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Mr •. MOROZOV (Union of Soviet. Soo.1alis.t. Rep1.lbl1cs). 'ttTi~hed to explain 

hie coUntey•a position on the r:ieht t~ eelf~d-~term:lnation. The national problem 

had been successfully eo:lved in the u~:SR, VThf're e.:g. races' na.tionali ties, peoples 

and tribes enjoyed full eoualit.;y' of a.ll rtghta,· includiil$ the right of s.elf- . 

d.eterm.+nation, and had been deve1opir:(! their ovm econolJl,Y and culture in enM.re 

freedom and vith the gen?rcue and dislnte1·eeted assistance of the USSR. 

The right to self-determ:lnat:!.on vras gt.1aro.nteed by the USSR Constitu~ 

t1on, Article 123 of which not only accorded full equality of right£3 to USSR 

o:ttizena, 1rrespe6tive of their nationality or race, but ·.ode any d1scr1min('}.tion 

on those grounds, ns 1vell as any advocacy of re.cial or nat: ::1al exclusiveness or 

hatred and contempt, punishable by lavr, while Arti?le 17 reserved to every Union 

Republic the right freely to eec~de from the USSR. 

Havjng eliminated the Jlroblem tn their own midst, the peoples cf the 

USSR had always viewed trith greo.t s;,·mr)athy all attempts to_ solve it elsewhere. 

The USSR had steadfastly supported all :peoples fighting for the:tr national inde­

pendence and sovereienty. To c:li:e b:~t o. fe"' example.s, :i.n the Security Covncil 

the USSR re:presentaMve :!n 1946 hed suppo:rtecl the request of Syria and Lebanon 

t'or. the evacuation of f'oreign troops from their ter:ritory, e.nd :in 191n a similar 

. request by E~J?t; and within the ctll':t•ent month the USSR representative had 

stated that the Security Council could ~ot iencre the. representatives of .over 

600 million peo:ple ";-ho held that the Tunisi('n question represented .a threat to 

peace and should be considered by the Security Council. 

The opposition sho"Wn on the last-mentioned oco.a~ton by the United 

States, the United Kingdom, France and a fev other oo'Ulltriee had not been for­

tuitous. Those were the same States vrh:tch had opposed the wording "All :peoples 

shall have the right to self ... deterrn.:!.nation", finally adopted by the General 

Assembly in its resolution 545 (VI) • 

The general debate in the Commies ion had eo far .rlevoloped slovrly and 

hesitantly 1 as though representatives hacl been um-rilling to :Jpeak their mind. 

The Belgian representative's a:pe~ch had been very cautious; he had confined 

himself. to asking five queetiona, ond it was to be hoped that in the end he would 

nnewer them himself. Since, ho•:ever, in the General Aesembly the Belgian .dele-

gation had voted against the sentence just quoted, it w~ d:tff:!oult to escape 

the conclusion that the Belgian representative had been engaging in legal casu­

istries for the purpose of creating confusion and disguising his true attitude. 

jThe United Kingdom 



The United KiP.gdq!l}.~~t;e:r:rb:rt.~.ve. hp.d, bF'r·n sr;mc~>'hE'.t. le:Js cavt:~ous: 
• ' •• ' : ' .• - ~. - !. .' ... : • ' • . • 

he had 1nd1c.a-t;.ed. ~pat the. for.rnu.;ta, .. ~c:o;'tc~ by _the C'7C'ne':"al 1 ~G:r..l;l;r o:tl;r nppllod 

o.n o?ligation alrea4J'. und.erta.ken by tftP ~:totes slpnC~.to:r:ic;:; ' the Charter. 

'l'hie r~.atrictiye inter.J?:reta.t~_on was pln:~:U;r .the positio\1 of. a colonial Pe>1mr 

and. required no comment. The Gene.r:J ),:wembly, :tn ado,t:inr; tho.t for~ule, had 
'I 

r1os~ .. ccrt~inly giyen it an al:t;ogetl'].er d.:fferent n:oo.nin,r::. It 'l"::o worthy of 

note .. tha~, in the conception. of the UnitAd Kingd.om. representative, there ·,m.s 

a great difference betw~en reyognit:lon of the ric..ht to self-deterrrinQ.tlon ancl 

__ the .asatm::ption by.a State o:f the o_blir~at:!.on to im.rlemcnt that r:.::;ht. 

The Gre_ek repre.sentative had. a:pp0~ed to confound scl.f-determinatio:l 

with aelf~gove:rn:r:rumt. 

an attem:pt to cor..fuse •. 

At best, that wns the.result of a conf'usion; <:it ·.vorcJt) 

. . The F:r;:eno}l :repr~e.entati~ had hod recourse to an argt:..c't.ent freouentl~r 

used by colonial Powers to de:t'eat nwasurcs which mJcht free the pr:oples vnd.er 

thei:r domination: that the adoption of the elementa..ry article on the ri,sht to 

self:..determi,nation outlined by .the Gemn.-.~~ll.ssembly vculcl make tho ratificr1tion 

o:f. the Q,ovenant o~ humap ri~t~ more cL~fficult. The use of EPJ.8h GrSUJnonta vr;::s 
. . ' . - . 

in itself .;.n :lnd.ic~t1on that there _we.:oe no real arc1x·,l0ntn r,o be :put for\·rerd. 

In_ fact·, if the ~e-presentatives who :tnv0:·:ecl legal d.Hfi.cnltJ es IW't.lld sqy out-
. .•· . ·. - ,. ' 

right that ~hey opposed the l';'ecognit:lon of the rir·:1t cf 1;GGJ1les to sPJ.f-deter-

mnat1on, the iasu~ would.be cl~ar~r 

that. very reason that they sought to 

:principle put into effect. 

;:_:..nd r:ucl1 eas 1. 0r to G -·- tJ..e • 

Gow;·;al their u.md.ll.L!' .. 'Cf1S to see the 

The French representative he.d. also spoken of a 1xtlonce to be nrd.n-
, • • -~ - • ' < ,. • 

ta.:tned between the aapirationa of. sinrle.rrouns and the r::enera1 :i.nterest.. The 
' ·'' •• • • • '. • !f . ' ~ 

:recent events in Tunis ahovred all too clen:r.l;r 1rhat the l.i'rennh Govcrn."llent 1 a con-

ception of such a balance waa. 
' .•.' .. , 

. ~.q.e Fr.ench repr9aentat1ve also ~Ct;?pe:a.red to ce mo!'e oac:;r to f'ormu1ato 

the_ !'e!iJtr1ctions to the right of self'-<1eternina.tion than he vas to seo the 
. . . ' :· ··, .. . 

_.r:!c;ht .itself' :proclaimed.. It was also o:::rparent that he did. not think that 

tho riGht to aelf"-det,e~n.ation oould b-:- dealt with on the came lov.el e.:> the . . . 

ether rights witll w:Pich the Coi!ltlission h:v: ~o deal. Th:l~ FD.s ehn'.'TI by hj s 

statemeli:t that the probl~m was not ~me lvhlch fell ".r1th:in tpP prcv'ince of the 

Cor.-:mj!=Jsionta -vror~. 

/

•• H • l'lT, .:·JOr>'.:'ZCV 
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f.ir. I-1orozov rJeclored thct hs bc'1. rJ(Ji ·,: _l.sl:~:3cl to '"'GO in polemJcs; 

h:s ob,iect hart beon to chmv that the vorlons objoct:.ons and. :lifficulVLes raised. 

in the general debnce had beon at.tom:pts to :.:-rcvent the Cor:;.r::;.osicn f:ro:r. c~;.:rryln;::: 

out the n:a.ndate of the Genern.l Aos:;rabJ.,y. Ec hoiJed that he hc.:1 there by 

accompUshed a uoef'Jl funct:i.on nncl lvul clt:a::'ccl t1:o ·;;ay for the Co:nmission1 o vJOrY.. 

He then :introd.ncei the USSL draft resolution rela.ting to the 

insertion in the draft ccven.ants of an artic::..e conccrnJng interr.a.tional respect 

for the self-:J.eterm:lt:'e.i:.ion ()f peorlos (.E /c:r .1~ /1. :)1). 

The firot sentence of the drCLi't ::esolution ~.vas phrased somewhat 

differently from t~1~':J oJntenco arlo;:1tecl by the General Assembly 1 in that it 

e:;::,olw of "every peofle and eYery neUc;1". 'I'he reaflon 1-:as that the Gene~·al 

Assem'bly 1tself lo...sd used that more rrcecise and moro comprohenalve :fcrm1-:la. 

Not only resolution 1:21 D (V), bnt also resoJx.t.1.on 545 (VI) itself in th:;:·ee 

d:lfferent pla,;es -- tho first anc1. sec::r;,~ T.:;.rr.i;_::carhs of tho prearr~l>ls and 

paragraph 1 ci' the or,::::"a.tive J.)O,rt. rcfc:.cred to ''f;eoplc3 and n~'>.tions". Only 

in the sentence ''ilich uas to be r;a.rt of the art :cle on t:1e r.l.c;ht to self­

d.eterminetion had the' ·..rord "nat~lons 11 u. l san.or.1·er'1; th::; UJSH delee:,atior. p:~·opoee(l 

that H. ohould be resto:c·e(l. 

Tho seconi :parag1-aph of thr u::m: cb:afi., resolu·'·' on '!t7aJ c. rephrasing 

of the :r;:o.esage contained. Jn ve:ra,:):·nrh l of the General A; . ,·.J'bly r"lsolution, 

and stated a principle for which t~v~ l.lf·'S'~: hc:.d. fought for tL.l.J years. Unless 

that principle wore adopted, tho recccr." tion of the r:ight to self"rleter·mi.na.t].on 

woulCl. remain an ~Jmpt;y phrase. :':n non- eelf-c;ovorn.ing te:crj tories therEJ i·la3 

nothi.r.{~ remotely resembling concern for tho deyolo:::m:.ent of self-deterr:1i nation. 

The nff \.cia.l clocuments o:f tho Un1 teil. Nations alor.e \·1ould. rrov:ido mere than 

ad.0quate material -- which he •'ouH bo ha.~nw to cite :if the noccl arcco -- to 

demonstrate that fact and. to IJrove that the ll8.8oage "'~s acutel,y neeck~d.. 

r.l'he last pe.racraph of the draft :resolution uo.s ogually ncceJsa:ry. 

Lack of educational facilities hB.d held back the cultural development of ll:Elny 

r:.z:-,oples and had thus pootponocl the t:irne ,,•hen they rn.Jght be ready to exercise 

the rjsht of self-deterr.r.tne.Uon and to decide their mm fate. 

of mater:l.al was avalle.blc on that point as well. 

A great deal 

The USSR rlclegatlon r~·orosed the draft reaolution as l?n erticle to 

bo included in both coven':lnts. 

/Ilc emphas.:zecl 



IT7: e::n1!b1.:d zed that the 8/~.::.pt:i::m ,>f that article would bE: irupcrtant not 

onl.'r to the pe0r;le~; \.JlH-:: :nir)::.t be' th:.<>:> E:nablec'i to exerc:LDE:: the right t:::. sel:f'-

determinati0n, b1;t aloe. to those 1.:ho harl hitherto ckm.inated. them. No people 

c0uld be truly fi·r,e that bel,_; ~mother in sub,je~tion • The time ha'1 come for 

. rmd. to rr:~alize thHt the world vlaB no lcnc;er divided l1e·sween a master race :md. 

all the rest. 

Another most important :coint war; that tbe article on the right to 

;:;elf-determination, if adopted, w::uld Dc)t st<::.r.cl 8.lone. The draft covenant 

contained a number of prrwisicmJ 'Jl~i-:::~l \;cul<.l ccmplerr.cn: ::. t, such as articles 1 

:li tion, the USSR 

clelec;acio~'1 vould pr-op.Jse ~=J.rtL::les ·~'!t:c>ling 11:Lth partic:Lpaticn in the government 

.:•f the State and vrith the prohi'oiticn cf fl3.,;cL3t or nazi propacancla, ·.vhich would 

sPSeguarcl the rights of 13.11 :;;:eo:plen and :-'ationali'c.ie;:;. If thoue articles were 

13.dopted, all the relever.t pr:vi~j:rQ tak~n tcgether V78Uld con3titute a serious 

:proc;rarr.me wt.ich, if scru:pulc1.:oly a<~Lt::l c. J t:::·, 1-:ould ·::n .. mre a full illiplementaion 

I,:r. NI::~O'l' (BPl,;ium) n:_'ted tllu.t tile :_r;-;sR repre:Jentative reproachecl hlm 

for ta··rin,; raised certain c;_uectic::o nLG. drm·m attention to certain problem::;. 

Th-2 U0SR representative >vas a];>pc..r:::ntly above all c.fraid that the exact 

sigr.ificance of the rit~ht o:L' 0eJ f-dete:c:;L:1.nation might be defined, thus putting r:m 

t:nrl to arbitrary 11r.d oppd·tuni.3t interpretatirJns. He asked wl1ether the 

Soviet Union's concept of self -deter;u.j e~1tion 1ms shared by the :p•::oples of 

:t:stc)!lia, Lithuania, L3.tv'"ia, Pclo.r.d, :!c.r:lt~::.:::.u. o.ncl Czecbz:.clovakia. 

principle of self-determ.ination vir:~ no lcD.'/-1" in (:c·'ec: tion, siDce the General 

i~.sserrbly resolution hac clearly r' ~:,,lcr:~d it a res "" j:~:2:~. '·. 

cf the article to be inclurlc;d :;_~; t,b? ccc,rcnaC\·t.; wan r:.; lc:· 

~be first sentence 

open to discussion; 

/ -r)ar*· 
.£' " 
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,art of the resolution, w-hich stipulated that all 3tntes1 inclurling those 

having reopo:J.sibility for the o.dmiEistration of r.on .. r.elf-govern:tng territnri~e, 

should promote the rcaJizntion of that right or.d that States responnible for 

the administration of such territories ::Jhoul·-1 prr;m'lte the realization of the 

right in those tc;::-ritories, 

Stateo coulcl promote self-d.e"Germi1:atio:c. in two ways. The fi::.·st i;ay 

wae to take positive measures, and the SP.co~d was to avoid recourse t0 

manoeuvres calculated to frustrat~ the princi~le of the right of people3 to 

eelf .. determination, as was stated in paragraph 2 of the Assembly resolution. 

The type of implementation that would. satisfy both reQUirements >ma the legall.y­

·organized expreso'i.on of the people 1 s will by means of a plebioctte. 

The Belgian reprenentative in the Thir'.l Con::'ni"'.jtee had cloubted. 

whether a plebiscite was enough to ju3tify the transfer of a po~ulationa It 

tnisht be possible, however, to arrc..nr:e for st:ch plebiscites under Unitecl Nations 

eurervision, perhaps und.er that ':>f the Tl'uno-.;cesh1p Cou:-.ci1. Horeover, 3Uch 

-plebisci tee had to be organized in nuch a ma:-_ne::: thc.t peoples shoul:l know that 

they were approaching self-determination. That Eisht be achieved by references 

to the progress of self-determination in reportG of visiting misnions to the 

Trusteeship Council. That measure would e~cblc the United Nations, the missions, 

an& the populationa to 1..evine a method of organizin.s plebiscitefl. 

Thus the three mnin elr:rr,c::nts govering the rir:;ht to self-cleterminatiot~. 

were the initial pi•inciple, the prordse of a plebiscite, and pericdic repc:.ts 

on the progrssa of self~detcrmino.tiljn i:: non· L;elf-1;0\rern.ing terri tl')riee. In 

the light nf thoec coneiC.erations he oucsesterl that the article t('l ce ins~rted 

in th~ ~ov~nant should rear. a.r:t follows: 

, All people a ~hall have t!le right of Relf-detern:inati·Jn. 

"Th~ population of n:)n-Helf-governing territorien shall bo. 

siven an opportunity to express it;1 free will an t0 the for:;1 c-:f 

government it desire8 to have by vro.y of a :plebi:scite orga::;.h;el by 

the aJ.1ainictro.tion of nuah terri toriee 'l4"':.ier tl:e !lUJlervisio:..: of 

~~ organ of the united Natio~a-

/"stnte!! which 



"F;_t·t t·:::1 ivl".;ch h:J.'!'' 1·es:ir'JT1s:ib t ltty for the .c:J.dministra t.i on of 

non-s 0 ll'-,~;-,v.c;rn.Lnr, tr:·r.c:t l~or:Les 3h·Lll rcrort pr)riodically to tho 

'l'l''j"'i',·.,·.r. 1 r·I··o '""'lncil o:f' t·t .. ,-, TT·r··''··rl TJ,i·t:i""rJ"' "''··o·rit tJ:,.-. Jii'O''Y'P'"'"' "····•de 1..o v ... u.l~ ..... ·-'...-\. -· •. ...lL." ._ J.J ~,. ~ ... , ....... _ ...... ,..J L.yL .. ...(;;- ... l.~~- -w•' .. _ ... ~ 

in tL·~ r•:::tl:ization of the princ~J>l8 of' srlf .. detel'l'li.n'ltion in 

F'lc1 tioLl to tb; peoples of such territories . " 

. .. 
1-lr. BII~ECKI (lolrmd) stated, 'in reply to tl:re Bolri1an reLJresentative, 

that the Polish ])~:opL•. distinf~ulshet1 bf.twrc:r" its real ar:..d ., ts false friends. 

The Belu;ian repr(;;SEmtat:Lve· in hie statc::nrmt had c;iven u·r:Lcl:·:.·e of thr: tj'"'::)e of 

fre13dom tho.t· he advoc•1tcd; that en·onrcot'~-' conc:8i~t of freedom h•.ld formerlY 

r.Ir. AZKOUL (IJ;bunon) tho\tc:;ht thc.tt thi" m<iin question that had e1:1erged 

from the g~_:neral debate was Whf~ther :it 1/'':.G cn"''Ji-';l'i tn reafl':irm the princiol·.; 

of solf-detc.cm:i.nation in_tho dr:.ft c·:rvt::n·1nt., or ·HlY·tht;r that Ilrincl.rlE"• should 

be elaborated by inc:icu.ting thP moJ:;llti.:e ·and r;1.ulrantces of its a;:1plication. 

Th~.·. B8l[':'Lun repl'esent:.J.ti.v,-, had (1om 1·lell t·.J raise A-ll the problemC'l 

relatinp; to Sf~lf-deterl:lination, H\~ himGt'llf' bud ueen d.i.st·1rbed, hovrever, by 

the fact that those ·probloms ·1-1erc b;: J.n;,~ emltnf'l":it,·d rtnd su'J·-cltv1c1ed vd.thout 

due crmsiderl'ltion of the existinr~ state of intcri,j:£ti.oiml' bw. Acccrd; nr~ to th" 

Bel1-T,ian representative, P.Very efL·ort. had to be ;~::de to rendu·:r the emim8r::tt:Lon 

m':lre concrete and, :i.t' that effort d:i.d not !TI.J.ccned, tho Comm-Lss:Lo.ri iv011ld ne,:;d 

far more time than it had at :its di.s_rosal and a canllJ:C'tc::nce ivhich it d-ld not 

possc"ss. In view of those considerations, thr;· f'Lrst 'qur;stion to be: d·::>.cided 

by the Comnissi.on was '\vhether tho v::ycd:Lng ·wts ·too VA.p;ur·, o:c 'lvhetlwr an effort 

should be made to draft ·an 'arti rle ~:ven ·.:.f it l''crnn.tned var~tw. 

'l'l;te Iielgian representatLvc r)Hl rrd.sr::•1'J'ivt.~ spec::;~ prohlf'lmG relating 

to self··c1eterm1nation. li'hst co.rr,e the qw,sti.on of the svc~c !. ic hut~.an group 

to which the principle applied; .Lt seel!ie~l to he :impossiblu to fhd a uniform 

and universally n.pplico.bl'e definHi.ori', Lo:'Jcondly, lt H~.LS clH'£'icult 'f not 

impossible to find critt~ria. for the-; stage at i{hi:ch peljvlef; mLght apnly for 

r.t::lf-1etermina.tion. Thirdly, there.:: w .. Ls tlH: d:ifficnlt protlnm of the method 

of achieving self-determinat:ion. F'ourthly and :f'Hthly, t:r,e nttitud8S of the 

/country in 
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country in which the minority existed BL1 of other countr:~ m~re 0r lege 

elosely concerned had to be considered. It v~s certainly ~seful to discuss 

all those questions, even if they coul1 not ba settled immediatelyg 

Nevertheless, in raising those questio!ls the Belgla.."l representative 

had given the im~ression that the main purpose of the right to self-determi~ation 

was to promote that rigb.t in relation to minorities vithin countrieo. That 

was the aspect of the queatio~ which most closely affected European countri~s, 

an~ it was natural that it should be streaee~ by the Jelgian representative; 

:t:.:!verthelesa, the cmmtries which had raised the q_vestion in the General Assembly 

were not Europeano It was therefore ~~derstandable that the pivot of the whole 

problem was not the position of minorities, but that of countries that had lost 

their ind~pendence c.s a result of aggresaio:::.. Thc main issue was that of the 

Non-Self-Gover~ing Territories, to which some of the Belgian representative's 

examples wouli not apply. It was true that on certain laYels populations had 

no conscious!l.ess of nationality, and thcr·e was no intention of imposing 

self .. detern:na.tion O!l. such po:pula.tionc. There were e.lso; hovrever, peoples 

deprived by their own gov-erument of an opportunity to ma:1age their mm affaire; 

and national governments v:-.;re impo~ed on some :peoples by foreign ;rule. Thua, 

the general :principle v.-as not subjcc:t to insol•.1ble legal I oblems" 

The French representative ha:: streuscO. that the:2 .:ls no juris:pruG.ence 

in that field and had stated that it wa::J for the Commiso:'.on to create such 

jurisprudence. Jurisprudence 1 ho·w·ever 1 coulcl not be created theoretically 

round ~ conference table, but only by the e~~er~ence of courts and by practical 

interpretation. 

Tho pr!nciple was difficult to apply only in one 0r two cases out of 

ten, where the group concerned might in~eed be a minority within a State. 

It therefore seemed advisable to sacrifice such exceptional cases to the majority 

to which the general principles would applyo 

A convincing justification of the statement of the general principle 

was ita inclusion in the Chartero When the authors of the Charter at 

San Francisco had inclu.ded references to the right of eelf-determlnation in 

that instrument they had not paused to study all the legal aspects. Although 

the Charter had legal validity, it wae essential to restate the principle in 

the covenant for a number of reasons. 

/The principle 
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morr:l obli.g_uely, in J..rtkJ-0 73 (H en\.l 76 (b) ·of' the Charter. 
. ., ' 

in Articles 1 erul 5~ lt \,?.s ihclr.u :/l es e rrer-'!'J of llch:'cf;Virt?, friencUy rrll,etions 

Thr1t context has_. cJve!'). 

ric0 to· the United Kir>.·_::rJ.cm a:cgur::ont t.h;1t the Chertor refGrred to the right _of. 

sov"3:re1gn :reoples .to self-de.te.nu:l.n.ation in orClor to promote friendly relations. 

The possibility of snc:·1 en int0rpro+.EJtion shovrecl ·ti-£t o stateMnt in the cov~,r.opt 
of' the' principle out of that. context wouJ.c.l be useful. Articles 73 (b) ond 

n necessity. Thus t:.J.e :pr.tnci}lle e:c stct,:=cd in the Cherter vcs lirrd.tGd; its bald 

Moreover, thP covcnf,nt 'lrould Jruposo mo~) indiv:~duel obligations upon 

ite signf.ltories thna cl:i,d the Charter. Articlr:l 55 imposed oblications o!l_ I~:mber 

States in co-creration :;-rit.h th:; Or;7,rnizotion, thus 1nvolYin[; oblig~Uone towards 

the OrganiZI:J tion or.ly e::d not tmm::.v s ether Ver.ibcrs. 

would 'tJe sir:;rnd by eGch f.ltdo on its m:-:1 behalf.; thot vr::G the principal velue 

of the instrument. 

It wee e.ssentJel that the tc:r:~ sbm.l2.'. be os co:r..;:"'~te es ?Ossiblo for its 

effective implementaUon; .but even if A' crJL: ~e ra~~ision ~ '"· difficult or 

im;;;ossible it was !'leYorthel-:;es im;ortcnt to rr~-:kn e e0ner-el stcter-c0nt of r·rinoiple 
. . . 

without the restrictior+s of tho Chor+...E:·ro Althou.ch lrr_plementation wo-u.ld bo 

difficult em. in.sorr.c cose.s im::;csoi'ble, the j1rrls·~c,rud.cnce referred ·r.o by th<:· 

French re:prosentative would evolv0 cre6.u-e.lly Oi).t of the stetcr:::ent. 

Such a sta terrent of }_)!'i:lci J>le ~oroulc1 be father justified by its valc:e 

in counterocting csr_toin trPditionel misconeei'tir;:ns. · In the first. place, the 
' ,.,, '· 

wide rublici ty which would be giv(:n to the covr:r:.ent would hev6 the norcl efi'oct. of 

co1.mteracting the concept oi' "1rlght is rit.~ht", ~<speciillly in the :twn-enlf-govern~ng 

to rr:i. tor1e s. In the sccor:cl ploce 1 the idee thet cult~irel ar.d. tec:micol 

su.:p9riority gave certl:lin countries th(l rir~ht to cov:::J!'n others, wl"ich m:!.r,ht be 

invob;d as a co:m:renso.~ion,. 'bu.t never vs e justificetion, ::or e ·denial of self .. 

cle"termination ~oul<t to. smp.e QXtent 1;e unde:rmir&cl. Lastly 1 the false vrgt.Urent 
,. 

/thnt world 



t:w.t "iWrl:l _peace occe.sior...ally d.e}enr.'!.ci nn ccunter'.llncin.c annexaticn nnrl 

served. as a rrt·etcxt for e.::~~..::resoj on, vrou11 l:e ro:f'utcc1.. 

liccause his cou..'"l~;l'Y l:'ld. oucm 2. c.o-o:TCcnso.::' of the rosolu.t5on 

suoseg_uently ad.opte1l by tho General AooeTc."':Jly, ani :::'ro::n his oxp:;riance e..s 

:t(e.puortuu.r of the ·r~1ird Cormni ttee, he assu1·o:l the Comniss:ton tba t the 

lTU:.'l.jority of the Ju::seubly had wishc,l the a:ct:lcle to be insortc'i :i.n the 

cover .. rJ.nt as a r::inimum rocp .. liremen•u, and no:V as a statemeat on tho jl~risprudence 

and doctri-ne of self-cleterminP .. ti·,n. Althc·ugll it rrtr:ht be difficult to d.ro:~or 

'-l.ll precj_se and. concrete texts, it was essential tcJ adopt ou·Jh a 11liair:mm, 

v:hich -.rould. pl'ove extremely valu<.~"tlt.). 

l'b:s. 1\00SE'V"i~LT (Unitcct Stateo of 1\lllerica) said that the :cep:;.·esEmtatiYe 

of Lebanon ·HaG a~pparently sur;r~cstinc; that; in view of tho absence of ,ju,licial 

interprota t:i.o:c1 i.Yl tho :i:ield of the ri.:;ht of' self -deterLlina t1on, some provision, 

even i:i':' nut clearly and precisel;y ;)hl"ace~L, should lle inch':iecl :tn tl:e covon:mt 

as a neann of a·~h:l avinc clarifico.t:i.on. 'l'he covenant, houevor, a legally 

1)iLrlinc instrument when ratin.e<J., sho~J..l:l not include :-:~ny 1)rovisio:1 1·Th:i.ch was 

not caref\.tlly p1u·ased. ~:.nd lo~;ally intclli.r;;PJle. 'l'he Cc:.:.:I;1isniori cl'lCuld. 

carofully consider all texts proposed fer inclusion in the covenant. 

1-Ir. l'JL)OT (Bolgium) po:i.ntt:Jd. out t1n t oven the formula "All nec:JIJles 

}~ave tho riGht to self'-rlete:r-mir1:'1.tion" ha:l no lecal cln.rity and. no p::·ocioe 

meaninc. If tho ar[) . .IDlent presented lly the United Stateo reprosenta ti vo :wre 

to be re,jectecl. 
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?n.so 1;~ 

K:.·s. ROCSTI;iTl::L'l' (l.Tr:.:~tcc1. (;tate:J ,..,f An:.ol'ica) re:·1iocl that in her opinicn 

the forr:Ttlu ad.0~;ted. b;;- t~:e G,n:e.ral Asc: ::r,i;ly -vrl th re(~a:cd to 8ol::"··<'Leterminn.tii"Jn 

nho,:tlll. be clarified., not. re ,joet<J(l. 

l-1r. AZXCUT., (::o1JnrYm) also hopccl that a clearer and. mo::e 1ec;:11 

fcrrr.ulation could. 1::e r:"c:;hieved.. If that provecl imposslble, he >m.s pre-pared 

t'.'> accept the ctatmJ.ent of prineir:le as :tt 8tcO<l anl le~we the Dolution of 

difficult ca.::oes to vh~:.teve:r cor~0ral machilJ.ery for imple:nontatim'l the Cor-wnission 

decicl<?d. to e;lcrt. 

Hr. ilOJOZO't (Union of Soviot Gooiclist Republjoo), on a point -:-f order, 

rEJ<;,nertecl that the ?l'ODJ.}')t serviCE: a:ff'o:;:d.od. hlm e.t tlle preceding session for 

tho tranAla t ion of c:om."Uiss ion d.or:-u:r:ont-; :l:J.to nucla ien shculc1. be continued clurlns 

the pre':lent oos·s:ton, 

in the distribution 

Tho CF.AIRiL\TI nbtocl tlte.t, nlthonc,h Iius~;ian nnl Spanish v:ore working 

langua3cA only :!.n the Gone:>:nl AJ':'lsmbly: the Secrretnrint would an a matter of 

courtesy do its utmoot to rrovic1.(3 trcr:.sb.t.io::. of docur.:.onto into Rucsian ar.d 

S;a:c1jsh as promptly os poosiblc. 

!1r. VALEITZUTI.A (Chile) ro'llH'lCJtod thr.t the d.raft srticle prepared "by 

th9 Sub-Corr:miss ion on Freedom cf Inft"rr:::J. tion and. of the Press and contained in 

the report of the seventh 8ess ion of the Col::miss ion (F./1992, page 36) should be 

oircml'lted. as a oe):arc.te t1ocument L'1 OY"der t(') faoilitc.te ccmpar:~son vrith 

The CEA.IFMAIT notecl that the Sub·Cor-ulT.issi0n 1s text vn>.o r:mtomaticelly 

before th:;; present seosion of t:1.e Ccrr.:niss ion c.ncl therefore nee(l not be ito sued 

ns a Sr:lJ.:>S.ra te docu..t:lent. 

/Tie Guggeeted 



He sucgested that the 06rraniss ion mi::;ht ¥7ish tc close th~ lint ,...f 

speakers in the general debate '"-r.d acroe to a time-l:L-rn:tt for tho stlbm.issi('ln 1Jf 

d~aft resolutions and nm.emlments. 

1 p,m, on the follmring day, 

He :prof!OGed th:;.t the time-limit should be 

:1>-Ir. HO'ROZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republ:lcs) supported the t:L-rne­

l:imit for the submission of proposals but felt that it would b"! pre:mnture to 

close the list of spoakcrs in the gen<:rr.al debate at that Ab[t,e. 

Mrs. ROOSEVELT (United States of Americn) SU()})t:rted the proposal to 

close the general debate on the ur:J.erst.andins that the C.- -:lisa ion woulcl then 

proceed to a dis cuss :ton of the irdiv:tclual proposals before •J. 
.!. lJ. She 

p._'lrtioularly favou.recl the tirrte-limit f')r the submission o:£' proposals suggested 

by the Chairman. 

Mr. BORATYTI;1J'Cr (Polnrld) thought tl1ett the decision to :7lose the general 

debate should be postponed until the follo•-rinc; day. 

The Co:r-,'Jlir,s Jon r.r:;reed tho. t n:Ll basic tn~c+:r1 r:r.rl e'.nendmonts sho"clld 'be ___ .,._...,,.,.. __ , ............ ...._.........,~-..-....-..,_....., ... ~. .....,._ _________ ,___,_·~··-
submitted by 1 Po!£~ on the follovring C..~. 

The CBAIPYAN agreed that it r:1icht be prmw.ture at the :present stage to 

close the list of speakers, but announced th9.t at the next meeting he ,.rould urge 

a decision to clcoe the general debate. 

30/4 p.n. 




