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Secrsterdat:  lMr, HUMTEREY ‘ Repressntative of the Secrstary-Gensral
Mr, IAD ) Secretaries of the Commission

Mioa KITOHEUN)

TRAFT INTERNATICNAL COVINAXNTS (I HUMAN EICHTS AND MEASURES OF IMPLEMEIFTATION:

PART III OF THE IRAFT COVEIANT TRAWN UE TY TEZ COMMISSION AT TS SEVENTH

~ SESSION (E/l%‘ra, Efcn /635 /04,5, ih/CNah/L-"}a, B/on.b/1.52, B/ow.4/1.57,
E/CH.4 /L. AL/Rev.1, E/CN.4/1,63, EfeN.4/1.1Ch, E/CN.4/L.105/Rev.1,

B/cN .4 /L.10A/Rev.1, B/CH.4/1.107, E/CH.4/1,108) (continued)

Article 30 (continued)

Mr. BCRATYNSKI (Poland) proposed, am an amendment to the United States
text (B/cw.b/L, t'*l/Ecv.l), the replacsxent of paragraph 2 of that text by
paragraph 1 of the orig'nael Polish amendmspt (E/CN. l,L/L.J.O"( ) and the inclusion
of a new parsgraph 4 to read as follows:

"4, The States Partiss to the Covepant undertake to ensure

the development of science and education in the interests of‘pr'ogress

and dsmocracy and of the maintenance of peace and co-operation

between peoples’.

That text substantively restated the USSR emendment (E/CN.%/L.52)
to the original erticle,

Mr. AZKOUL (Letanon), speaking on a point of order, warned the
Commiseion agninet the riactico of restoring parts of ariginal texts by moving
them as amendmento to amendments which constituted wholesale substitutions
of new texts for thope original texte.

The CEAIRMAN statsd that that risk was run by aiy representative who
Iropossd the wholessle substitution of a tsxt., If the United States had
subnitted amwendments to the partes of the original arlticle, the vestitution of
‘parte of that article would not have bsen permissible.

Mr. HOARE (Unitod Kingdom), epeaking on a point of order, noted that
the Commission had not had an opportunity to discuss the Yugoslav amendment
(E/CN.%/1,108), which bad been introduced Just befare the closure of the

debata,
| /The CEATRMAN
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The (HATRMAN stated thet the Yugodlav repmsantatiﬁa could introduce
his smendment briefly and that one other representa‘.tiv-e could speak against it.,

Mr. JEVREMOVIC (Yugoslavia) had nothing to ndd to his previous remarks
on his amendment.

. Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) comsidered that, although the idea contained
in the Yugoslev emendment had bmn referred to by some representatives as a
possible mitlgation of tlig USSR e.nd Uril,guaya.n_ texts, the concept of how sclence
vas to be applied was as Lisble to sbuse as the original concept of the limitatien
of the develcpment of scieﬁcé. Both those éoncépts vere contrary to the generscl
idea of the freedom cof sclence and were open to the Yugoslav repiesenta.tive's‘
own objectlons with regard to the pessibility Qf ebuse by dictators. He warned
the Commission egainst adOptinn a provision go dangerous to the eszential
principles of freedom, ‘

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the Franch amendment (E/CN 4/1. lOJ+ ) to the
United Stetes amondment (z/ow, 4 /1. 81/Rev 1),

The Franch smendment (E/C‘N /p,10h) was reJected hy T votes to 6, with,
L ebstentions.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the first Polish smendment to the
United States amendment, ta replace paragraph 2 of the latter text by paragraph 1
of the original Polish emendment (B/CN.4/L.107).
- The first Polish amendment wes_rejected by 1) votes te 6 with 1
: a.bstention.

, The CHATRMAN put to tha vote thé second Polish amenﬁment to the

United States amendment to add & new paragraph 4 to the latter text, | ’
~ The second Polish amendmen‘b wes rejected by 12 votes 1o b, withl -
. a.bsten'bion,

/The CHATRMAN
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The CEATRMAN put to the vote the United States amendment
(E/CN h/L.81/Rev,1) to the origin&l article 30, o Co

The United Sta‘bea amendment (E/0N,4/L. B] fRev.l) wae adopted by 1k votes
to none. with 3 absfentmns. '

The CELAJI%MAN thanked the representutive of UNEaCO for his eontribution
to the Commission's work and sgked him to transmi* the Comeission's thanks to
the Director-General of his orga.nization.

SABA (United Netionms Eaucmioml ‘Scientific and Cultyral
Organiza.tion) thanked the Chedrman for his tribute and said that he would
transmit the Commissmn s thapke to the Dwactor-ceneral of UNESCO.

Article 23 .

CHENG PAONAN (Chine,) in‘broduced his emendment (E/CN.4/L.5T) to
artlele 23 It vas obvious that food, ‘clothing and housing were the thres
most impor‘cant elements of everyday life; - though housing might be more
important and wrgent for the prpulations of industrislized countries , the need
for food and clothing came first in countries with a rural economy, and
espocially in under—developed countries, He therefore thought thet a reference
to food end clothing in article 23 would more. clearly express the aSpirationa of
the peoples of the world, '

"Mr. BOARE {United Kingdom) said that_luis reasons for moving hia |
amendment (E/0N.4/L.83) were formal rather then substantive and hoped that he
Wwould not be brought to task for being lesd concerned than other representatives
with the hcusiné prébiem bacause he had proposed the deletion ‘of‘the’artiqle. .
His érounda for doling bo were‘ to avold duplication, since the right to adequate
housing was imi)lied in ofhér urtiolea, such ag artizla 21 on conditiens of work,
Brtiele 24 on an adequate standard cf living and articla 25 on the highest
standar& of health obta.inable;' 4iridead ’ housing was referred to specifical;y
in the latter article. The saue duplication seemsd t¢ apply to the Chinese
raprasen’rative 8 proposal to include a reference te feod end clathing, whieh was

impliclt in articles 21 and o,

/Mr, MOROZOV
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M. MOROZOV (Union bf Bovish Bplblist Ropublics) could mot agree with
the United Kiﬁgdom reprssentative s arguments in favour of the deletion of
article 23, since the nrgans which had dealt with 'hho draft. covenant had agreed
that, in addition to general provisione ’ specifio refarence should also be made
~ to the most lmportant economic, social a.nd cultura.l rights. ' The housinp problam
T was generally. regardcd ag most ecute and it was therefore obvious that
internationel co-operation should bhe directed towards ensuring the implemen‘ba.tion
of the right to housing., He introduced his amendment (E/CN. 1l-/L 48), the
purpose of which was to provide for tha more realirtic protection of the right.
to adequate housing, - o

Mr. WHITIAM (Auatralia.) observed that, an the Secretariat red recalled
in paragraph 12k of document :E/CN l4-/‘3,61|r/Re-v 1, housing was recognized in the
Universal ‘Declaration as being ona elemsnt making up & person B sta.ndard of
1iving. The right to housing wes thus implicit in erticle 24 on adequate ..
~ stendards of living. Moreover, specific reference to housing was contained in
article 25 -~ He doubtad whather the housing problum vas of sufficiently .
permanent importance to’ wa.rrant ite men‘t:ion in a speoial artiola. Nevertheleas ’
he would be guided by “bhe Commissign ] opinion on the matter. _ ‘

Mrss V’EBGARA (Catholic Interna.tional Union for Soeial oervice) stated
“that her organiza‘tian was aspecially intareated in the formulation of economic,
roclel and eultural rights with reference to the femily, The covenant should
- contain explielt rocognitinn of the faet thet the economic ) gocial end ‘eultural
' rights of & human belng were likewise his rights as & member of the fa.mily and
R she therefore welcomed the referenoes to the family unit in article 21 end in

the French amendment to artiale 26. ‘

' ‘Tha fa.mily unit was espeoially concerned vith the serioua sooie.l,
economic and moral oonsequenoea of tha lack oi’ adequate housing. ' According 't:o :
the Unlted I\'ta.tions Preliminary Report on ‘the World Sociul oitua.tion, 150 million
families in undar-—developad coun'hries and 30 million families in industrially
developad countries required mors a.dequata housing. )

/T recogaizing
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In recognizing those rights, the State could nob assume the _
responsibilities of the family, but could create conditions in which the family
could fulfil its duties and enjoy its rights as the best and most natural
environment for the most advantageous develcpuent of the individual.

drg. RCOSIVZILT (united Sbates of America) was in favour of retaining
article 23, since housing was an essential element of standards of living.
fhe could not support the USSR amencment (E/CN.%/L.48), because the obligations
it imposed on Gtates were alrealy provided for in article 1 of the coverant.
imphasie on legislation in recapect of housing would render the article
unscceptable to countries such as har cwn, where private enterprise was
employed on many construction projects » although considerable government;
agsistance had alsn been provided,

Mr. KOVALENIO (Ukronien Soviet fiocialist Republic) could mot agree
that article 23 should be delc: d, especislly since the United Kingdom
representative had based his erguments on the assertion that housing was ;
implicitly referred to in other articles. The Commission had not yet dealt
with articles 24 and 2%, and it was posoible that those \texts might be
substantially amended, In view of the imporbance of the right to adequate
housing, it would be preferable to adopt erticle 23 and, if necesesary, delete -
the reference to housing from article 25.

Be would vote for the USSR amendment (E/CN.4/L.48), since the
proposed amplification did not refer to the obligations of States, but to the
ninimum requirements in that connexion. The United States objection to ihe
emphaeis on legislation was unfounded, since legislation was essentizl in many

countries for the provision of various elements of housing.

Mr. BORATYNSKI (Poland) said thut tie avticle was a good ome, so far
88 1t went, but 1t would hardly be welcomed by a slum dweller, It vas all very
well for the State to recognize the right %o adequate housing, but it must be
‘bound to go further and take practical cteps to provide that housing. Under the

Covenant only the State could assume such obligations, because 1t wag a treaty
to which States, not individuals, would be parties. The USSR amendment
(2/CN.4/1.48) supplied an essential complement. Its wording wes very broad;

the phrase "all necessary measures” did not imply only the bullding of houses
/put such
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but such measures as cubsidies, "bd:: exemptions, loans and the provision of the

requisite materials on favourable téxms; Hs could not agres that no specific
obligation, was required becauﬂe drtidle ’L, paragraph] covered article 23.

Mrs. IELTA (India) could nob ag_;ree with the United Kingdom represens
tative tmt the right to howsing was implicl"bly stated in ertlicles 21, 2k and
25, In article 25 houging was included cnly as one of the measures to protect
health, not as a gpecific right. Food, olothing and shelter being among the
primary nseds of man, adequate housing wes one of the fundamental xighte. Ohe
| d1ld not agree with the Polish rnprassntative *y contention that the slum dweller
would obtain no satisfactl on, because article 1 Btated that each State Party
undertook to take steps, so that somethinp would in fact be dome, although ths
right would not heve to be fully ‘evnfm ced lmmediately, She would therefare
support the original text. | -

Mr, SANTA CRUZ (Chile) opposed the United Kingdom proposal that the
article should be deleted. The right to adequats housing was cne of the moat
important ri ghta, empecially foar the wwking clags. The General Assembly at
its sixth session had expressly recognized that fact in resolution 537 (VI), in
whmh it had requested ths Economlc and Social Councll s Inter alia, to give
urgsnt attention to practlcal neasures to assist gmrernments in increasing
a.vailable ‘housing faollitiss. The preamblq, adopted unanimously, bad laid
stress on the evils likely to result from the shartage of housing. He would
therefore suppart the USSR amendment"(E_/CN .h/L,.hB)‘, because 1f there was any
instance in which the State must teke immediate actlon, 1t was in connexion with
adaquata housinﬁg. Article l was 1nadequa‘be in that particular case, gincs the
Btate should begin to take steps imnediataly The Uni‘oed States repregentative's
criticiem vas ine.ppropriate, because under article 1 there was no guarantes of
the right, merely a statemsnt that neceapary steps should be taken. That
representative had gons on to argue that the State's rols should not be over=
emphaaized but housing was & fisld in which the State and the commnity had 8

- Bpacial respcmsibility to solve a problem af‘fecting physical and moral welfare,
particularly in the under=developed countries. General Assembly rasolutim
537 (VI) oamtained a number of suggestione for practical measures to be talken
by organs of the United natiom, including reglonal vodies, 'by specializaed

/agencies
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agencies and by non-governmental orgenizations. The USSR amendment in no way
stipulated that the povermments must themselves undertake to build houses --
although, 1in practice, many movernments did so -- but merely that they must
pupply ouck osslictance as that outlined in the Assembly resclutiion and by the
Polish reprecentntive. The eircumstances warrarted the inclusion of a specific
obligaticn in that rarticilar article.

Mr. BRACCO (Urugeey) esid that his delegation believed that article
23, like all the other articles, showld ambody s guarantee that the State would
be responsible for cnouring the exinymept of the right, either by leglslation or
by other mensurec, That bad been done fTor meny years in his country with
regerd to housing. He would surport the USSR cmendment., True, the phrase
'a dvelling conslotent with lumep Gigoity™ wee scmewbel vague; but "adequate
housing” in the criginal text wos aleo mok very precise.  fither phrase,
hovever, expressed in general terms what his deiegation would wish to see 1in

the articln,

Mr. JUVIGEY (France) soid that it cculd be srgued ad infinitwnm
vhether housing was er was not included in the notion of a decent living or sn |
adequate standard of living menticned in articlee 21 apd £k, Whether it was or
not might well depend on conditions which varied from country to country, such
a8 the demographic yrepsure and the pupply of materials available., It would
be wiser, therefore, to gtate the right in a separate article. He agreed with
the United Stetes repreccutative that article 1 covered article 23, and he could
5¢e no reacon for the addition of a specific ndligation such as that proposed by
the USHR delegetion. A specific obligation would destroy the whole balance of
the covenant, hecause 1t would 4mply thet a State Party would not be sble to
decide for iteelf to which rights it shouwld pive redority within 1ts aveilable
resources, but would have to devote all 1ic res.urces imwedistely to the
Provision of adequate housing. Turtheimore, tue empbasis ought not to be
Placed solely on the remponsibility of the State, since that would exclude the
responpibllity of communlties and of private enterprise,

/Mr. HOARE
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Mr, HOARE (United. Kingd.oun) aclmtmlédged. $he difficulty of trying to
take into account an article not yet under discussion at a time when the
Commission was examining only e.rticle 23, He still thought that the right
- to adequate housing was implicit in the wording of article 2, put, to neet
the Ukrainian represen’oatlve's o‘b.jec bion, he would ‘be quite prepared to acoept
the inaer’oion of the words " including an adequate standard of housing" after the
word "1living" in article 24, Tiat would also dispel the French represen‘bative’s
doubtes whether housing ves really :implied. in the phrase "adeq,udte standard of
living", The Indian representative had heen quite correct in saying that
adequate housing was not stated ms & righ‘h pat merely a8 & measure, in article 5.
She had mot however dealt with nis argunent beged on article 2. '

The Chinese amendment (F/CH. JL.5T) gave rise to a difficulty in loglc,
IT housing was included n the concept of a atandarcl of living, food would also
. be included; but if housing was pot included, the Chinese amendment would
_ lcgi_cally have to be accepted. Yo, for & ruber of other reasons, he did not
- want to accept it, The diaadmntage of the USSR smendment (E/CN.L4/L.L8) was
that, by stating a specific ;a‘le.ga tion ratheyr than hy leaving the article to be
governéd 'by article 1, it meant thnt the nedesa_e.ry mesSUres to ensure 's.deciue#te
‘housing would bave to be taken before ratification, since the article would coms
~into force i‘xmediateiylaftermrds; ‘Ye”t., moet countries in exlsting olrcumstances
could not possibly Fulfil that condlitiom, That was why it wes wiser that the
1imitations in article 1 mhould apply. He did not contest the importance of
leglelation, but, as his own country's experience showed, it was possible to have
B,ll the requisite lagial&tion on the gtatute 'boolcs ut still, lack adeq_ua.te housing,
owi.ng to the shortage of labour and mteriala. He a,greed with the Urugueyan
' representwive that the term "adequa.te housing" wBE wmgue, btut 1t was atb least
broadex than “a dwel;ing ooneiatent with human dignity”

My, WAEEED (Pakie“bs.n) pald thet the Pakistani delegation had voted for
the original text of’ article 23 a% the previous eession, but had come to the
conclus;lon thet 1t was redundant, in view of ‘the Australian representative’s
reforence to the part played by the gpeclalized agencies and of the Unilted Kingdcr
ra};resentativéﬂa arguments a‘bouﬁ‘ari:iole‘ 2k,  He would, however, not vote against

/e.:éticle 23
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article 23, becauso he appreciated the noed to state the right specifically end
wisked it to be in the covemant, but he weloomsd the United Kingdom representa=
tive's auggentivn of an ingartion in article 24, He was not in favour of the
USSR amondment, because article 1 yrovided the necossery safeguards against an
cbligation to enforco the right imusdistely, en culig@tion which his country
could not undertake,

Mr. AZKGIL (Lebanon) argued tiat axticles 20, 21 and 22 sovered the
pasic needs of theo individual and artiole 23 oompletod them, The right to
adequete housing diffored somevhat from the right to vork, to decent conditions
of work and te assistance when wiblo to work, because housing did not depend
8o much on the effort of individusls es an offurt by the commmity; & man might
te able to afford adeoquate housimg but ve wable to find It, Thus, a specific
rention of that right weas neossseyy, FPmrthsrmore, the statement of thet right
should bhe retalned in & separate nrticls ratber than be included In article 2k,
becouse articles 20, 21, 22 and 23 would be a selfwcuntained vhole, covering life,
elothing snd }cmim , end article 24 would then cover sll those other needs, the
eatiafnction of which went to rske up an adequate standard of living. If the
right to housing was included in article 2l, 1% would limit ite scope to the
pinimun izmedinte needs, -

Ee could not aoccept the USSR amendment. Trﬁa; a reference to specific
measures might be varrentod in some articles, such as article 20, but that
amendment did not specify a pattioular obligation or a direct immedinte obligation
whish shouldnot be subject to the Limitations in article 1. To include it might
glve the impression txat the State would not be bound by article 1 in that -
instance, Furtbermors, it iwslusion would give rise to the obJection sta.ted.
by the French representative: 1t would compel States to glve priority to
adeguate housing. Unloss, too, artlzle 23 1as e jec b to article 1, States
would rave to undertake to provide adoguthe ninill Ingodiately, which they
certminly could mot. Article 1 used the w.:d "rrogressively", which might seen
to permit too great a delay, but hils delegntivn interpreted 'bhat word to mean
more and more fully==-an interjretation with which, admittedly, soue delegatlons
814 not agroe, Thus, if article 23 wes linked with articlo 1, 1t would meen
that ndequate housing wouwld be eupplied lmmedistely in so far as the awilsble

[rescurces
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- resources permitted. The phrase "a tiwellinc consistent with human di.r'nity
. was certainly narrower than thé phraae aderuate ‘housing", as the former
| implj,ed. .only g dwelli ng Just 'bebter ‘ohan 'bhat fit for a beast,

M, MoRozm'f (Union of Sovie*l; Sootalist Republics) sald that plesding
a caude oo hard‘défeaﬁe’d ite ovn pur]ioée-' he therefore merely thanked delega-
t1ons which had supported the USSR amendment (D/CN 4/1..48) end hoped thut the
Commission would accep’o 1t,

Iur. OHLNG PAONAN (Cb.ina) reoa.lled, tha.t fhe FAQ had expressed the
oplnion (L‘/ON 1L/655/Aac1 3) thet ‘the covene.nt 414 not adequately protoct the
rights of cu1 tivators, xcrhl'l.e at 'l:he sene time expressing some doubt vhether

v provisions to safeguard thoss v, «h’cs could be cffectivelv included In the
_ covenant as 1t stood., The Chinese amendment (B/om. 4/L.57) vould go at leest
,:pa;r‘t of' the way towards protectln hose rie,‘nts. TP article 23 were elimnated
&l‘bogethar, he would be saUEf* ed Lha'b focxd and mothing were subsumed under
" the “adequate standard of living mtantmned in article 2k, If, however ,
art ’Lcle 23 were ma:nmﬂned, i’c.s specific referenoe ta adequate housing could
“'be underatood only &g & partial definitton of an adequate standard of Lving,
and the woras “food clothing and" ‘before “aﬁequa’ce housing" must be msorted
4o complete tha’c de:f‘initlon. In many parts of the world, there was shortego
of food end clothing, vhich wera sasential for swrvival, let alone an adequete
standard of. 'Jiv:mg. Fe had phramed his araend.mem in the simplest possi‘b]e o
terms, 80 that 1t would be acceptable. to everyone, and he wag rather surpriserl
" that ‘representatives of u,ynder~d.aveloped‘ countries, which were in the main
_:a,gi'icultural and in vhich the problém of food and clothing was -parﬁicularlv
-a.cu"ba ) had fal led to support his amendment If article 23 were malntained :
the Commlssion, in all logie, could no’c refuae To 5nclucle in it a mention of
-hhose two eesentials.

, The CHAIRMAN stated thé‘b thei* were three amendinents to 'arbio“le ?3"’

the USSR amendment II/QU 1+/L 48), the Chinese amendment (D/CN lL/L 57) and the
United Kingdom amendment (m/cn lL/L.B'%  As the Unﬂited Fingdom text proposed
~ the deletion of the whole article, it coizlci not préperly,be“rega;i'ded, a8 an
-emalldm‘?,nt. for two reesonss. | I g

/1. Yoting
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1. Voting on tho dsleticn of an onbire proposal was wnfeir becsuse it
alloved the menber who had moved deletion to vote on his motion twice: once in
favour of delotion, and n sooond time ageinst the troposal as & yvholo; and

4.  HWhile the xules of procedure gay s no definite guidsnce with regard
+o total dalotion, rule €0 stated: “A motion is considered an amendment to &
proposal if it adis to, deletes from or revises that proposal', and as deletion
of an entire text was certainly not ths seme as delstion from a text, it was not
an armondment,

He therefore ruled that the United Kingdom proposal, ss contained in
documont E/CH.1/1.63, to delete article 23 was out of order &g an amendment to
that article and could not be put to the vote as such,

Mr, HOAKE (United Kingdom) thought that, on the 'contrary, & double vote
on article 23 ws desirable, since the vobte on the deletion would serve to test
- the Comission’s visv on whother or not there ¥=s duplication between article 23
and artlcle 2k, which should be strengbhened, Memburs could have voted for
deletion to indionte that there was ouch duplication, and coﬁl_.d then have voted
for the srticle st the end, Under the Chairmanls ruling, he himself would bave
no option but to vote againot the article, in order to be consigtent with his
amendzment; he would othorwise have voted for delotion snd abstained in the
vote on the article. The Chairmen's ruling, therefore, did not prorvide tie
best way possitle to ascertain the true view of the Commission on the United
Kipgdom amendment, |

The CEAIRWMAN pointed out that the United Kingdom had sutmitted no formal
Amondnent to reinforee or clarify article 2h. Secordly, the decision with regard
to wnt wao the fairect prosedurs was in such cages left to the Chairman whose
Taling cewld, of oourse, be challenged, Ieostlr, tho United Kinglom hed not
&answorel the argument tased on the rmles of purelire.

Mr., SANTA CRUZ (Chile) agreed tiat the Chairman’a ruling would be
entirely proper in the case of indepsndent proposald such as resolubions.
Article 23 was , however, pert of a larger whole - the covemant on economic,
800iaL And sultuyel rights -- And it was only to fmcilitate depate thst the
Commission tresbed esch articls as en indsperdent text, Fe therefore thought
that the United Kinglom mmeniment was in order, since 1t proposed the deletion
Of one small part of the covenant.

JAZMI Bey
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£IMT Bey (Bgypt) egreed wibh the Chilean representative. The
General Assembly, in its resolution 51J-J+ ( I), had instructed the Commission _
'to revlse “the covc.nant revmlon qu:.te obviously meant tha.t new artlcles (
could be introduoed. and exlstlng articles could be ellminated. It might be
es to pos‘bpone dwcussmn of the important prooedural point involved in
' iorder to al.l.ow the Chalrman time for further considerati ons.

The cmmm mammmea hig ruling that document L/CN b/L. 85, which
the United mnr*dom delebamoﬁ Mfaelf hed entitlcd "draft amendment to
~ article 23" was out of ord.ﬁ:'rim an smgndment to that article.

| *11; FOARE (Umted Ki,ngdom) remarl:ed that in that cage his
introduction of the amendment and the whole de'ba’ce on it had been equally

| out of order, and there was no posaﬁ bility of ever movmg the deletion of en
article, Furthermore y on 8 prevmu,za ocr:a.smon “the Chairman had based his

__(18(:1610"1 not on the title, but on the nature of a document. The same procedure

bahould be followed m the preuem‘ CROG.

Mr. NI o'r (Belgnm) said tha.t if document L/CN u/L 83 Was out of_
morder as an amendment, it was surely in orcler as e.n independent proposal
- the ;proposal to dele‘ce article 23,a nd could be pub to the vote as such.‘

The CHAIRMAN replled 'bhat the Belgi an representative had ralsed a
very su‘btle point, which he would like to ponder ’ el’chough he ‘believed that
the Legal Department, whom he had consulted, would not agree with the
. ;‘-B'elgian represen&tative., '

_ _ Mr.. BRACCO (Uruguay) onuirel;y agreed with the Chairman's ruling, .
and would vote for.dt; in order to end the procedural discussion, however 1
he challenged that ruling. ‘

_ AZMI Bey {(Egyph). pointed out that the whole matter reguired more '
thought; he therefore moved the adjournmént of the meeting., _
' The motion for. adjournment wag adopted by 10 votes to L4, with.h

1a.bstentiona. R T S F I IRV
L L . -The meeting rose at. 5,,40 Dalls. -
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