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THE CHATRMAN requested members to draw up a time- teble for E
future meetings. The Seeretariat had suggested two meetings - 7
a day, from 10 a.m, to 1 De m, and from 3 p.m. to 6 p.m,

Mr, BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt
that if the Sub-CommiSSLOn was to accomplish frultful work it
‘should hold once-daily and twice-daily meetings on alternate
days., This would enable-delegations to prepere thelr work,
Depending on circumstenoes and the progress of work, it might
be possible later to increase the number of.meetings. o
| Mr. SHATAQ (Iran) supported this proposal which would not
entall any loss of time, since it would enable members to study
the voluminous documentation before them. |

Mr. DANIELS. (United States) felt that if the Sub-Comnission

N were to complete its work before the Commission on Human Rights

began its meetings, it ghould sit twice: daily, at any rate, for
the first few days.‘

Mr, NISOT (Belgium) p01nted out that it was a tredition
of the United Nations to hold two meetings daily. Since time
was short he supported the propesal made by Mr. Daniels,

| Mr, MoNAMARA (Australia) drew attention to the fact that
‘SOme members had'only just reoeived the documentation prepared
by the Secretariat and had not had sufficient time to study it.
 He proposed thet'the Sub~Commission should sit from 10 a.m., to
1 o m. that morning, and that it should rosume discugsion of
‘this p01nt on the follOWing day. He was personally in favour
of the. proposal made by Mr. Nisot that there should be to 7'
~meetings daily, put he wished all members to have an opportunity |

.. to study the documents.
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Dr WU (China) supported Mr. Daniels! propasal. ‘He was
agreeable to sitting from 10 a.m. till‘l p.ms in the morning
and again in the afternoon., However, he propOSed that the
afternoon meetings should be held between 4 p.m. and 7 p.m.
to allow members time to study the documante between thewtwo
meetings, ‘

Mr. DANIELS (United States), in deference to the views of
Mr. McNamara and Mr., Shafagq suggested that the Sub-Cbmmission
should hold only one meeting that day, but that there should be
two meetings on following days. | |

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) explained
that his proposal restrd on the faot.that the Sub~commissibn‘
was not called uvwon to complete its work until 5 December., He
qould nét eqtertain Mr. Danilels' proposal, since members who had
undertaken long journeys to attend these meetingg should not be
compelled to finish their work within a few days. The importance
of the deliberations outweighed their urgency..

Mr. MASANI-(India) stressed the danger involved in héstening
the work and supmortéd the arguments advanced by Mr. Borisov,

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) pointed out that the Commission
on Human Rights was to assemble the following week and thought
the Sub-Commlssion ought therefore to meet as often as possible,
However, in deference to the views of certain members, she
supported the proposal that there shéuld‘be'only one meetingithat
day. . |

Mr. DANIELS (United States) explained that he had no -
intention of provoking a debate., The Sub-Commission might
subsequeéntly find it convenient to make other arrangements, =
particularly as the Secretariat might sometimes find it

difficult to prepare docyments in time,
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THE CHAIRMAN empha519ed the fact that 1t was not p0551ble
to discuss documents unless all the members had had the oppor-
tunity of studying them. It woqu, noreova&aq be unfair ,‘
to the'Scheﬁariat'Whimh had managed to prepare this excellent
documentation fofﬁembers° He proposed that there shoﬁld he

normeeting‘tha% afternoon and that the Sub-Commission should

The above proposal was a@gyta@L
§o.....D
. THE CHATRMAN requested the Direator of the Hiuman Rights

cussion of Terms of Rererencs

;_:.

Division %o read the terms of reflerence. He asked members
kindly to adhere strictly to these terms oi reference du¢1ng
~the discussion.

Prof. J.P. HUMPHREY (Sebretaridr) sald that the § @cretarlat‘

had prepared docamont E/CN. M/Sub 2/2 and that a new documant
'E/CN.H/Subﬂh/l) had been distributed to members that mornlng;
The latter docum@nt contaLned the termg of ‘reference, He
then read these out.

MrL_SﬂAFAQ (Iran) wished to make a ﬂcueral comment on
jthe,Sub—Commlssion‘s-work as a wholeo He had had the honour
of representing his country at the various ass emblies of the .
United Nations‘sinCe San Froncisco, He had noted that,_since
then, the documents, books and pamphlets published by the ,
‘United Nations had become very numerous. ~ The Sub;Commissidn'

 yould be wise not to liﬁger too ilong over that gehe“ﬂl
'ﬂdocumentation; it should rather concentrate cn means of
concinsbe action, thy vesterday the Sub-Commission nad diécussed
at length forwms of.discriminb%ianﬁ although that ousstion had
'already been the subjedt of,%any 1Qng aisg cusqivns in the

~Commission, He proposed thit the 8ub~Gomml sion qduld;devota

»
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only two or three meetings to general discussion with the
object of getting to knowﬂthe views of the various ‘members
present. The general ‘discussion could then be clc;seda and the
Suwaommission could go on to study practical conciusions.,

THE _CHAIRMAIf replied that the general discussion was open,

and recalled that Mr, Borisov had rightly stressed the advis-
abllity of a.thorough examination of the points under dlscusgion,
both by preliminary study of the documents and by general debate,
It was therefore not necessary to decide now how Llong the

general discussion should last. The Sub-Commission could take

- a decision on that‘point in the light of subsequent proceedings.

Mr. ROY (Haiti) agreed with Mr. Shafaq's general comment,
but wished to make one point clear. Members of the Sub-Commission
were present as representatives of the international organization
and not of their respective countries, | _

~ Mr. DANIRLS (United States) shared the views of Mr. Shafaq,
The Sub-Commission had to do practlcal work.

The United States were taking active steps in connexion
with the problem of human rights, and the Clvic Rights Commissilon
had just made its report to President Truman. He emphasised
the despondency prevalling throughout the world with regard to
the great problems of the times. Those problems could not be
solved by long general discussions, but solely by means of
practical decislons. In this spirit he had prepared solutions
which he would have the honour of submitting ¥#p tho Sub-Commission,
and which would, he hoped, help to remove all obstacles to
the dignity and freedom of men in every part of the world.

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) prdposed, in order to save time,

o e L e

that a Committee of mix members be constituted to svudy generally
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the two définitions asked for by the Commissiqn. Two Sub-
Committees, each composed of three members, might study each
problenm individually. The Committee and its Sub-Committees
could meet that’very afternoon, In that way, the Sub~Commission
would be in.possession of complete definitions the next day,

Mr, NISOT (Belgium), on a point of order, recalled that
the Sub-Commisslon had decided on the previous day to proceed
with a study of the matters dealt with in itS‘tefms of reference,
within the framework of the correspohdiﬁg'articles'of the draft

Declaration drawn up by the Drafting Committee.

THE CHAIRMAN. in reply to Mr, McNamara, said it was
possible that the Sub~Commission might subsequently have to
decide to set up a Committee, and perhaps even Sub-Committees,
’bﬁt & decision on that point could not-be taken until after
The general discussion, It would not’be pracfical to adopt
another procedure before the enq of the general discussion,

Mr, McNAMARA (Australia) said he would bow to the

majority decision;ybut, as the Sub-Commission would not meet
that afternodn,\it would be advisable for the work to be
prepared by a Committee,

Misgs MONRQE (United Kingdom) supported the views expressed

by the Chairman, and pointed out that the afternocon would be
taken up‘with studying the documents.,

Mr., ROY (Haiti) shared the views of Miss MONROE. He
pointed out that the Sub-Commission consisted of 12 members
only and that they should therefore think twice before
entrusting the examination of certain problems to a:Committee
of 6 members, as, in any case, the Sub-Commission would have

to resume discussion of these problems later,
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Mr, BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialisf Republics)
thought 1t was premature to consider the setting up of
Committees or Sub-Committees beforevdiscussion of Item 6 -
of the Agenda had been dompleted; When the work was
nmore advanced, the adoption of this procedure might be
contewplated, For these reasons, he supported the views
expressed by Miss MONROE and Mr, ROY. |

THE CHAIRMAN pointed out that the views of the majority
of members had been clearly stated and, recalling that
Mr. Menamara had stated that he would bow to a majority‘
decislion, he considered Mr, McNamara's proposal withdrawn.

Mp, SHAFAQ (Iran) recalled that the Charter of the
United Natlons, signed and ratified on 26 June 1945 by 50
nations, made provision for security, justice, well-being
and human rights. This International Convention might well
be called the Magna Carta of international security. The
Charter was the document of world peace and prosperity and
expressed the collectlive deslre of the nations to found a
new world organization to promote cultural co-operation
between them, bring about fraternity among nen and put an
end to all forms of aggression, The Sub~Commission had
met that day to examine the problem of Human Rights and to
reaffirm faith in fundamental-humanyrights and in éhe<dignity
and worth of the human person. The nations should create
political and social condltions which would help to encourage

respect for humen rights without distlnction as to race,

sex, language or religlon,
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It was time to change the‘narrow limitsléf'traditional
or historic grdnps, and for rhis reasdn the naﬁibns of the
whole world should direct.their attention to a common solution
of’the problem of himan vélues. The history of.Iran éhowed
that 1t was a country whinh could pride itgelf an a sound
cUltﬁre. The gense of justice, the‘idea of tolerance and
the universal conceptlon of human worth had already existed
 in Ancient Per51a.. Thcre were numerous proofs of this in
philosophic 1iferature. He pointed out that”there'were no
minnrity prdbléms in Iran, MoréoVer,vthe'largest ofvthe
three existing mlnorltibs, Armenian, Jewish and Avsyrlan, which
might be called religious minorlties, consisted of less than
100,000 persons | With the exception of a few ohort periods
in the wake of world wars, Iran had lived in- peace for centuries,
In the field of ‘education and in the politlcal and social
‘spheres the mlnorltles enjoyed the same rights as Iranians,
ﬂNevertheless, Iran was preparing to take decisive action in
the field of social reform, Her economic and social pollcy
would be in conformity with the Charter of the United Nations.
But the thousands of libraries, charters, books and codes
existing in the civilised world were not sufficient to ensure
‘mankind a decent life, - It should not be forgotten that
it was not laws that made men, but men that made laws; That
was why, if a law or a charter weré to be of real pracfical
value, the principles it contained should first be written in the .

hearts of men, To this end, the nations should establish a system
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international education based on tolerance, fraternity and‘the
universality of human truth. |

He probosed’that a Committee consisting of world leadérs
in educational theory should be set up under'ﬁhe auspices of
the United Nations. This Committee would be responsible for
studying the basic principles of a democratic and universal
education to be submitted subgequently to UNESCO for application,,

He submitted to the Sub-Commission tﬁo suggestions which
might be given immediate consideration:

1. That a plan should be worked out for_acquiring exact

information concerning the situation of minorities in |

ha various countrieé;

2. That the necessary precautioﬁs should be taken to

distinguish gehuine and legitimate minofities from

artificial minoiitivs wnlch might have been called

into existencaksolely as instruments for specific

political ambitlons, within a country or oGtsida it.

The CEAIDMAN thanked Mr. Shafaq for his Interesting

statement.

Mr, BORISOV (Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republics) emphasized
the importance of the problem of preventing discrimination and pbn |
taloing equal rights for‘all peoples without distinction as to
race, SCX, languagﬁ, CL TULiglON,

In this connection, he wished to commnicate to the
ncisbors of the Sub-Commission some information on certain
aspects of the present pdsition in thé Soviet Uﬁionq One of
the nost remarkable advances achieved as the outcome of the
October Revolution was the flnal settlement of the nationalitigs

problen and the problem of collaboration between the variows
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'peoplee of the Soviet Union. The de?laration slgned by Lenin
and Stalin on 2 November 1917 estcblished for the Russian
people the 1na11enable right to control thclr own destiny..
This-declaration was based on the pr1nc1pleu of the equality
and sovereignty of all peoples,ktheir right Of‘self;determination

+ and their right'to have an independent government the aboliticn

of all forms of di crimination and all priv1leges of a racial

‘rellgious or lingulstlc character and lastly the free | '

development of the ethnic groups and national peoples threughout

- the territozy of the Union. | 1 '

| In this-connection, the/Government of the USSR assured
the peoples of the Union complete independence. It had put
‘an end to the exploitation of one 1ndiv1dual by another, and
‘this had been a Source of strength to the peoples of the Union

- of Sov1et Socialist R'publl

The Constitution gf the USSR was based on the princ1ples
contained in the declaration by Lenin and btalin. The

Constitution of the Ru551an Repuhllc,was taken as an example'
for the national‘constitutions,n A1l these constitutions
affirmed the liberation of the down-trodden, the end af their

" exploitation by individuals, the principle’of fraternity and

nmuatual aid, the equality of righte'and an. independent‘natiOnal

life, ‘In order te achieve equality and harmony botween peoples
of the nost diverse nationalities and to promote their political
maturity, great difficulties had to be overcome. It was for

| this reasen that the Bolshevik party, after the Civil War,
timproved the economilc conditions of the various peoples and .

developed their technical, 1ndustr1al and agricultural |

' equipment= New industries had to be created the ecanomic
’-framework had to be enlerged and c@mnunloations constructed

;ythroughout‘the_length and breadth of the territgry.i-'

v o . w
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The abolition of economic inequalities Was a decisive factor
in the liquldation of the Tsarist agrarian regime.

The economic dovelopment which the Soviet Union had been
undergoing for 30 years had gone hand in hand w1th development
~in the field of culture and* education. - From the first, the
Bolshevik Party had realised the importance of raising the
Cultural level of the masses. " Thus the number of pupils in
' primary and seoondary schools, as well as in the higher
schools, had increased 1n impressive proportions. The Soviet
Govcrnment had carried out its cultural work through the
development of literature, libraries, theatres, cinemas,
academies and oultural'centres. At present the USSR was in
the vanguard of culture and world progress. In thlS;
connection, 1t should be noted that the raising of the |
cultural level had been achieved uniformly over the whole of |
‘the-Union's territory, whieh proved that colonial peopies,’

- whatever some might say about them, were capable of governing
themselves. » | o | | _ A‘

| The rights of the citizens of all the Republics were |
guaranteed by the Constitution.*' All citizens whatever the~“
race, rneans, religion or sex wers " equal befare the law, from
the nost humble man to ‘the President of -the Supreme Soviet |
Council, E

Every Citizen had the right to medical attention at
Government expense; free education, frgm elercntary to
higher, waS‘prOVided‘in the mother‘tonsue. Every oitizen ‘
had the right to work anad td fair wages, according to his .‘_
ability, throughout tho whole area of the Union._' That right‘

was guaranteed by the Constitution and there could be no ,t

question therefore of unemploynent. :
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The Constitution.also guaranteed all citizens‘rest and
leisure iﬁ the form of yearly holidays with pay, rest centres,
clubs, sanatoria, etc.  Soclal insurance covered old~age,
sickness and accldents at work. It guaranteed free medical
care and the benefit of spas and cures. |

Women enjoyed complete equality w1th men both in the
economie and social field, and in the fields of polities,
culture and educatioh. |

At all elections the vote was universal, direct, general
and by secret;ballot. . Every citizen from the age of eighteen
upwards,-Whatever his race, nationality, sex, means, educatien,
ancestry or past activities was an elector and eligible.
| The magistrates.of,the Peoples! Courts were elected for
three years on thé.éame electoral system,. ‘The proceedings of
the courts were conducted in the language of the. Republic of
the Union or in that of ﬁhe autonomous Republic, but every
citizen had the right ﬁo ask for,anf&nterprete:‘

Mr. Borisov said he had wished to comment on these
aspects of the USSR Constitution in orfer to show that it was
pRssible tq solve national problems by.abolishing all |
discriminatory practices and By co-operation between peoples
of the most diverse nationalities, Without that the Soviet
Union would never have achieved the unify thét was put to the
tgst in the terrible years of the 1941—45'war. The unshakable
friendship existing between all thé peopios of the USSR had
been the source of the resistance and heroism of the Soviet
people. The strength of patriotism layiin combating
national prejudices, in natioﬁal developmentybf the country,

- fraternity and the union of peoples, -
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Such was the poSitibn of the USSR'rGgarding prevegtion‘of

‘diserimiration and perection'of ninorities.

Mr. McNAMARA (Ahstralﬂa), on & p01nt of ordcr, drew
attentlon to the fact that Artlcle 61 of the rules of procedure
provided that "A ruTG of pLOﬂedure may be tenporarlly suspended
by the Comm1551on“, and he accordingly p‘oposed that if members
agreed - 1ln order to save tlnc - two tr ﬂnslatlons of
‘Mr., Borlsov‘s statoment shoulu.not_be nade. He suggested

that the stauemeut should bo ftranslated only iato English.

 Mr, ROY (Haiti) opposed this, Eleven of the\twelve members
of the-SubeCémmissiOn expressed themgelves with.equal fdgility
in French or Englishﬁ Only Mr. Borisov spoké 1‘n Rugsian, out
of courtesy to Mr. Borisov it was propcr that h*s statcment should

| be.translated into French ~nd bngllshg
Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) and Mr, SPANINN (France) shared this view.

Dr, WU (China) also supported the'lattér'prOposalg hut -
hoped that the text of Mr, Shafaq's and Mr. Borisov's 1nteresting

statements would-be circulated to members,

Mr. BORISOV (USSR) was of the opinion that the rules of
procedﬁre should be followed as regards the translation of

Russian speeches into the two official lqn S11A8ES .

Mr, NISOT (Belgium) supported Mr. Roy's proposal, and
thought that the questior. whether the time allowed to each
speaker was or was not to be limited ought to be settled some

time., -

Professor HUMPHREY (Secretariat) stated that reproduction
of Mr, Shafaq's and Mr. Borisov's speeches in _toto would add

considerably to the Secretariat's work; in addition, expenses
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had to be cut down, slnce the.Secreteriat's budget wes very
smell. vMOreover, minutes of the meebtings wouldybe circulated

to members; he proposed that failing the Sub-Cormission's fermalr
decision to tho contrary, the speeches in question should he

eummerised in the minutes.

Dr. WU (China) was very anxious to obtain the texts of
these'twe important statements. He desired a distinction to
be ﬁede between oral and written statements,  While the former
could be repredueed in summarised form he was of.thevopinien
that the latter might be reproduced in extensg, This would~by

- no means bankrupt the United Nations.

| Professor HUMPHREY (Secretariat) remarked that criticisms
fhad already been made concerning the length and cost of documents,
The Secretariat would however bow to. the decision of the mejority

of . the members.,

Miss MONROE (Unlted,Kingdom), on grounds of acononys
lsupported Professor Humphrey. . It wes always possible for
: members to borrow the text of statements from the delegations

concerned.

Mr, MASANI (India) thought that in view of the Sub-
Commission 8 purpose no distinction should be made between oral

;and written statements.

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) supported the arguments advanced by ‘
the Secretariat, especially Bns the Press was present at the
Sub-Commission's dlscussions and the publicity de51red by somg

- members would thereby be fully ensured.
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Mr. BORISOV (USSR) was not convinced by Mr. Nisot's
argument: it was doubtful whether a single paper would mention

his statenent,

Mr. ROY (Haiti) thought that the discussion was straying
from the point, and proposed thal the interpretatiocn of
M. Porisov!s statement into French and Fnglish shhul& he

heard fOI"th'ﬁitht

The Sub-Commission
DECIDED

That there shaould be two interpretations.

The CHATRMAN thanked Mr, Borisav for bis interesting
statoment, and saild that nembers would have liked it to be
posegible for Dr. Wu's proposal to be accepted, The Secrstariat
had drawn his attention to the rule of procedure which provided
that minan:s should be kept of the Sub-Commission's discussions.
Ho dld not wish any distinctions to be made in applying this
rulc. The statements would be reproduced in surmarised forn

in the minutes.

The meating rose at 1.30 p.m.





