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PART C OF GENERAL ASSEMBLY RESOLUTION 217 (III) ON THE FATE OF MINORITIES
(B/CN.4 /Sub.2/89, E/CN.L/5ub.2/106/Rev.1, E/CN.4/Sub.2/111) (continued)

1. The CEAIRMAN called upon the Sub-Commission to consider the paragraph
beginnin  with the words '"Decides that the best means of affording pro-
tection.s«" of tiue draft vesolution submitted by Mr. Ekstrand and Mr. Black
(E/CN.L4 /Sub.2/10f,%ev.l). In his own view, the para_raph was superfluous

and might be delelod.

2. Mr. BLACK (United States of America) explained that the paragraph
had been inserted as a reply to Part C of General Assembly resolution 217 (III).
He stressed that 1t revresented an initial draft only; 1if a more definite
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3 The CHAIRMAN sugested that decision on that paragraph should be
deferred.

L, He called upon the Sub-Commission to consider the following paragraph
of the draft resolution, be.innin; with the words '"Calls upon the
Secretary-ueneral...", and Miss Monroe's amendment to that part of the draft
(E/CN.A /5ub.2/111).

5 Mr. BIACK (United States of America) pointed out that while the
precedin;; para_raph was intended to show the stage actually reached by the
Sub~Comnission in its deliberations, the purpose of the paragreph, beginning
with the words "Calls upon...,"” was to obtain the maximum of co-operation
with the Member States of the United Nationse.

e Mise MONROE (United Kingdom) explained that the purpose of her

amendwent was to offer a definite reply to Ceneral Asgembly resolution 217(III)
/The decision
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The decision set forth in resolution V of the Sub-Commission's second session
represented one of thé_measureu which might usefully be taken in that
connexion; she therefore felt that special attention should be dravn to it.

Ts Mr. EKSTRAND (Sweden) accepted Miss Monroe!'s amendment.
The amendment was adopted provisionally.

8. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) requested that the French text of sub-
paragraph (a) of the paragraph be.inning "Calls upon..." should be amended to
conform to the text of Article 64 of the Charter.

9. The CHAIRMAN recalled that the Sub-Cormission had previously decided
to avold references to its past decisions. Accordin;ly, he suggééted that
the words "as recommended in resolution IV of thalaecond aessibnrof'the Sub-
Commisslion" should be deleted from aub-paragraph'(a). On the other hand

the impression mi ht be created that the scope of the sub-paragraph vas more
restricted than thai, of resolution IV; he therefore suggested the deletion

of the words "in these two lingulsti¢ flelda".

10. Mr. BLACK (United States of America) accepted the Chaiyrman's amend«
ments. Rerlyin, to Mr. SBEAFAQ {Iran), who polnted out that the wording of
sub~para,raph (a) did not exactly correspond to that of resolution IV, he s&id
that the reference to Judicial decisions had been included because such

decisions had been found very useful, particularly in Anglo-Saxon countries.

11. Miss MONRCE (United Kingdom) felt it was dangerous to paraphrase the
terms of a previous resolution; she would prefaf resolution IV to be reaffirmed
without change.

12. Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) did not see why the 2uthors of the draft had
omitted the reference to information on the status of minorities in the 1li ht
of the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights which had been
included in resolution IV.

13. Mr. MENESES PALLARES (Ecuador) remarked that in resolution IV the
phrase "in the 1lisht of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights" applied
both to information regardin; legislative measures and that re_arding the
status of mlinorities.

/1k . Speaking
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14, Sposking of the Bkstrend-Black draft as a whole, he deprecated the
method of golng beck to previous docisions and attenpting to adjust them to
new conditions,
15, Miss MOFRGE (Unitod Kingdom) suggosted thet sub-paragreph (b},
the text of which had originally been proposed by her, should be dropped.
The deletlon of the words "in thess two linguistic fields" in sub-paragraph (a)
rendered 1t superfluous,

- It was so declded.

16. Mise MONRCE (United Kingdcm) proposed that the concluding paragraph of
the rkstrand-Black draft resolutlon should be eamended to read as follows:
"Calls upon the Commission on Buman Righte and the
Sub-Cormiesion on Preventlon of Discrimination and Protection
of Minoritlee %o undertake studlies on further poseible measures
of protectlon of minorities.,”

17. Mr, BIACK (United States of America) accepted that emendment.
18. Mr, CHANG (China) considered the concluding paragraph superfluous both
in 1ts original and 1ts eamended form. The second peragraph of the preamble, a8

amended, covered the subject of possible further studles,

19, The CHAIRMAN shared Mr, Chang's view.
It was decided to delete the concluding paragraph.

20, Mr, ROY (Haitl) thought that the Ekstrand-Black draft should not be
presented in the form of a draft resclution to be adopted by the Kconomiec and
Social Council but a8 a decision of the Sub-Commission itself. The purpose of
the text was to Bhow the state of the Sub-Commission?s work in the field cof
protection of minoritiés, thus giving a reply to Part C of General Assembly
resolution 217 (III), It was unnecessary to request the Council to adopt it.
He therefore proposed the delstion of the third, fourth and fifth lines of the
presmble,

/21. Vr, SHAFAQ
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21, Mr, SHAFA(, (Iran), while agreeing with Mr., Roy in principle, thcught
that the point he had raised might be dealt with at & later stage, The
ixmedlate 1ssue was whother the Sub-Commission wished merely to reaffirm its

previous decisions or to introduce & resolution which was substantially new,

22, The CHAIRMAN remarked that the Lketrand-Black draft had been
conslderably improved in the courese of the dlscussion; he therefore had no
8trong objections to 1t. He wondered, howevar, whether the Sub-Conmission
might not evolve an alternative answer to Part C of General Assembly resolution
217 (III), in the form of a draft article on the protection of minorities

in the linguistic fleld for inclusion in the draft Internationnl Covenant

on duman Rights. ©Such en articis, if adopted, would constitute an effective
and concrete reply to the Gensrel Assembly end would cbviate the need for
further ection 1in that respect. If the article failled to be adcpted, the
Ekstrand-Black drz=ft resolution would eerve as e useful eeccnd alternative,
23. Polnting cut that hie propoeal was not & new cne, the Cialrman drew
attention to the text adopted by the Sub-Cormission at its first sesslon in
connexion with article 36 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights
(E/cx.b/52, page 9). By adopting thet text, the Sub-Conmission hed already
committed itself to the inclusion of & clause on the lirguistic issue.

2L, Mr, ROY (Haitl) expressed the vlew that the Chairman's proposal
was not neceesarily Incompatible with the Ekstrand-Bleck draft resolution.

25. Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) considered it essential that the
Sub-Commission should act on the assumption that the inclusion of a cleuse
in the draft Covenant on Huwan Rights wae the best method of protecting the
rights of minorities, She therefore supported the Chairnan's proposal and
agreed with Mr. Roy that 1t was not incompatible wlth the Lketrand-Black
draft rescluticn.

/26. She sugrested
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26. She suggested that the two proposals might be combined in a single text,
the origimal Ekstrand-Black draft resah;tidn sexrving as an alternative proposal.
The new text would no longer take the form of e ralcommendation to the 'Economic
and Social Council but would represent the Sub-Commission's recommendations on the
reply to be sent to Part C of General Asgembly resolution 217 (III). The Sube-
Commission's first proposal would thus be that a clause covering the rights of
minorities should be included in the draft Covonant on Human Rights. Should that
proposal prove unacceptable to the Commission on Human Rights, the Sub-Commission
would make the altermative proposal #hat the Daniels draft resolution on the
linguistic rights of minoritins should serve &8 an interim reply to the General
Agsembly., The Sub-Commlssion's first prcposal might bte included In a new clause
to be inserted after the third paragraph of the preemble of the Ekstrand-Black
draft resolution.

27. Mr. BKSTRID (Sweden) and Mr. SPANIEN (France) oxj:oésaed their agreemsnt
with Miss Monroe's pioposal,

28. Mr, NISOT (Belgium) and Mr, ROY (Haiti) pointed out that ‘the second
proposal had already been submitted o the Commlsslon on Human Rights in the fom
of a separate draft resolution,

29, Miss MONROE (Unlted Kingdom) replied that the purpose of the second
propegal was to provide an interim reply to Part C of General Asaembly rasolution
217 (III), should the Commission on Humen Rights reject the Su‘b—Comisaion’a
proposed clause for inclusion in the draft Covenant, It would provide protection
in a limited field, pendingz the completion of studies in other fislds.

30. The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Sub-Commission should reach agreement on
the type of clause it wished to propose for inclusion in the draft Covenant om
Buman Rights, He polnted out that the clause on the protection of mimorities
which the Sub-Commission had drafted at its first session had been confined to
the protection of linguistic rights, It might be preferabls to draft a clsuse

on mora general lines,

/31. Mr, SEAFAQ
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31. Mr. SEAFAG (Iren) suggested that the clause should follow the lines of

the Sub-Commission's definition of the term "minority", and that it should cover

the ethnic, religlous and linguilstic traditions and charscteristics of minorities.
After some dlecussion, 1t was so decided,

32. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) stated that the inclusion of both proposals in a
single draft resclution wonld preclude him from voting for the draft resolution
as a whole, sioza, as he had already poiated out, he considered that the Danlels
draft resoluticn rn the linguistic rights of minoritles was contrary to the
provisions of pacegrapn 7 of Articles 2 of the Charter.

33. Mise MNEROE (Urited Kingdom) and Mr. EESTRAND (Sweden) exprassed the
view that the Sub-Commission's altemmstive proposals should logically be included
in the same document.

3k, The CEAIRM N proposed that a small drafting committee of three mexbers
of the Sub-Commission should be set up to draft a text for consideration at the
following meeting.

The Sub-Conmission elecied a drafting committes, compossed of the Chelrmen,
Miss Monros, Mr, Black and Mr, Ekstrand.

35. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Sub-Cormission would adjcurn to censider
the report of the Committee on Communications in closed session.

The meeting rose at 3.40 p.m,

2k/1 a.m.





