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was short he'supported the proposal made by Mr. Daniels.

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) drew attention to the fact that

some members had only just received the documentation prepared

by the Secretariat and had not had sufficient time to study it.

He proposed that the SUb~Commission should sit from 10 a.m. to

Mr. DANIELS (United states~ felt that if the Sub-Commission
" "

of the United Nations to hold two meetings daily. Since time

were to oomplete its work before the Commissi~n on Human Rights

began its meetings, it should sit twice daily, at any rate, for

the first few days.

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) pointed out that it ·was a tradition

THE CHAIRMAN reqlJ:e"~t~d members to draw up a time~'table, 'for

future meetings. The Secretariat had suggested: two :m.ee'~ings"

a day, from 10 a.m. to 1 p.m, and from 3 p.m. to 6 p.m.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) felt
, "
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be poss ible later' "to increase, the number of, meetings.

Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) supported this proposal which would not

entail any loss of time, since it would enable members to study

the voluminous documentation before them.

, ,

that if the SUb-Comm.ission was to accomplish fruitful work it

should hold once-daily and twice-daily meetings on alternate

days. This would enable delegations to prepare their work.

Depending on circums'tanc'es and the progress of work, it might
, .

•. \"

l,p.m~ that morning, and that it should resume discussion of

this point on the following day. He was personally in favour

of the. proposal made by Mr. Nisot that there should be MO

meetings daily, but he wished all members to have an opportunity

.to study the documents.
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Dr WU (China) supported Mr. Daniels' proposal. He was

agreeable to sitting from 10 a.m. till 1 p.m. in the morning

and again in the afternoon. However, he proposed that the

afternoon meetings should be held between 4 p.m. and? p.m.

to allowmembGrs ttme to study the documents between the two

meetings.

Mr. DAN:.tELS (United States), in deference to the views of

Mr. McNamara Ilnd Mr. Sha:.faq suggested that the Sub-Commission

should hold only one meeting that daY j but that there should be

two meetings on following days,.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) explained

tha t his proposAl rest('d on the fact th'i't the Sub-Commission

we-snot called w')on' to complete lts worlc until 5 December. He

could not e4tertain Mr. Daniels' proposal, since members who had

undertaker). long journoys to attend these meElting,s 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 involve.d in hastening

the work and supported the argtunents advanced by Mr. Borisov,

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) pointed out that the Commission

on Human Rights was to assemble the follOWing WGG:k ahdthollght

the Sub-Commission ought therefore to meet as often as possible •

However, in deference to the views of certain members, she

supported the prcposal that there shonld be only one meeting that

day.

Mr. DANIELS (United States) explained that he had no·

intention of provoking a debate. The Sub ...Commission might

subsequently find it convenient to make other a.rrangements,

parttcularly as the Secretariat might sometimes find it

difficult to prepare docu~ments in time,
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The Sub-Commission'

He had had the honour

He had noted that, since

He proposed that there should ba

It wouJ.'d, moreover' ~" be unfair

Only :festel"day the Sub~·Con;.m:Lssion Dad discussed

I

I·le pro,Posed thlat .the Sub-Commission shou1.ddmrote

~uni.ty of !3tudying them.

doc>$uentation for members.

the .Sub-Commission! s work as Et whole.

COllc\\,te action.,

United Nations sin'ce San FrD,ncisco.

of ~epresenting his country at the various assemblies of.the

Hr:.e..-Sll.@'-hii (Iran) wi,shed to make a genc1ral comment on

E/cN •4/Suh, 2/SR/?
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then read these out.

to the Secretariat which had managed to prepare this excellent

Division to rend the terms of re~erence. He asked members

:rtI.~~r~J;lAJ]31;UUi requested the Dire0.toT of the Ihiman Fights

then~ the documents, books and pamphlets pub'lishc'lc'i by the

IlIlL.QHAj]lM.&N emphasj.sGcl thf-) fact that it was not possible

to disGus.s documents unless all the members had had the oppor-

The abo·'·re proposal 1;JaS ad.Qll~1i:..

~~.~_.Il1~'i,Ql1i?Jl.:i..RU..g;£_~J?rrn~_gj':""RQf.Q.;;:.£;lQG..''2,

ded.de next d$.y on the ordEH' of subs equent work.

no meetitl.g th8~ aft;@rnoon and that the Sub·~Commisstop. shou.ld

at length forms of discrimin~tion"i althoueh that oU8stion had

already been the subject of :~nany long di:.~cuss:l.cns in the
: .

kindly' to adhere st~.'ictly to these terms of· reference during

Comm:Lssi.on,\,

·Uni ted l\Tationr-4 had become very numerOU3.

. the discussion.

,would be wJ-se not to linger tuo long OVeI: that gene:t'al

. docurrlenGa. cion; it should l'athcjI' concontrate en means of

Pr..Q.L~....J:aE.~ ...JHJMP.J3.];~.EX (Secretariat) saj.d that th(~ Secretariat·

had prepared document E/cN •Lf/Sub, 2/2 and that Cl nevl doournr;mt

. E/CN.Lt-/Sub.2/l5 had been d:L.sGrlbutec1. to member's that morning.

The latter a.ocument contained the terms of· referonce. He



the despondency prevailing throughout the world with regard to

solved by long general discussions, but solely by means of
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He emphasised

Members of the Sub~Commission

Those problems could not be

In this spirit he had prep~red solutions

but wished to make one poin~ clear.

practical decisions.

only two or three meetings to general discussion with the

object of getting to know the views of the Various 'members

present. The general'discussion could then be closed, and the

Sub··Comm1.s sion could go on to study practical conclusions.

TI:lli.....Q.ful.lB.lli\l1 replied that the general discussion was opent

and recalled that Mr. Borisov had rightly stressed the advis­

ability of a .thorough examination of the points under discussiGn,

both by pre.1.iminary study of the documents and by general debate.

It was therefore not necegsa~y to decide nov how long the

general discussion should last. The SUb-Commission could take

a decision on t~at point in the light of subsequent proceedings.

Ml'.Q ROY Otaiti) agreed with Mr. Shafaql s general comment,

were pr0sent as representatives of the international organization

and not of their respective COillltries.

Mr., DANJ.~M.9. (United States) shared the views of Mr. Shafaq •.

The Sub-Commission had to do practical work.

The United States were takin~ active steps in connexion

with the problem of human right~, and the Civic Rights Commission

the great problems of the timesn

had just made its report to President Truman.

which he would have the honour of submitting to tho St1b-Commis sion,

and which would, he hoped~ help to remove all obstacles to

the dignity and freedom of men in every part of the wo~ldc

Mr~_~..cJ.'t~J1AT3ji (Australia) proposed, in order' to save time,

that a Committee of uix members be oonstitutod to s~udy generally
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the two definitions asked for by the Commission. Two Sub-

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

another procedure before the end of the general discussion,
,

Committees, each composed 'of three members~ might study each

problem individually, The Committee and its Sub-Committees

In that way, the Sub-Commission

It would not be practical to adop~

could meet that very afternoon.

the general discussion.

would be in possession of complete definitions the next day.

Mr. NISOT (Belgium), on a point of order, recalled that

the Sub-Commission had decided 011 the ,previous day to proceed

with a study of the matters dealt with in its·terms of reference,

within the framework of the corresponding articles of the draft

Declaration drawn up by the Drafting Committee.

THE CIiAIRMAN. 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-Colmnittees,

but a decision on that point could not be taken until after

majority decision, but, as the Sub-Commission would not meet

that afternoon" it would be advisable for the work to be

prepared by a Committee.

Miss MONRQE (United Kingdom) .supported the views expressed

by the Chairman, and pointed out that the afternoon would be

taken up with studying the documents.

~r. RO~ (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 exnmination of cert~in problems to a' Committee

of 6 members, as, in any case, the Sub-Commis sion would nave

to resume discussion of these problems later.

["I



When the work was

The nations should create

This International Convention might well

For these reasons, he supported the vi~ws

of the Agenda had been completed.

and human rights.

expressed by Miss MONROE and Mr. ROY.

IBm CHAIRMAN pointed out that the views of the majority

of members had been clearly stated and, recalling that

Mr. Mcnamara had stated that he would bow to a majority

decision, he considered Mr. McNa~arals proposal withdra~.

Ht. :3HAFAQ (Iran) recalled that the Charter of the

United Nations, signed and ratified on 26 June 1945 by 50
nationg, made provision for security, justice, ~ell-being

more advanced, the adoption -of this procedure might be

E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR/2
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Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet 30cialist Republics)

thought it was premature to consider the setting up of

Committees or Sub-Committees before discussion of Item 6 '

be called the Magna Carta of international security. The

Charter was the document of world peace and prosperity and

expressed the colleotive desire of the nations to found a'

new world organization to promote cultural co-operation

between them, bring about fraternity among nien and put, an

end to all forms of aggression. The Sub-Commission had

met that day to examine the problem of HW1lan Rights and to

r:E\ffirm faith in fundamental human rights and in the dignity

and worth of the hwnan person.

political and social conditions which would help to encoura~a

respect for human rights without distinction as to race,

sex, language or religion.



The history of Iran showed

Her economic and social policy

It should not be forgotten that

With the exception of a few short periods

There were numerous proofs of this in

The sense of' ju.stice, the idea bf' tolerance andculture.

of the problem ofhwnan values.

in Ancient pe~sia.

philOSQP~ic 11terature. He pointed out that" t'here'were no

minority problerns in Iran. Moreover, the la'rgest of the

three existing minorities, Armenian, Jewish and Assyrian, which

might be called religious minorities, consisted of less than

that it was a country which could pride itself an a sound

maw(ind a decent life.

the, universal conception of human worth had already existed

It was time to change the narrow limits of ·traditional

or historic groups, and ror this reason the nations of the

whole world should direct, their attention to a c'omrno'n solution

the field of social reform.

E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR/2
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it was not .laws that made men, but" men that made laws; That

100,000 persons.

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

Nevertheless, Iran was preparing to take decisive action in

in the wake of world wars, Iran had lived in' peace for centuries.

In the field of education and in the political and social

spheres the minorities enjoyed the samg ri~hts as Iranians.

, ,

was why, if a law or a charter were to be of real practical

valuo, the principles it contained should first be written in the·

. hearts of mrm. To this end, the nations should establish a system

-



One of

This Committee would be responsible forthe United Nations.

intGrnational education based on tolerance, fraternity and the

universality of human truth.

He proposed that a Committee consisting of world leaders

in educational theory should be set up under the auspices of

The CHLUHN.H.N thanked Hr. Shafaq for his interesting

might to given immediate consideration:

1. That a plan should be worked out for acquiring exact

information concerning the situation of minorities i~

E/CN.4/Sub.2!SR!2
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2 0 That the necessary precautions should be taken to

11istinguish genuine and legitimate minorities from

artificial 1':1.in011til(Js vii.lich might have been called

into existence solely as instruments for specific

In thls conl1ection; he wished to communicate to the

studying the basic principles of a democratic and universal

education to be sUbmitted subsequently to UNESCO for application.

He surunitted to the SUb-Corr®ission two suggestions Which

tho various countries;

"political ambitions, within a country or outside it.

statement.

Hr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) emphasized

the importance of the proble~ of preventing discrinination and ob­

tilining 0qual rights for all peoples without distinction as to

October Revolution was the final settlenlent of the nationalities

the nost remarkable advances achieved as the outcome of the

probleLl and the pr"blelJ of collaboration betweEln th2 vario1.ra

aS110cts of the present po'si tion in the Soviet Union~

1:lO;:lb0rs of the SUb-Commission some infornation on cel'tain

""''"'''1'..

',"

:.~, ',I r1as I
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It was for

All these constitutions

New industriesbdd to be created, the eCAnomic

In order to achieve equality and harmony between peoples

maturity, groat difficulties had to be overcome.

for the national constitutions.

equipment"

life~

this reas~n that the Bolshevik party, after the Civil War,

inproved the economic conditions of the various peoples and

affir~ed the liberation of the down-trodden, the end Sf their

exploitation by ind~viduals, the principle of fraternity and

mutual aid, the equality of rights and an independent national

developed their technical, industrial and agricultural

,I ,

Constitution of the Russian Republic.was taken as an example

E!CN.4/Sub.2!SR/2
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of the wost divorse nationalities and to proBote their political

, .. .

and sovereignty of all peoples, their right of self-determination

and their right to have an independent' government, the abolition
,

of all forms of discrimination and all privileges br ~ raci~l,

religious or linguistic character and lastly the free'

development of the ethnic groups and national peoples thr~ughout

the territory of the Union.

In this connection, the Government of the USSR assured

thfJ peoples of the Union complet~ independence.' It had put

POOP~8S of the Soviet Union. The declaration signed by Lenin
, j

and Stalin on 2 November 1917 established for the Russian

people the inalienable right to control their own destiny.

This declaration was based on the principles of the equality

framework had to be enlarged' and ,cfj1U1llurlica'tions constructed

throughout the length and breadth ef tqe territ0ry.

, .

'an end to the exploitation of one individual by anqther, and'

this had been a source of strength to the peoples of the Union

Of Soviet Socialist Rapublicso

The Constitution Qf the USSR was b~s8d on the principles

contained in the declaration by Lenin and Stalin. The
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The abolition of economic inequalities was a decisive f~ctor

in the liquidation of the Tsarist agrarian regime.

The economic dovelopment which the Soviet Union had been

undergoing for 30 years had, ';gone, hand in hand with development
, . '

, . ",'

in the field of culture' and' ed;u~ati'on. From the, 'first, the
I ,

Bolshevik Party had realised the,imp~rtance of raising the
_,f, : ':

culturnl level of the masse1s .',':; Thus' the 1,1umber of pupils in

pri~~ry and seoondary schools; a:$·· ..w811 as in the higher,

schools, had increased in impressive proportions. The Soviet

Government had carried out its cultural work through the

development of literature, libraries, th~atres, cinemas,

. ,

connection, it should be noted' that the raising ..of .the.
cultural level had been achieved uniformly over the wholo of

the. Union' sterritory, which proved that colonial peoples,

At present the USSR was inlt

ld

lion

academies and cultural centres.

the vanguard of culture and world progress,, , In this

Whatever some might say about them, were capable. of governing

e themselves.
, ,

The r1ghts of the citizens 'of all' the Republics were

ir

:i

~ples

;ical

gua;r;anteed by the Co'nstitutf~n" '.' All 01tizens whatever their
" ,

race" means, religio'n or" s~x wets' ~qua1 befsre the law, from.

the mo st humble man 'to'tho "President of "the Supreme Soviet

Council,
. : • \ • I

Every citizen had the right to medical attention at

Government expense; free education, frsm elomeI~tary to

higher, was proVided in th,e mother tongue. Every citizen

had the rigp.t to work 'a:nd 'tdfaJ.'rwa:ges, according. to his

ability, througl,1out tbo Whole area of the Union. That right

,/ ". <

was guaranteed by the Constitution and there could be no

question therefore of unemploynent.
I
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The Constitution also guaranteed all citizens rest and

leisure in the form of yearly holidays with pay, rest centres,

clubs, sanatoria, etc. Social insurance covered old-age t

care and the benefit of spas and cures.

Women enjoyed complete equality with men both in the

economic and social field, and in the fields of politics,

culture and education.

At all elections the vote was universal, direct,genera~

and by secret 'ballot •. Every citizen from the age of eighteen

upwards, 'wha tever his race ,nationali i;;y, sex, means',' educ'atien,

ancestry or past activities w,as an elector andeligible.·

The nagistrates of ,the Peoples' Courts were elected for

three yoars on the samB electoral system, 'The proceedings of

the Gourts were conducted in tho language of the.ii.ep1l'blic of

the Union or in that of ~ne autonomouS.Republic, but every

citizen had the right to ask for an~nterpreter.

sickness and accidents at work. It guaranteed free medical

Mr. Boris.ov said he had wished.to conl1::lent on these

aspects of· the USSR Constitution in or9.er to show that .it was

PAssible to solve national probJems by abolishing all

discriminatory practices and by co-operation between peoples

of the most diverse nationalities 4 Without that the Soviet

Union would never have achieved the unity that was put to the

national pre.ju.dices, in national development of the country.

fraternity and the union of peopl~s•.

f~iendship existing between all th~ peoplos of the USSR had

been the source of the resistance and heroism of the Soviet

1'hestrength of patriotism lay in combating

The unshakable

people.

test in the terrible years of the 1941-4-5 war.



be. transla.ted into F!'!3J:v~h".nrl BingJJ.sh,

Mr. BORISOV (USSR) wns of the opinion that the rules of

of the Sub-Commis sion exprE.'S sed thc'E1so1ves \V'itb. equal faci11 ty

Out

He suggested

EleVf;;m of the .twelve members

Only Mr. Borisov spoke in Russian,

Mro ROY (Haiti) opposed this~

in French or Engl:L~h~

th<'>t the sta"" ornc"'l+ C!hO'u'l " "',,-' '1· .,.,.: 1- r: 1 [' t- ".. ,~ O·..·..L., 'y" i ...,to E~ngl;sh.~ _ ' \.J ..J,v.l. o,J \-,.:• ..L. _U- fJ ~J "~'!.:o C.l" J. ..... J..d..... t.......t lJ. - ... .It ..L..
i

Mr," SHAFAQ (Iran) andMr 0 SPANI1iJ1IJ (France) shared this view ..

Dr, WU (China) also ~nJ.pported the latter proposal, but·

hoped that the text of Mr. Shafaq's and Mr. Borisov'i interesting

statements would-be circulated to members.

E/CN·~4/Sub,2/pR/2
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provided that IlA rule of pl~oc8dure may be temporarily suspended

by the Commission", and he accordingly "p110posed that if members

agreed - in order to save time - two t=anslations of

. Nr. McNAMARA (Australia), on a point of oJ;'der, drew·

attention to the fact that Article 61 of the I'ules of procedure

procedure should be ~ollowed as regards the translation ,of

Russian speeches into the two of..n~i.Al lrmguages.

Such was the position of tr.<:i USSR·TGgarding prever;tion of

'disc~1mirtatibn and protection of minorities c

··of courtesy to Mr 0 Bo:risov it was prop~n' that his statement shou~d

Mr. N1SOT (Belgimn) supported Mr. Roy's proposal, and

thought that the questior:.. ~'ihether the time allowed to each

speaker was ~r was not to be limited ought to be settled some

time ...

Professor HUMPHREY (Secretariat) stated that reproduetion

of Mr. Shafaq' s and Mr. Bori.s,::,v-' s speeches irL.:t.,Q.tQ would add

cOnsiderably to the Secretariatrs work; in addition, expenses

'Mr. Borisov's statoment should not be :Qadeu
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had to be cut down, since the Secretariatls budget was very

to members; he proposed that failing the Sub-Commission's formal

decision to t~o contrary, the speeches in question should be

~umnlarised in the minutes.

small. Moreover, minutes of the meetings would be circulated
argumer

his sta

\" ' .

Dr. WU (China) was very anxious to obtain the texts of

He desired a distinction tothese two important statenents.

be made between oral and written statements. While the former heard f

could be reproduced in summarised form he was of the op!nion T.

that the.latter might be reproduced in extense.

no mGans bankrupt the United Nations •

This would by DECIDED

. .
" ,

Professor HUMPHREY (Secretariat) remarked that criticisms

had already been made concerning the length and cost of doquments.

The Secretariat would' howevsl' bow to the decision of the major!ty,

T:

stateme:

possibll

of .the. member s. had dr~n

concerned.
..,

members·to borrow the text of statements from the delegations

Miss MONROE (United Kinguom), on grounds of Oa0l1QBY'1
that ·m1J

rule.

He did

in the

. :,
It was always possible forsupported Professor Humphrey.

',.. , "'.

Mr. MASANI (India) thought that in view of the Sub..

Commission's purpose no distinction should be made between oral
;, .

and written statements.

Mr. NISOT (BelgiuIJ) supported the arguments advanced by
,

the Secretariat, especially ~s the Press was present at the

Sub-Conunission t s discussions and the publicity desired by some

members would thereby be fully ensured.

, ,. .' . '", , ~-.' .



Tho SUb-Gormni;:!sion

DECIDBD

in the rn~l1utes.

Tk1.8 Secretariat

Tho statements would be reproduced in sUD1::J.o.rised fo:-m.

The meoting rose at 1.30 p.m.

Mr. BORISOV (USSR) was not convinced by Mr ~ Nisot "s.

ill/eN .It/Sub.2/SR/2
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Th.':t.t there should be tv.TO interpretations.

his stater:1unt o

Hl'" ROY (Haiti) thought that the discussion was straying

argUf.\(:mt ; it was doubtful whether a single paper would mention

Tho CHAIRHA.N thanked Mr. Boris~v for tdB interosting

st::tt{~mont, and said that l:wnbers would have likoc1 it to be

possible for Dr. WUIS p~oposal to be acceptec o

heard fortt~ith.

thnt r;lj.l1n-:·,·:s should be leept of t~le Sub·CommiFlsicm ' s discussions.

rl.1lo.

had dro:~'Tn his attention to the rule of procedure whi ch provided

fl'om the point, and proposed that the interpretatioll. of

Nl'" }'ot'isov's statsment into French and English shotll~ b~

Ho did not wish any distinctions to be made in applying this




