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STUDY OF DISCRIMINATION IN THE FIELD OF EMPLOYMENT AND OCCUPATION . 
(E/CN .4/Sub.2/192; ILO Convention <111 and;R~6bmmeridatiort 'i1i; Reference' ·Paper 
(Extracts from Provisional R~cor,d:s !Je>s, ·2:),.,;;-29-'·~nd<::)Q: of the Forty-:-seconc;l Session 
of the International Labour Conference); E/CW.4/9ub.2/L.l48/Rev.l, 1.149) (continue~ 

. . . ~ . . ' - . .: . ". . .~ . . ' . '~ . .. .. . 

Mr. SANTA CRUZ, presenting.the-rev:ised Q:r~ft·r.esolution on the study 

of dipcrimipatipn in the field of employment and occupation 

(E/CN.4/Su'Q.2/L.l48/Rev.l), which h~ was sponsoring jointly with ~!Roy, said 

that .he \vould not comment on its text since :the only changes which it contatned 

were t}:lose which_ had been suggeste¢1. by members· of the Sub-Commission the day , 

before. 

Mr. SPAULDING said that in v.i~w of the objections to the wording of 

Mr. Krishn~swamits amendment E/CNo4/Sub.2/L.149 he now wished to·propose;·as 

an alternate :suggestion, the addition, .before operative paragraph 4, ot a tiew 

operative parag!aph reading as follows: 

"Notes that these instruments call inter al.1.a for the elimination of - -
discrimination on grounds of national. extraction and believes that the 

right of statelesp persons to obtain employment should be given r~cognition 

under this aspect." 

Mr. FOHIN remarl~ed that he was in agreement with most of the points of 

the draft resolution under consideration, though he had iinportant observations 

to m&ke on the substance of the Convention worked out by :.ILO,. Its operative· . , ,, 

pac.'-"tl''t'C'})~ .. 4 appe,;.red to imply that, pending the receipt of a report from the 

Secn::ta::."y- .... ~ent:..r':l:. at some 1.":1..;pecified date; the Sub-Commission -vras nm.,r prepared 

to rest on. the liD's l31.m:::ls in a matter in wl:ich it had itself assumed the 

initiative.- T'.ae Conv7rJtirm w::lu:'.d not come into force for some time and a report 

on the r:x+,ent cf its i~.:;pli'C~'.r.e;ntat:.on_wm.:ld e.pp:~:c-cnt::..y not be fo:.~thcoming for 

severc.l. ye<J.rs. Sir.::e :t wes ~Y.l:cE'.:.~y lpY;'m t>.,:t some St::rses wonld not accede to it, 

and E:ince the_ sub,jel.. t e.fft:c ced. o. v>2cy it;:'JOl:·ton t. &ncl timely p:::-ot:cm cor::1ec. ted with 

the level of living and even th~ lives of Ir.ally :)f?OJ:;le, the 8nb-Collli!lission should 

make definite p-rovision for !~urther conside:r-&tion of the mattel· .in the near future, 

without the n-=cessity of prcposi~g a ne'\·T item. Both the ILO and .tl~~. Sub-Commission 

bod a responsibility to follow up the action al:-eady taken wit:P f~the:r efforts 

to eliminate discrimination in .the field of en:ployment and occupation, but the 

I 
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Sub-Commission had a special responsibility by ~eason of its competence, the more 

so as it had been the initiator of the question. Moreover, members of the 

Sub-Commission had found that the ILO Convention was deficient in certain respects 

and he therefore proposed the addition of a fifth operative paragraph reading 

as follows: 

"Decides to consider at its twelfth session the question of the 

additional steps which the Sub-Commission could take in order to contribute 

to the early el~mination of discrimination in the field of employment 

and occupation". 

Although be appreciated the intent of Mr. Spaulding's amendment, it was 

inappropriate to single out for comment one particular deficiency of the Convention, 

especially without proper consideration of the question and study of the reaons 

for the ILO's failure to mention stateless persons in the Convention. The matter 

should merely be drawn to the ILO's attention, as it was proposed tp do in the 

case of the observations of the other members of the Sub-Commission. 

Mr. HISCOCKS thought that the revised draft resolution represented 

a dignified attitude for the Sub-Commission to take towards the adoption by 

the Internatiopal Labour Conference of such an important Convention and 

Re~ommendation. He appreciated the validity of the comments made by 

Mr. Krishnaswami and ~~. Spaulding on the position of stateless persons, but he 

hoped that they would not press for an amendment which would put out of balance 

a simple repolution intended only to set a stamp of approval on a great 

achievement. 

Mr. KRISHNASWAMI emphasized that the problem of stateless p~rsons, 

which he had raised at the previous session, was a very important one. He was 

perturbed by the definition given by the Drafting Committee of the Forty-second 

Session of the International Labour Conference of the expression "national 

extraction", as it appeared to imply that only dtscrimination against persons 

having a nationality should be prohibited, and that left unprotected the rights 

of the many people who had become stateless following the enactment of new 

nationality laws by newly independent States. The problem of su~h stateless 

persons was a new development to which attention should be drawn. He withdrew 

/ ... 
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his own amendment (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.l49) in the hope that Mr. Spaulding's amendment 

would be adopted by the' :Sub-cOlmllission. 

Mr. SPAULDING said that he would not press his amendment in view of some 

of the comments which had been made on it. 

Mr. MACHOHSKI said he believed it was not the int_ent of the Convention 

or of_ the Reco~~ndation to exclude stateless persons from the benefit of the 

provisions to eliminate discrimination. The joint draft resolution was framed in 
. '. 

general terms and he saw no reason to make a specific comment such as had been 
. ' 

proposed by Mr. Spaulding; that was a dangerous precedent, which might lead to the 

inclusion of references to many other matters. The question of discr.imina~i~m 

in the field of employment and_occupation should be kept o~ the Sub-Commission's 

agenda and he therefore supported Mr. Fomin' s proposal. 

Mr. SANTA CRUZ said that, in view of the fact .that the amendment proposed 

by Mr. Krishnaswami (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.l49) had been withdra~~ and Mr. Spaulding's 
1 ·'• ' 

oral amendment was not being pressed,. :they could not be . included in the draft 

resolution (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.l48/Rev.l). How~ver, the point made by the two members 
. - . ' 

should be clearly reflected in the s~ary recor,ds. 

He agreed with Hr. Fomin that the campaign against discrimination in the field 

of employment and occupation was only j~st beginning and that both the 
. . ' . ' .·· ' 

Sub-Commission and the ILO had continuing responsibilit~es in. that field; but the 
' ' 

Sub-Commission did not need to bind itself to reconsider the question at a 
' specific date and within prescribed time-limits. The joint draft resolution was so 

worded as to enable the Sub-Commission to take up the quest_ion again whenever 
' ·' 

that appeared to be advisable. ~tt. Famin had been anxious to.place the item on the 

agenda of the twelfth session because of the situation in a certain country 

which had stated. its intention not to ratify.IIO Convention 111. There were two 

points he wished to make in that connexion. First, the Sub-Commission, like 

other United Nations organs, was not called· upon to combat d1sc:dmination in any 

given country. It could therefore help to fight discrimination only by the · 

adoption of recommendations and similar action. Secondly, as the Sub.-Commission 

already had a very heavy. agenda, it would be well advised to await information on 

the implementation of the IID Convention before taking the question up again. 

; ... 
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c ':'"--·'..':.c~.~'::di:>.R'!W'''t;~'nwl'1.!1Jt U Jill :UIIIIIIilllllllii::.b~ ·~ l'lLiLO<il>-t i_-.;;.,_"t!tt<;.~'!A:..:i>i.o:__::,_;.;:;:,Q,~~''.:.L;.l.l.!j!.~~_i,2~''llli"··-.e-•11-,"'l'- ""' 
~. ' ' . 

As the ILO representative had stated at the previous meeting, the adoption of 

Convention 111 was only a starting point and the machinery to supervise its 

application had yet to be set up. He therefore felt that the paragraph proposed 

by Mr. Fomin was unnecessary. 

Mr. ROY fully concurred ~n those views. Although he had the greatest 

sympathy with Mr. Krishnaswami's ideas, he did not feel his amendment would be 

in its proper place in the joint draft resolution. 

Referring to Mr. Fomin's amendment, he said that there was nothing in the 

draft resolution to prevent the Sub-commission from discussing at any time other 

measures to eradicate discrimination in the field of employment. He himself had 

envisaged a text of paragraph 4 which would have spelled out that point, but 

he had accepted the text propose.d by Mr. Santa Cruz })ecause it was simpl.er. He 

also, therefore, found Mr. Fomin' s amendment unnecessary. 

Mr. FOMIN stated that1 while he was ,convinced of the good faith of the 

sponsors of the joint draft resolution, he feared that if no deadline was set 

for the resumption of the discussion, the item might be dropped from the agenda, 

particularly when the membership of the Sub~Commission changed, as the new 

members might not be fully conversant with the issue. Although the item might be 

discussed again when the Secretary-General's report on the implementation of 

the Convention and the Reco~mendation was available, he himself felt that it 

should be taken up earlier and he therefore pressed his amendment. Lastly, he 

agreed with Mr. Santa Cruz that the Sub-Commission would take no direct action to 

combat discrimination in any one country; he was not suggesting any interference 

in the domestic affairs of a Member State. 

Mr. SPAULDTITG said that in view of the fact that operative paragraph 3 

of the draft resolution (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.l48/Rev.l) provided that the Secretary­

General should transmit the observations made by members of the Sub~Cammission 

to the II.O, he formally withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. INGLES said that at the last session of the Sub-commission, he 

shared Mr. Hiscock's view that the term "national extraction" was broader than 

the term "national origin" because it covered both nationals and non-nationals. 

; ... 
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(Mr. Ingles) 
:•.iJ :-; ;~·~,; , 4 ' ,': ,.·:," <' 

04 :·:1..:~;~.~.~::· ~{./::;,:;,v <-L~!\i ~ :• L> 

4 ~~·! ~~- ... ··~~~·:_~-~-~-·<::.:;·; 
Regrettably, the interpretation of .t~ term ."~tiopal ~'1Jr~t.top~ gj.~n"b,Y,,:t~~T 

• _- •• t,._ . .-. •• r'."'' •. ,!•· . ,_.. . ·.•·.··.--::"::•"\"l';·-.-· ~·:··'It'!·~~.-, <••wtr:~~- · . ;,._ .. t.;. ·~ ... , .. ·.;. .. -·-· ... -.~~ -,~-"' 

rui' Ilrarttng' Committee. (Referen~e. P~~r~· .Pf0Ytsi9~al Reqp;rd Nq •. ,~l1,.P~~rM>ll .J.l) 
.:,< :·~- :_', :• ".l .. J,,/,f',·-·,,·f~ .~.it''~' .: • ~· ,,', ~· :: ·:.,} ;,•, • i!-~f,:;;':+.t';.-.",J./-./~,•,; • •' •, ·, 0' ! \i> .. •,;,.•' l• ,. w,,.,,,· .! 

limited its application to nationals. theJ;"eby excluding .sta:telee.~,; p~rso~,. ·-~~ , 
:(:-;_;;-~:~ .:.~~~~-: l._;- -,-·_::·/ .~.}.i~.f' .. • •. -.~-.::-·· .; · .. ·:: :·,r~J __ .« .• ·:·.-> -·,····.: .. ·· ·-.-,, .. \. .:<· ... -·'"·.:.~: .... ·-··' .... 

difficulty might be surmounted eit~;7" .. ~~, ~ll~~i~. tb,e defin~tiQ~ ?f,1 ,., ·.'·' ,·;, :: i,, 

discrimination in article 1 of the Convention and paragraph 1 of the recommendation 

:>b;V''cllangtntt' ·thS ··Phrase t'nationaf ·ex:t'raeti~n" to' read: ·i•b.a~i~nal::.:~h:gi~~:or 
ext}taetlon·~J or by· requesting ·the 'Ito to Vitb.draw its re~tridti ~!'ilrterprkt~ti6ri. 
He had been unable to. support the amendments ':Propos~d by :Mr. KHshn~~~:C aria' j :' 

Mr. Spaulding for t~cl;l.nical re~SOJ'l~:only:; the .. po1nts,':they .ra~s~c;"!.I·~~.?;-e·c_important. 

· ;.::·'·.~Mr.:··.c&m.rematked .tba.-t~ a&· lle.:~liia::b.a~· b.aa>.~·t,me· ·~~~141~~ ··i~ 
voting, :tot. 'Mr.~· Krishilaswami'.' .s .alliG~tie: ~n :~~~· of·· the· t~t' that ;1 t introku~ed 
conside~a,ti;ol¥J, n.ot ~J;m~cted Wi-th:.:t.be,vsubje~ under. discussion,; .~: welcomed 

Mr. Kri~b.J.lB:f1~:i; ',s .· d,ec~si.on- .to- ¥11:-hd.m'W: it •· :; .. 'flowe.Wri·''he · tUlly ·sympathized <wftht·· 

Mr. Kr:l,shnaswami' ~ views ... . , .· . . . , , __ ,. ..... .. , ... _, .. 
;: ~-~ .. .-::.:'··f.,;:"/:·. \:·::: ... -~·".'" ·:' .. · ··-~_ .. t."':. ~-)_,_, .:!· .',}!_;#. ·'· ...... •· .. ·'l-.~ . ,.' ... : .. ··.·- ~ 

He ,~-~~ul~ -?'~~ :~~~~~~) ~f:·.1 ~?:m~~~J~J·~~:_n~t,~ l?,~P;~y~, it-.. :~oul.d be. i~vi~.~l.~ 
to commit :the -~~b"f?;~~:~~lll~~P?J~;o ,~~li'lP,~B~.!;.+~-~d~:~SflBJ!S:;_o~.:-~F d,_;L~crimin~ti.Qn i.~.:t-~. 
field of employme~t :at .a suecific .t~_.~j , -.. L,. #~•"-, ~- ~·~· .( ~~?_.: 

.... ',; ~ '< ·.~· .• :~· '-:;L: L .. ~ tJ. ~. ,;.):-:;, .. . :..:.~·~,J _,;<,: ,t d ; .. ,.:.. :.:~·-: :,.... ~ • .. ·:.:~. ·.• f I; .... 

i•:,,..; . ':.i • , ~ .. Mr. ROY: e.BJ.d: r.be.::toc:t ·:'W'OU'l'li be; :Ul'iable !, to<!Vote -.f!o~ ·Mr .•. : Fomin~ ·s ,:amel:'.Idme'nt ;1 

as the Sub~Commission could not decide immediately that further steps' ;should."~··;. 

be taken a~ the twelfth s~ss.~p;n~ .~'L~Pr:9-rc;.t~!! .Rf;fo~~·::~P~· ILO C:on.~n~fpn had . . . . ' ' - . . \• ' . . .. ... . . .. . ~~ ....... ,, .. 
been ratified would indicate criticism of the IL0 1 which was un~rran:~ed,.. ·:;·,. .. tL·; . . - ' . . . ~ .. - " 

Mr. FOMIN felt that th!:! actual session at which the discussion was to 
'Jr:·],:,\o /)~:~.'-!.·,~· ·.:,.~ ·. ·. --~ ·~:-·~··,~: .. ' ·,;;·~: .. ; .. ~:.t, ' · .. , • ~\'h.,._, ,,',. : ........ ~n~:~,.:. 

be resumed was immaterial. If the ILO Convention was pot. ratified,. by .a, ~ut£,-J.:c~nt 
. t·'. '.' : . '{ . ' .,.• ~. ·'j . . •• ~.. ., . • ' ' • .. ... j, ' - _, . ' 

numbe'r<'or ·'stat.es. ~l:l which there was discrimination, the Sub-Qo:n:znt~.~i!Jn::¥1;\.~~, loe~e 
much t~.ma ~f~;r~:;reeuning its consideration of the question •. That w~s why he 

- ·. ~. ·- ·: ·~ "\ ·-- .... ' . -.· _. ' ' . . ~"' ~; ~.-;.'t'·l -~ ":~.:;.~: >~ 
had pro:pbsed'''-3.' s¢ciflc· time fo:~ the resumption of the discuss~on,,.~-- · .. ., 

• ·, - t ' • _ _. . :: -:·;· ;') :;·~·:. ·_- ;~ '! -· ~ 

· .. Mr. 8/\.AR:O t:p.ought :that the Sub-Co::nn:.ssion shp'!,?-J,.d.,. ~9nsicl,e,r,.,.~~t. steps 
.. ! -.:~y:rq::-;]'71~ -~-'.- : ;. ·.: :~~~: ,_.. ~-. :· ... ::.~ . . - ... · .... ..,#. · .! •· • .. ~ · · -~···· ·· 

it should ta:;.e to ltt.;~::., the q1,1estion ~Cler review. Tha:t wp1,1ld. ;b~·4'.0S!::lible, 
' .~ .. '~ .::.·:_:. .. ·;.•_:·.: ,; ... · i,\: ~--::~: 4 .:·; ' ' • '"· .•. .. 1 ; ••• ,_., '"" ; " 

urder pa:':'agr'~·l!l 4 of th~ rlraft reaolu-~ion, whan the Secr~t,a:t;y~G!;l~,eral.1 s report 

came up for co':loidli:~~t:ton. However, Mr. Fo:min' s amendment did not conflict with 

that p1·ovision and he saw no obje>Jtion to it. 

I ... 
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Mr. METALL (International Labour Organisation) pointed out that the 

Ito had agreed to keep the United Nations informed regarding tbe implementation 

of the Convention end the Recommendation. It was therefore unnecessary to fix 

a definite date for tbe resumption of the discussion, particularly if the point 

was made clear in the Sub-Commission's report. 

Mr. FOMIN said that, although he was grateful to the IID representative 

for his statement, he still telt obliged to press his amendment, as the IID had 

given no undertaking to submit a report by a specific date. 

The CHAIRMAN put Mr. Fomin' s amendment to the vote. 

Mr. Fomin' s amendment was rejected by 7 votes to 4, with 1 abstention. 

The draft resolution (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.l48/Rev.l) was adopted unan~ously. 

Mr. FOMIN explained that he had voted for the draft resolution, 

despite its serious shortcomings, because he agreed with it in principle. 

Mr. HISCOCKS said that he would have preferred operative paragraph 2 

to be deleted, because, in view of the adoption of the Convention end the 

Recommendation by the ILO, it was unnecessary and inappropriate for the 

Commission on Human Rights to take the action called for in that paragraph. 

However, as he was strongly in favour of the rest of the dratt resolution, he had 

voted for it. 

The CHAIRMAN thanked the ILO representative for his valuable 

contribution to the discussion. 

Mr. METALL (International Labour Organisation) congratulated the 

sponsors of the draft resolution on their text and said that be would transmit 

the observations made, Which were constructive criticisms, to the ILO. 

Miss MANAs (Commission on the Status of Women) welcomed the fact that 

the resolution stressed in operative paragraph 2 the need for the Convention 

to be applied as tully and as widely as possible. Resolutions adopted by 

other United Nations bodies contained a similar provision with regard to other 

international instruments. 
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STUDY' OF DI.SCRIMINATION I~ THE MATTER' OF RELIGIOUS RIGHrS AND PRACTICES 
(E/cN .4/Sub .2/L.123/Add.l) . 

Mr. KRISHNASWAMI, Special Rapporteur, introducing the supplement 

(E/CN.4/Sub .• 2/L.l2)/Add.l) to his ar·~t repor·t, said that he had been unable to. 
' ' 

comply with the Sub-Commission's request for a_ comprehensive final. report owing 

to circumstances beyond his contr?l• He had been hampered primarily by_ the 

necessity of completing the country studies under preparation and of verifying 

those alreaey completed, with a limited ste.:ff. Nevertheless, ·fifty-six country 

studies_ had been produced and submitted to the various ·Governments for 
' verifi.cation and SUJ?plementary information. Of those 1 twenty-one had been .. 

completely verified and were available to members and other interested ·parties. 

Gover.nments were being pressed to verify, and submit additional information 'on, 

the rem~ining st~die~. H~ had deliberately refrained frcm expanding o~ . 

embellishi~ '!:lis origi~al draft report in 'the light of the sugg~stions omade by 
.\, . . . ' ' ' ' ' . ' ~ ,, ' 

the Sub-Commission at the previous session both because to do so would have 
t ... ; 

. ' 

been of _little value without all the verified country studies, and because 

the General Assembly had, directed all United Nations organs to limit the mass 
< •••• . J ' • . - . • 

of documentation produced. He had, however, taken into account the suggestion 

that in~deq~ate 'atte.ntion had been given in the draft report to rationalism, 
"' " ·• . ' . ~ '. ·, . . . ' 

free-thinking a:Qd agnosticism as against adherence to a re!'igion; they had been 

covered i~ his consideration of freedom of belief. 

. Th~ draft report he had submitted to the tenth session (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.~3) 
'- .· ., . ' ' 

had been incomplete even as a preliminary paper; it had been a study rather than 

a.report proposing action. 
' ·.. . ,. . Since disc~iminatory practices in the matter of 

reli~ious_ ~igh;ts often had social,_, hi~torical and political causes and. varied 

from country ~o country 1 he had preferred to cut through the mass of information 

in order to understand the question in its proper perspective before making 
' ' . . 

any re7?DJID~~dations for action. :V.o:reover 1 since all such recommendStions had · 

to be general, in· that. they could not be directed to any specific country 1 he 

had had to ascertain the common elements in various situat~ons before presuming 

to recollliilend co~~ective measures. 

His major task, in the supplement before the Sub-Cammission 1 had been to 
' present specific recommendations. Although discrimination against freedom of 

; ... 
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thought, conscience, religion and belief still prevailed in only a few areas 

of the world, it represented a very serious and complex problem. He had tried 

to put the issues at stake into sharp focus and to define the scope of the 

problem. He had avoided references to particular countries: such information, 

where verified, had been circulated to the Sub-Commission; where merely compiled 

and not yet verified, it was available for examination upon request. 

It would be seen from the supplement that the underlying issues had been 

classified as general or specific. However, the distinction could not alw~s 

be maintained, especially since the denial of the right to maintain religion 

or belief was so basic a problem as to impinge on most of the specific aspects 

he had dealt with. He had given special consideration to the right in the case 

of children, who were unable to decide the matter for themselves. Normally 1 

parents or guardians enjoyed a priority right to decide what religious education 

should be given to their children. How-ever 1 children uprooted by war 1 revolution 

or the partition of a country torn from their homes presented a particularly 

difficult problem. While the presumed wishes of the parents and the family 

tradition were factors to be weighed, the spiritual as well as the material 

welfare of the children should be the paramount consideration. The misfortunes 

which had produced child refugees should not be used for proselytizing. On the 

other hand, there appeared to be no generally applicable solution to the problem. 

Workable solutions had to be developed. in each specific case, bearing in mind 

the best interests of the child itself. In the circumstances, he had deliberately 

omitted from his list of basic rules any rule covering the situation of refugee 

children. 

The basic rules (E/CN.4/Sub.2/L.l23/Add.l 1 page 41 et seq.) had been derived 

from the principles contained in the draft Interpational Covenants on Human Rights 

and in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. They were based on the premise 

that freedom of thought, conscience, religion and belief should be as wide as 

possible and that the public authorities should direct their policies towards 

eliminating discriminatory practices, even if progress was very gradual. The 

rules were open to amendment by members of the Sub-Commission, and, subsequently, 

by the Commission on Human Rights. It was·especially important that the Commission 

; ... 
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(Mr. Krishnaswami, 
Special RapEorteur) 

should discuss them at an early stage because the Third-Committee of the General 

Assembly, in its consideration of the draft Covenants, had almost reached the 

right relating to religious practices. It was also for that reason that there 

was a special urgency in completing the country studies; that information would 

greatly assist the Thira Committee in its work. The basic rules vrere intended 

to permit the Third Committee, in its examination of the draft Covenants and 

particularly of article 18 of the draft Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, 

to formulate provisions designed to eliminate all discriminatory practices in 

matters of religion and belief as rapidly as possible. He hoped that the basic 

rules would be assimilated in the draft Covenants, as otherwise a separate 

convention safeguarding religious rights might be necessary. 

Since there was no specialized agency competent to deal with the matter 

of religious rights, the United Nations had a special responsibility to keep 

the question under constant review. The elimination of discriminatory practices 

would be a slow process, but it would never cease to be urgent. Fundamentally 1 

the task of the Sub-Commission was to discuss the basic rules, some of the 

underlying issues and, in particular 1 its future work on the item. It should 

concentrate its attention on the provisions of the draft Covenants relating to 

religious rights, determine to what extent they took account of the basic rules, 

and1 where there were gaps 1 recommend to the Commission on Human Rights how 

they should be filled. Although those measures, in themselves, might not bring 

about the eradication of discriminatory practices in the matter of religious 

rights, by directing attention to the problem they might stimulate progress. 

Frequently, the attention focussed on a particular social phenomenon went far 

towards awakening public opinion and eventually bringing about beneficial 

legislative changes. Moreover, progress in one field of social activity was 

bound, in the long run, to affect progress in other areas, particularly as regards 

political and economic rights. 

The meeting rose at 12.45 p.m. 




