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PART C OF GENERAL ASSE~ffiLY RESOLUTION 217 (III) ON THE FA'IE OF !.UNORITIES 

(E/CN. l~/Sub .. 2/ 89, E/CN. 4/.'3ub .. 2/l06/Rev . 1 , E/CN. 4/Sub . 2/lll) (continued) 

1 . The CHA~1AN called upon the Sub-Commission t o c ons ider t he parabraph 

be!:;innin._. 1-1i t h the 1vords ''Decides that the bes t means of affording pro· 

t ection •• • " of t iJe dr aft resol ution submitted by Mr . Ekstra ncl a nd Hr. Black 

(E/CN. 4/Sub .2 /lot.,:-;ev . l ) . In hie o-vm vi ow, the para :_:,raph i·rc.:~. s superfluous 

and mi3ht be dele~.f1d . 

2 . 1'-lr . BL\CK (United States of America) eJClll].ained that the para(:)r aph 

had been inoer teu a s a reply to Part C of General Assembly resolution 217 {III). 

He stressed that i:t represented a n initial draft only; if a mor.o defin i t e 
---·· " -- ------ _ __ _ , __ _ ,3 --- _ _ __ _ __ .. .&.. ..... J:!> .t:t ... .... .L'L. - -- _ ..... . . ') . ......... _ .. l ... .L '\....- -·-'-- .L~.L ... ..&..-.:1 ,_ ..... __ 
J. .Q}J~ W CJ.C t:.I Y V ...&. Y O U. <..1.0 t.Ao ~ OOU..I.. \1 V .L J.. \..U. V.L.lO.L .:JV1.4~ ) .._v .MA.._l,).L!\1 V V CI I.A.V U \I.Io.\lt.A.\IVIo.l!. ..... v..'"""".&. • 

3· The CHAI~~N suGGested that decision on t hat par agraph should be 

deferred . 

4. He ca lled upon the Sub-Commission t o cons i der the f ollowing par agraph 

of tho draft resolution, beuinnin.:_, with the words "Calls upon the 

Secret.ar y-t;ene ral. •• ", a nd. Miss Ivlonroe ' s amendment t o tha t part of the draft 

{E/CN.4/ Sub . 2/lll) . 

5 · Mr. BlACK (United Stat es of America) pointed out that \vhile the 

procedin~ par a '->r aph was intended to shm• the stage actua lly r eached by the 

Sub-commiss i on in its deliberations , the purpose of the paraGr aph, beginning 

"'i th t he words "Ca lle upon ••• ," wus to obtain the maximum of c o - operation 

wit h the Member States of the United Natione. 

o . Mis s MONROE (United Kingdom) expl a ined t hat the purpose of her 

amendment -v1a s t o of f er a definite reply to General As sembly r e solution 217(III~ 
/The decision 
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The decision set forth in resol~tiqn _V of the Sub -Commis sion's second sess i on 

represente d one of the. measures "'hich micht usefully "Q.e ta.k~ in tha t 

connexion; she · ther~fore felt that special attention should be dra1m .to it. 

7. Mr . EKSTRAND (S\feden) accerted Miss Nonroo •a amendment . 

The. amendment was ado!? ted ;provisionally. 

8. Mr. N!SOT (Belgium) requested that the French . text of sub-

para;;sraph (a} of the paragraph be t;;innill6 ''Calls upon •• ," .. should be amended to 

conform to the text of Article 64 of the Charter. 

9· The CEAIRl~N recalled that the Sub -Commission had previously decided 

to avoid references t o ite past decisions . AccordinGly ,. he s ui3ce s'te d tha t 

the "'ords "as recommended in resolution IV of the .sec ond ·se-Bsi.on of " t he Sub-

Commission'' should be deleted from sub-paragraph (a) . On the otner ha nd, 

the impression roi.;b t be created tliat t.'le scope of the sub~paragra.ph Wa.s more 

restricted than t~at of resolution IY; he the·refor e suggested th~ deletion 

of the wor ds "in t heae two line,uist.le fiel~''• ·· 

10 . Mr. BLACK (United States of A:merica) accepted ·the_ Cha irman ' s amend~ 

menta . ~eplyinu to l-1r . SHAFAQ (Iran) , who pointe d out tha t the ~-rord.ing of 

sub-para 0 raph (a ) did not exac tly correspond to t hat of r es olution IV, he said 

that the refe~ence to judic ial decisions had been included bec~use such 

decisions ha d been f ound very useful, particularlJ in Anglo-Saxon countries . 

ll. Mise MONROE (United Kin&dom) felt it m1e danqeroue t o par anhrase the 

terms of a previ ous resolution; she would prefer resolution IV to be reaffirmed 

without chant.se . 

],2 . Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) did not see "'by the authors of 't!he draft had 

omitted the reference to information on the statue of minorities in the liGht 

of the provisions of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights 1·1hich be.d been 

included 1n resol uti on IV. 

13 . M:r. MENESES PAI.L.I\:RES (Ecuador) remarked that in r esolution I V the 

phre.ae "in the lit)lt of the Universal Declaration of Human Richts" applied 

both to information regprdinG leg i s lative measures and that reGardinu the 

statue of minorities. 

/14. Speakill8 



14. Speaking of the Ekstran~-Black draft as a whole, .he de~recated the 

method of going beck to previous decisions and attempting to adjust them to 

new conditions. 

15. l'111ss ~110~~0E (United Kingdom} eue;scs.ted that . sub~pare.gre.ph (b) 1 

the text of which bD.d original~ been proposed by her, should oo .dropped. 

The deletion of the words "1n these two linguistic fields" in eul>-IJ8raera'Ph (a) 

r endered it superfluous. 

It wa~ so decided. 

16. Mise MO~~OE (United Kingdom) 'Proposed that the concluding paraera'Ph of 

the ~ketrand-Black draft r esolution shou~ be ~mended to read as follows: 

"Calls uJ)on the Colllllliesion on lillll8n Ri{1)lts and the 

Sub -Cou®ission on Prevention of ~1seriminat1on and Protection 

of Ninoritiee to undertake studies on further 'POSSible measures 

of protection vf :minor1t1es." 

17. Mr. BlACK (United States of America) acce'Pted that amendment. 

18. Mr. CHANG (China) considere~ the concluding paragraph su'Perfluous both 

in its orieinal and its amended form. The second paragraph of the preamble, as 

amended, covered the subject of possible further studies. 

19. The CHAIRMAN shared Mr. Chang's view. 

It was dec ided to delete the co~luding :rar.~.f!~!! · 

20. Mr. ROY (Haiti) thought that the Eks trand._Black draft should not be 

presented in the form of a draft resolution to be adopted by the £conomic and 

Social Council but as a decision of the Sub-Commission itself. The purpose of 

the text was to show the state of the Sub-Commission's work in the field of 

protection of minorities, thus giving a reply to Part C of General Aeaem~ly 

i'.esolution 217 (III). It wets unnecesSN'y to request the Council to adopt it. 

He therefore proposed the deletion of the tll1rd1 fourth and fifth line~ of the 

preamble. 

/21. !Vl.r . SHA.FAQ 
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21. lv1r . SHAFA<-:. (Iran) , whHe agree i ng v i th t<lr . Roy in :principle , thcucht 

that the point he had raised mig.~t be dealt vi th at e. l ater stage , 'I' he 

i mmediate issue was whether the Sub-Commission wished mer e l y to reaffirm its 

previous decisions or to introduce a r esol uti on which was substanti ally n~w. 

22 . The CHAIRMAN remarked that the Bkstrand-Black d.raft had bee:a 

considerab~r improved in the course of the discussion; he therefo~e had no 

strong objections to it . He wondere~, however , whether the Sub- Conm1ission 

might not evolve a.n a lternative answer to Par t C of Genera::.. Asse1ubly r e sol ution 

217 (III) 1 in the f or m of a draft art icle on the protection of minorities 

in the linguistic f iel d for inclus ion in the draft Inter nat i onal Coven&.nt 

on rluma.n Right s . Such an articl e , it adopted, woul d coneti tute an effective 

and concrete reply to t he General Assembly and would obviate the need for 

further action in that respect . If the article failed t o be adopted, the 

Eketrand-Bltl.ck draft r esolution vould s erve a s a useful second a l ternative . 

23 . Pointing {:ut that hie PfO'Posal we. a not a new one, the Chai rman drew 

attention t o the text a dopt ed by the Sub-Corunission at ita firs t sess i on in 

connexion wit~ a rticle 36 of t he Universal Declaration of Human Ri ght s 

(E/CN .4/52, page 9) . By a dopting tmt text, the Sub -COllJDiasion had already 

committed i t se lf t o the inclusion of a clause on the lir.guiatic issue. 

24 . Mr . ROY {Hai ti) express ed the v iew that the Chairman's proposal 

was not necessarily incompatible with the Ekstrand-Black draf t resol ution. 

25. J.'iiss NONROE {Uni ted Kingdom) considered. 1t essential that the 

Sub- Commi ssion should act on the assumption that the inclusion of a clause 

in t he draft Covenant on Human Rir,hts was the beat n1ethod of protecting the 

rights of minorities. She therefore supported tho Cha.irn~an ' a proposal and 

a gxeed wi th till" . Roy that it was not incom:pa t1 ble with t he .J!:ks tra.nd. -Bla.ck 

draft resolution. 

/26 . She s uggested 
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26. She suggested that the two proposals might be combined 1n a s ingle text, 

the original Ekatrand-Blaok draft resqlutidn aer"ring as an a lternative .propoeal. 
' . i : 

The new text would no l onger take the f orm ·.of a recommendation t 6 the· Economic 

and Soc1al Council but would ~present the ~ub-Comm1as1on's recOmmenda tions on the 

reply t o b.e sen,t to. Part C of Genera..].. Assembly reaolu_tion '2l.7 · ( III:). The Sub ... 

Commission' s first proposal would t hus be tpat a clause covering t he rights ot 
minorities should be included in the draft yovonant on Human Rights. Should that 

proposal prove unacceptable to the Co~ss~bn on Human Rights, the Sub-Commission 

would make the alternative proposal that t pe Denials draft resolution on t he 

lingui s tic r1ghta of minor! tios should aer.v~ aa e.n interim reply to the General 

Assembly. The Sub-Commission' a first pr0poaal might "M included in a new clause 

t o be inserted after the third paragraph of the preamble of the Ekstrand·Black 

draft resolution. 

27. Mr. EKSTF.l·J •D (Sweden) and Mr. SPANIEl'f (France) expressed their agreement 

w1 ~h !-lias Honroe 'a :p:.·opoaal. 

28. Ivlr. NISOT (BAlgium) and Mr. ROY (Haiti) pointed out that the second 

proposal had a lready been submitted to t ht" . Commission on Ruman Rights _i:n the .form 

of a separate draft r es olut1on 1 

29. Mis s MONROE (United Kingdom) r eplied that t he purpose of the second 

proposal waa t o provide an interim reply t o Part C of General Assembly r~solution 

217 ( II~) . , should the Commission on Human Rights reJ~ct the Sub-Commission 1 s 

prnposed clause for inc lusion in the draft Covenant. It would provide protection 

in a limited f ield, pendin3 the completion of studies ~ other fields. 

30. The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Sub-commission should reach agreement on 

t he type of claus e .1t wished to pr opose f or inclusion 1n the draft Covenant on 

Human Ri ghts. He pointed out that the clause on the protection of .minor1t1es 

which the Sub-Commission had draftGd a t its first session had been confined to 

the protecti on of linguistic rights . It might be preferable tc dra:ft a clauSe 

on IIIO~ general lines. 

/31. Mr, SHAFAQ 
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31. Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) suggested that the clause shou~d follow the lines of 

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

the ethnic, religious and linguistic traditions and characteristics of minorities. 

After some diecu~ion. it was so deeid~~ 

32. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) stated that the inclusion of both proposals 1n a 

single draft reac·lut:',on wo1t."',..d preclude him from voting for the draft resolution 

as a whole, Sll\C9, a.a l1e had alrea<cy- poi~lted out 1 he considered that the f.a:o.iels 

draft resol: ... 'ttinn. nD. tr_e linguistic risJ;lte of minorities was contrary to the 

provisions of pw::.grc.:ph 7 of .\rticla 2 of tbe Charter. 

33. Miss 1vTC:NROE (Ur.ited Kingdam) a:o.d Mr .. EKSTRAND (Sweden) expressed the 

view that the S~b-Commiasion 1 e alte~tive proposals should logically be included 

1n the same document. 

34. The CHAIFJ.1fN proposed that a small drafting committee of three members 

of the Sub-Commission should be set up to draft a text for consideration at the 

following meeti:o.g., 

The Sub-Commission elee~d a dra!tin~ committee, co~~d of tbA Chairman 1 

Mise Monroe, Mr. Black and Mr. Ekstra:o.d. 

35. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Sub-Commission would adjourn to c~nsider 

the report of the Committee on Communications in closed session. 

The meeting ro~e at 3.40 E•m• 

24/1 a.m .. 




