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DEFINITION AND CLASSIFICATI~~ OF MINORITIES (E/ CN.4/Sub. 2/85 , E/CN.4/Sub. 2/103 ) 

(continued) 

l. The CIIAIRHAN invited the member s of the Sub- Commission to resume the 

discussion on the fourth paragra:ph of the draft resolution presented by 

I··1i.ss Nonroe (E/CN. 4/Sub . 2/103) . 

Fourth uar agr aph (continued) 

Sub-par agr eph (b) 

2. ~~. MENESES PALLARES (Ecuador) ~eked Miss Monroe f or some explanation 

of the meaning of sub-pe.rag1•aph (b) . 

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom replied t hat sub-paragraph (b) provided 

f or t wo categor ies of minorities; the first category covered minority groups 

which, while cl early distinonuished by their l anguage , culture and religi on, 

were i n the process of a rapid evolution which i t was inadvisable to halt. That 

/group 
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sroup included, for exampl e , displaced persons who were est~blished in certa in 

countries . The second cctegory covered groups which mode rn communicetion 

f ncilities were bringing. into contact with: civilization nnd whose progress 

should not be thwarted. 

4. ~~ . SBAFAQ (Iren) asked what were the different methods by which a 

Ste.te could hind.er the evolution of the groups provid.ed for 1n sub-paragraph (b). 

5. J.U.ss HONROE (United Kingdom) ex:pleined that the most general 

method was to force a minor! ty to be ed.ucated in its ovn l anguage , 'Ihet 

was one way of atoppinc the evolution of a rndnority at a given moment . 

6. Mr. ~.AFAQ (Iran) considered that , in that case , aub- peragr a.ph (b) 

wa s designed to preyent men1bers .of a minority !?,I'OUJ.i from being protected 

aga inst their 1.;rill. 

( . Miss MONRO.:!: (United Kingdom) end.orsed. r1r. Sba!e.q 'a interpretation . 

8 . Mr. MRNESJES PALlARES (Ecuador) also considered the.t sub-par egraph (b) 

sought to obvit)te the dnnger of minor! ties being c.rtificially insula ted 

d.uring tho course of their evolution, and to prevent St ates from h8lllpering 

th~ natural r ssimilation of minorit i es. 

9 . He pointed out , however, that means of communication or a new 

environment we re only two of the f P.ctors which could determine the 

rapid evolution of any given minority. He therefore pr oposed that the 

text should be E"..mand.ed to read: "when impacts such aa th~ t of a new 

environment or t~s.t of mod.ern me81ls of communication ••• " . 

10 . Miss MO!~OE (United Kingdom) e.ccepted that amendment. 

Sub- par agraph (b), as runended , wa s edopted . 

~~~b-para~reph (c) 
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l l. tlli'. NISOT (Relgiu.m) eu~ested thd.t the words "of which t hey e.re 

nat1on9la" should be deleted, in view of the fact that some people had duel 

nationalit y . 

12 . Mi ss MO!>"ROE (United Kingdom) eepl.al.ned t11lt the p~regraph mee.nt 

that minori ty groups must be loyal t o the State 1n which they resided and 

whose privileges they claimed. 

13. Mr. NISOT (Belgium) still thought that the question of national i ty 

s hould not appear in that parag~ph. 

14. The CHAIRMAN suggested tr.:e. t the second part of the pa.re.graph should 

be amended to r Md e.a follova: ,. ••• epontan.oua 4esire for a tnmquil life as 

contented citizens of a State mic ht be disturbed by parties interested in 

fomenting amongst t hem dialoyelty to that State". 

15. Mr. SPANIEN (France) asked Miaa Mo~~e to give a concrete example 

of t he denger envisaged in sub-paragraph (c ) . 

16. Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) replied that a Stat e might t ake 

advantage of t he measures ado~te1 by t he Unit~d Nati0~a for tha pr otection of 
me 

m1nori ties to inc 1 te amongst/ mhK.:':"i ty gr0upe of a:r:.ot·.:-"er State hoe tile feelings 

towards that State. A typical ex~ple Wd S th~t of t he Sudsten Germans in. 

Czechoslovekie .. 

17. Mr. NISOT (Bel gium) thought that there were grounds for Miss Monroe's 

anxiety. Between t he two ware the protection of minorities had often served as 

a pretext for certain States to foment trouble in neighbouring countries. 

/18. Mr. S~NIEN 
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lP.. . Mr. 8-l:'ANIEN (Frence} thought that sub- pe.rag ra.ph (c ) wa..s intended 

to prevent third pe.rty States from ta.kir.g edventt~ge of the meesures adopted for 

the international protection of minorities for their own selfish. ends. If that 

were the ca.ee 7 the text s hould be more specific • 

. 19. . Mis9 MONROE ·(United h:illgdoa) po1nt.,d out tba.t the eub-peree ra.:ph 

in ~uestion merely ·drew the atten~~on of ta. United Nations to one specific 

aspect of the problem of minor itt.a. 

20 . Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) stressed the import~ce of puttine the United 

Nations on its guerd a.geinet the abuses that micht be committed 1n the neme of 

the interna.t1one.l proteetipn of minorit ies . 

21. Mr. CHANG (China.) t houaht that eub- pe.ragreph (c) was very ve.luebl~. 

He wondered, hovr~ver, whether t ill. wor d "r~k" l)eceasa.ril.y implied that, in the 

case referred. to, · it would be inadvisable to apply protective measures. He 

a.lao wondered whether the wor d "content ed" implied tht~.t the full protection 

necessary would be 3ra.nted to the minorities covered by that sub-paraara.ph. 

22 . Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) stated that she would be willing to 

replece the word "risk" by a stronge r wcrd such as "denger" , but cere mu:.t be 

taken not to diminish the scope of tha Gt.:.b - paragraph, which was int end(jd to be 

a. warning against what had bt1en one of the p~:incipA.l cause.s of the last World War . 

23. Mr . SPANIEN (France) would prefer to retain the word "risk". The 

df!nger of 1ntorvant5.nn by a third. :party Ste.t.:> 1vnulc. e.lw'.l.ys I')Xist deapi te a ll the 

pnicav.t io:as w:1~.~t. mlg:;.t be tH.k&~. The ,~,~est:'..~:\1 was s >.:mply ·wh~the::- the 'J.ni ted 

Nat ions , though u:1a.bl.e to d.o eway with tha t d<J;'.Cer, could r u!'l the risk of tBking 

measures to ors a."li2'.e the protection of ml:r~.orit les. The main t hing we.a to 

attempt, as fer aa possible , to organiz.e that protection in full knowl edge of 

the risks invol ved. 

/24 . Mr. CHANG 
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24 , f.1r. CHANG (China) felt that sub-paragraph (c) was very important, fo;. 

it covered cases like that of Outer Mongolia, where peoples who had once been 

contented and had enj oye·d a large measure of autonomy had been the victims of 

agitators , first from c zarist Russia, later from Japan, and finally from the 

USSR . 

25 . The population of l-1anchuria had gradually become amalgamated with that 

of Chi na, chiefly through marriage . The case of Nanchuria was covered by 

sub-par agraph (b). If a gitation had not been stireed up in Outer Mongolia , that 

country would have followed the same path a s Manchuria and would have been 

a ssimilated to China . It was impossible to underestimate the danger of allowing 

f oreign int ervention amongst minority groups who were contented with the.ir lot 

and who wished to be a s similated to the peoples ·of the territory where they were 

living . 

26 . The CHArnrwr pointed out that the precise purpose of the fourth para-

gr aph of t he draft resolution was t o draw attention to that danger . 

27 . Mr. CHANG (Chino.) wished to know whether the United Nations would 

i ntervene in the cases covered by sub -paragraph (c) . 

,.,Q 
'- "-"' • 

drew the attention of the United Nations to a poss ible risk. 

Sub -·pe.ragraph (c) was adop t ed . 

Sub-par agraph (d) 

29 . Miss MO'NROE (United Kingdom) stated that the practices ment i oned in 

sub -paragraph (d) were cannibalism and human sacrifices , among others . 

30 . f.fr . SHAFA0. ( Iran ) thought that it would be preferable to say " ••• the 

laws of humanity, such as those defined in the Univer sal Declaration of Human 

Ri ghts" , since that list might be incomplete. 

/31. Mr. BLACK 
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31. . Mr . BLACK (United States of America.) also stressed that there -.rere cases 

such as polygamy, f or which provision was not made in the Declaration . 

32 . Mr . EKSTRAND {Sweden) would prefer tbe original text . to be retained . 

33 . Miss MONROS (United Kingdom} pointed out that all those amendment s 

would seem to ~ly that the Sub -Commission under-estimated the value of the 

Declaration. 

34 . 1-.fr. SPANIEN (France} tho~ht that it was essential to abide by the 

r ules laid down i n the Univer sal Declaration of Human Rights, in order to avoid 

any arbitrary decision and not to be called upon to protec t minorities which 

might lay claim to all sorts of ~ypothetica.l r ights. If the specific rules 

contained in the Declaration were not adhered to, absurd situations might arise; 

for example, t he. Moslem communities in the 7 rench Union might be forced to 

r epudiate their wives . -

35 . t-1r . SHAFAQ (Iran) ~ged that the laws of htrnanity should not be 

restricted to those l aid down in the Declaration . 

36 . The CHAIIDIJAN pointed out that the conception of public morality varied 

from one country to another and that humanity had not yet Horked out a single 

moral code . The Unive~sal Declaration of Ruman Rights represented the l!laximum 

that could be done at that time in the matter and it -.rould be danger ous to go 

beyond it . 

37 . Mr. MEI'B!S!J:S PALLAP.ES (Ecuador) thought that Mr. Shafaq might be 

satisfied i f the t ext were amended t o r ead: "to the laws of humanity, -particu­

larly those defined in the Universal Declaration •.. " . 

38. Hiss HOl\lROJ<~ (United Kingdom) pointed out that that amendment would 

still imply that the Universal Declaration was incomplete . 

/39 . Mr . BLACK 
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39 · Mr. BLACK (Unit ed States of America) pr oposed the following phrase : · 

" ..• which are cont:rary to the public morality of the country in vhich they live 

and to the laws of humanity as defined in the Univer sal Declaration of Human 

Rights" , i n order to take into accoWlt the fact that the moral code differed 

from one country to another . 

40 . The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the moral code i n certain countries was 

so primitive t hat the United Nations could not encourage its continuance . 

Furthermore, he recalled that the Universal Decl aration of IIuma.Tl Right s had been 

adopted by the General Assembly by an overwhelming majority. 

41 . f'.fiss NOI'iROE (Uni ted Kingdom) eaid that if the Sub -Commission adopted 

the text proposed by IvJr. Black, it -would be encroaching upon the f ield of 

domestic jurisdiction of States. She ther efore pr oposed the following ' text: 

"the undesirabili t y of affording protection t o pl"act ices which ar e i nconsistent 

wi th human riBbts as proclaimed in t he Uuiversai Declaration of Human Rights" . 

42 . f..1r . BLACK (United States of America) and Mr . MENESES PALLARES (Ecuador ) 

vi thdr e"l-r their proposals. 

'T'he r.HA TRMAl'J .rut. t .n t .hP. v nt.A t .hP. i::.A'.i;t. 0f 

by Miss Monroe . 

Sub -paragraph (d), as amanded, vas adopted by 9 votes . 

Sub-paragraP-h (e ) 

44 . Mr . SBAFAQ (Iran) pointed out that t he question raised in sub -

paragraph (e) was not merely of' a financial or economic nature . It might be 

understood from the t erms of the sub -paragraph that any minority would be able 

to claim t he status of a minority so l ong as that did not invol ve any expenditure 

for the State , 

/45 . Miss MONROE 
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45 . Mi s s NONROE (Un i ted Kin~dom) admi tted t hat i t '1-Taa of course always 

2oss i ble to envi sa3e extreme case3 . She expl a i ned tha t the i dea she had 

~.ntroduc~d i n t hat sub -Pal;agl·a j h bad been prOlll!lted by the quest::. on of the 

language of j_nstr uction in schools . No mi n ority, however ::mJall, ·should of 

cour se be forb i d.d.en to set up a private school f or i ts own use j but the quest:ton 

~'~~ .'•hether .such a rii.~n-~rity ·should. benef i t frdn State services financed. from 

public funds . There were mariy examples cf such a s i tuation: thi r t y -e:Lght 

di fferent Indi an dialects, f or instance, were spoken by the popul at i on an the 

I sland of Maurit i us. Only s i x of those d ialects were used in-schools i n 

addit i on to .Engli sh ana French . 

46. The e.'ctUa.l' purpose of sub-paragraph (e) waG t o i ndicate t ·o Governments 

that the ::>ub-Commiasion was ·fully aware of the complicati ons ~ising f rom . . 

that aspect of the 1">r oblem and of the diff icult i es with which they might be 

faced . 
: . . . ·:·· 

Jvlr . SHAFAQ (Iran) pointed cut that the Sub-Ccmmission was seekina - .. • ; 

to establish pr incipl.es which should be as General a s possibl e . He drew 

attent t on. to ~r~craph 62 of the Secretary-General 's memorandum (E/CN . 4/.:>ub .2/85 ) , 

where i t was stated that a mi nor i t y considered. as a croup , entitled t o s pecial 

pos iti ve services or spec ial r i:;hta should prcperly include a number of 

persons sufficient by theuselve's t o dc:vel o..;; t heii· own ~articular t ra i ts . 
.. . 

48 . He cona i'dered t .hat def i ; :i tion adequat e and .:?r eferable to the 

vrord::.nc of sub -.bara~raph (e ) . · He felt t hat the sub •.L)etra ·~ra_'h s hould be 

drafted. i n more ~eneral t erms. 

49. The CHAJRW\N proposed, a~ a "ccm)rcmise , tlYit the .:dea of ":9ublic funcis " 

might be replaced by that of "resources of the State ". 

50. Hiss MON.r!OE (Uni t ed Kin3dcm) s tated tlJat in her v l ew that exp:cession 

was ,.,eaker . Sha woul d }:!refer the "'or d.a "publ i c funcis " to be retained. . 

/ ..lhe was 
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She was ,.,ell awtl.re that that Pl'QV i s i on could provi de a loop -hole for States 

'\'rhi ch meant to oppress minori t i es; i t was fer that reason that care mus t be 

taken to restric t that possj_bil i ty . 

~1. The CHAmMI\H admitted that a certa in limit must be fixed. Ful·thermcre , 

the conce~1t of s~ll or _neGliGible numer i cal atrenct h was relat i ve, ~d the only 

va.Ed :~.·eaeon wh i ch mi:3ht be i nvoked was that of a disproportionate burden up~ 

the net t onal econcmy . 

52 . Re felt, however, that the idea of nat i onal resources included the 

conce·pt of :public funds · or of s ervi ces financed frcm public funds . 

Th~ amen~ent proposed by the Cnairman was adopted. 

53 . Mr . SPANIEN (Fran ce) fe l t that Mr . Shafaq had raised an important 

quest i on. It \oo'as :l.nappro_pr5.ate to refer to any financial limitati on in a 

defini t ion of pr i nciple. It misht perhaps be J)css ible t o overccme that 

object ::. on by chang~J the end of the sub -Paragra ph to read£ "·,.by small 

c;rou_ps, i n part i cular when special treatment would i:)lace ,.~", thus giving 

secondary i mportance t o the financial fac~or only . 

~4 . Mr. BLACK (Un i ted States of Ameri ca ) stated that . a~rt from the . -

Chai rman ts .amendment 'vh i ch replaced the words "public funds •• by "resources of 

the Sta.te", the or iginal text of the 1J8raeraph seemed :preferable . 

55. The CHAIRNAN wi shed to knm-1 whether in the Sub·Cammis::>ion ts opinion 

the word "small 11 should be 1nterpreted as "smal_l 1n m.unber". 

56 . Mr . NISOT (Bel3ium) 1 SU1l1Jcrted by Hr . :3I'ANIEN (Fl·ance), thoucht that 

the word should be understood as referring to the mm1er .i.cal s tren.:;th of the 

croup . 

57 . After a brief discussion on that pc.i.nt , Mr . SHA.FA~ (Iran) wondered 

whether it '\'Tould. be possible later to recons i der the meani ng of the words 

/
11small eroups ". 



E/CN . 4/Sub. 2/~>R. 49 
Page ll. 

"small groups" . That, in his view , 'tas a baai e question which mus t be settled. 

He did not intend for t he time being to press f ot• a new formula, but he '·rished. it 

to go on record. ·that he regarded the wording of the pa ragraph as unsatisfact ory. 

He i nquired, ho\Oever, whether it would not be pos sible to use the f ormula contai ns( 

in the Secretary-General's memorandum, wh ich he had quoted earlier. 

58 . ~li es t•10NROE (United Kingdom) stated that ohe was well acquainted with 

the passage in the Secret ariat document to which Mr. Shafaq had r eferrod, but she 

pointed out that the words "public funds" had been ueed i n that document also . 
. ' . . 

Sae l~d thought that the use of that expression in the text of the draft resolutioi 

would solve the problem sat i sfactorily. 

59. With regard to t he meani ng of the word "small", she recalled that in 

f ormer t r eaties determining t he fate of minori ties the expression "appreciable" 

had been used; they, however, had involved c ompact population groups which had 

been isolated as a result of changes of frc-utiera, while the mi.::lorit i ea with 

which the Sub -Comrndsaion had to deal were somet~ee ma de up of smell groups 

acatter ed over certai n regions of a count ry, s o that i t seem3d very difficult 

to use the ~.,r ord "appreciable" . 

60. The CHAIFMAN thought that i t \oroul.d be qui t e f eas i ble to ul:le the words 

of t he Secr mar y-Gent:lral' s memorandum, as Mr . Shafaq had sv.t<;~ested, by 

incorporating them in the oper ative part of t he draf t r e s olution. 

61. Mr. t•tENE.SES PALLAREG (Ecuador) point ed out that the question raised 

by Mr. Shafaq had not yet been solved. Sub-paragraph (e ) mentioned only one of 

t he difficulties t o which the pr otection of a small minority might give ri s e·. 

I t should be ma~e clear t hat the difficulty was mentioned merely as an example 

and that ther.e might b~ others . He therefore proposed that t he words "for 

instance" should be i ncluded in the last phrase of the sub-paragraph·. 

The amendment wa~ adopted. 

/6~~ . Tlle CHAIW.IA.N 
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02 . · · The CnAIRMAl'l read out t.he· text of sub-par a graph · (e ) a s amended, wh;ich 

ran a·s follm.rs : 

<1. " the ·difficulties raiSed by claims to the status Of a mi nority. by 

g.r:>up8 oo small that speci al treatment woul d: for instance, place a disprol?ortionat 

burden upon the· res ources of· .the State" . 

~ub -parae;r·aph (e ) was adopted. 

Fifth paragraph . 

G4. The CHAIRMAN t hought that t he words "against oppression" i n the 

second line 0f the paragraph might perhaps be d€.ll eted. 

65 . Mr. NI S<Jl' (Bel gium) asked what was the obJect of that par agraph. 

66 . The . CEAI~~~ explained ~~t it vas i ntended to show that , i n spite 

of the diff i culties end rlaka mentioned in the preceding paragraph, t he Sub­

Commdasion felt that it was esse~tial to en sure that mi norities would be protected 

when such protection was necessary. 

6'('. Mr . GPANHl'l (France) agreed that such an i dea was very commendable, 

but ~rendered whether it was r eally advisable to i nclude it i n that part of the 

draft resolution . If the Sub -Collllllisslon r eally wi shed to point out that , in 

spite of the probl ems that arose and t he risks i nvolved, it had deci ded to take · 

up the cause of t he mi nori ties and to see that they were protected, it would be 

bett er to state that f act clearl y immedi ately bef :)re the parasraph which drew · 

attention to those difficulti es and risks . In his opinion, it was a simple 

quest i on of arranglng the text . 

68 . Mr. SHAFAQ. (Iran) did not wholly share t hat ·opi nion. He f elt that the 

paragraph tvas in fact an i ntr oduct ion t o the operative par t of t he resolution , 

which def ined the t erm "minority" . 

/ 69. The CBAIRMA.N 



69 . The CHAIRMAN thotl£9lt that it would perhaps b~ better to ask 

Mr . Spanien and Ni ss Monrue to come tC'\ s ome a~eement with regard to the 

amendment of the para6 raph and the place where the amended text should be 

inserted. 

It was so decided . 

Sixth uara.gTaph 

70 . Mr . SHA.FAQ (Iran) recsll~O.. t.bat he had proposed, as an ame::1dment, 

that a new sub-para~raph should b& added to the s.ixt~ pa~a3Taph , usin~ the 

wording of the pass~e :ron the Secr ete.r y -Genere.l •s memorandum which he had 

q_uoted at the meeting. 'Ihe nev aub -pe.ra.tJ,raph would be inserte d before sub-

parat,raph (b) 'of the o~igina.l tsxt , which would be come sub -paragraph (c) . 

71. Mr· BlACK (United States ':4 .1\me!".i ca) said that he ha cl al.Teaiy proposed 

that in tho f irst line of the paragra»h the word. "affo~cl" shoulcl be :replaced 

by the word "recommend" . 

72 . The CHAIRM.t..N SUt.JGested that the first sentence of the paraGraph 

should be amended to read "That for purposes . of such :p:::-otective measures as 

the United Nations may wish to take", so that the t ext would ha!"monize with 

that of the precedino parabrapha . 

The S...'"!lendment was adopted. 

Sub -paragraph (a) 

73 · Mr . BLACK (United States of America) poin ted out that the definition 

of the term "m.i.nori ty" e;i ven in sub-par agraph (a) mib}tt be misinterpreted if 

it were taken out of the context . He therefore proposed t hat the vords 

"i n the light of the exceptions and limitations set out above" shoul-i be 

inserted after the words "the term . 'minority '·If. 
The amendment was adopted. 

74 . The CHAIRMAN drew the a ttention of t he Sub-Commiss ion to the '1-rord 

"inherited" w..d. wondered whether it mif!,ht not be deleted or r eplaced by . . . ... . 
some idea of ''heri ta.ge " . 

/75 · t-:iss. HO~OE 
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75 . Miss MONROE (United Kil'l{:,d.om) . explained. that she had used the vrord in 

or der to take into account the opinions expressed by some members f or "'hom 

inherited tradi tions and charac teristics were an importa nt factor . P.eligi ous 

or linGuistic characteristics ~ight nevertheless be acqui~ed , and she personally 

would be a.;reeable to the ci.eletion of the word hinhel' i ter_ ", 

76. Mr . SBAFAQ (Iran) pref erred the retention of that ;;ord in the text, 

for it m~st be pointed out, among other things , that it was intended that the 

past history of the minorities concerned should be take n int o a ccount . 

77· Mr . SPANIEN (France) supported the Chairman •a point of view. He 

pointed out that if the word "inhe_ri tee:" was retai ned in the text the sc ope 

of tha t definition vrould be limited to minor ities with inherited characteristics, 

thus disre0ardin~ the minorities ~1~ ~t be f ormed by consent or by 

adherence . In any case , the idea 0f heredity was implic it vrithout being 

expr essly mentioned . The term "inherited" might , moreover , t;i ve rise to 

confusion a nd it would be reGrettable i f a~reement among the members of the 

Commiss ion vas reached. at the price of such confus i on. In his opinion, the 

importa nt feature of the question was the s tabili.ty of the characteristics, 

whe ther t hose chcracteristics were inh~rited or acquired. He cited in that 

moment an individual joined a n established system he acquirad ·stable charac­

teris t ics by virtue of t hat fact . 

It was decide d that the vord "inherited" shoul d be deletec.L . 

78. The CHAIRz..iP.N put to the vote sub -para. t!,r aph (a) as amended . 

Su';:> -;paragraph (a ) was adopted by B votes to none , vith l abstention . 

Sub-para 0 raph (b) (amendment proposed by Mr . Shafaq) 

79· Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) r ead his amendment as foll ows : 

•such a minori ty should properly i nclude a number of persons sufficient 

by themselves to develo];i t heir mm particular traits . " 

~~ . Shafaq•e amendment vras adopted as sub-;paraBraph (b) . 

/Sub-parat.;raph (c) 
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80 . t~ . NIBO'r (Be4:,iu:m) tholl£;ht that sub-para~-raph (c) should beamended 

to read: "The 1:1embers of such minorities must be loyal to t he S ta. te of ~•hich they 

are nationals . '' He explained that in the period between the two wa:':'s it had 

been considered that minorities did not have the same legal personality as the 

individuaLs composin0 them. 

Sub- ;pare.yra;ph (c) , as amended, was adopted . 

81. Mr. SPANIEN (France) pointed r•1.t t hat it •·rould have been preferable 

to say ''1-Ti th a view to" ina tead of ''for pur:poses of 11 at the beg innin5 of the 

para~raph, siv..ce the Sub-0omm1ssion should not prejudge any future decisions , 

particularly in view of the fact that the draft resolution ref erred s ole~to the 

definition and classification of minorities . Moreover , since the resolution 

had not yet been final]S adopted antt there was still a parauraph to be drafted 

and i nserted, he wonde:red whether t here should not be a para~sraph menti oning 

minorities composed of foreign elements . As a result of certain treaties , some 

BTOups of foreigners .had in fact ac~uired a collective character and their 

s ta. tus was governed by the treaty • That was the case with the Polish workmen 

employed in the mines in the north of France and the Italian worlanen euployed 

i n the south of France . It was understood that the Sub- Commission was not 

called upon to enaure the protection of such minorities, but some reference 

might be made to their existence by the insertion of some such phrase as : 
1~1thout affecting the status of minorities which, in soma countries, are 

covered by certain treaties . 11 

82. Mr . NISOT (Bel6ium) pointed out that it would be preferable to inser t 

a sentence to that effect in the report of the Sub-Commission. 
It was so dec ided. 

83 . The CHAIRMAN said that a vote would be taken on the reYised draft 
resolution as a whole as soon as Mr . Spanien and ~usa Mo~oe had agreed on 
the text of the para~ph which they were to draft t ogether. 

The meetin& rose at 1 p .m. 

l/20 p . m. 




