U55R reprcaontative, polinted out
that Mr, Morezevr eppeared to Mava pimmderctocd the position of the dAnsocinted
Biates of the Freneh icn. It wae not trun, i that wao whot Mr, Marmozor
hed reant, that only metropolitan Frascs wao ensownred o alect rorrosontatives
to tho lesglelotiyo orpgars. The cosfoaont parts of the Frepch Urlen slschied
their representatives to thods bodlas by wiliverssl cullmps.

Er bt ra® undesstsed the 350 perrementeticr's priticlsm af Lhe
gunal =fedesal n*ruthiee 28 *hm foeneh Unden. Fodereted Tistes wore not
unknavn In tha proscpti=day warld end tke Unden Af fevist Sscinlist RBepublics

wAs A Tofar exneile Al auzh a Stace,

/1o laml
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The lesal atuliea Intended o elucidats tho corcept of toe ripht of
self-tetoraination of pooples hawdly warranted tio eentempt witk whlch ks
USSR repreacntative would gees to want to treat thea, 1o Savlot Unien i1taelf
hod putliched sclontifle wvorks on o related sut Joct By o3 "iks natisnal
questlon” and the cuthor of thoss worka mpreared ts énjoy conelderable Termatioe

in thke UCER, f
ke CTAIFLG rezirded delegatfors that the tizs-3'mit for the subo’eaton

of draft recolutions expfrud at 3.37 pub. o &3 arril ard, aftsr consultlng
the Commisplon, he fized 09 ti=o-1imit for mtenirssls of pesn o o3 april.

adll ey { ox ct) roved tho adfousTnont ef 1230 costing.
Iho peties “ar sl orrownt was cdoored by 3% watsa to sare, with

% obatan*lonn,

T8 xprting rede a® 5.17 ro.

TJ"E 3.



