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The CHATRMAN said that in future Professor J.P. HUMPHREY
would be attending the meetings of the Commission on Hunman R* zhts,
and he thanked him for his assistance on behalf of the members of
the’Sub—Commissibno

Article 36. .

He suggested that the Sub-Commission should finish the

dlscussion of Article 36 at that session.
| Mr., MASANI (India) proposed that the words "ard script” be
added‘after the word "language" in line 6.

‘"he CHAIRMAN put Mr. Masani's motion to the vnte. The motion
was adopted unanimously.

Mr., SHAFAQ (Iran) said that, in his opinion, the Comnission
on Human Rights did not desire to encourage a spirit of linguistic
or racial isolation among the nations, He had suggested, for this
reason, that the words "well defined" be added before tue word
Hethnle", as contained in his written proposal (document CHR/IHF.9).

Mr. DANIELS (United States of America) supported Mr. SHAFAG's
proposal in principle. He pointed out, however, that the right of
language seemed to him to be the only right enumerated in “r.
Shafaq's proposal which was not guaranteed elsewhere in the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN welcomed Mr. MENESES (the Representatise of
Ecuador) to the Coumission.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Secialist Republics) said that,
ag a point of order, Article 36 was concerned only with rights.

In his opinion, Mr. SHAFAQ's proposal cortained definitions

of minorities which in his view could not be adoptued prior to

the discussion on the problem of minorities. He proposed that
the Bub-Commission should adopt the text of Articlc 36 as drafsed.

Mr. MASANI (India) suggested that the word "ainorities"

might be replaced by the word "groups',
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Mr,»BQR;SOV (Upiondof Soviet Socialist Republics). said
that, in Nis opinion% this:amendment,Waé not a motion.of order,
and did not affect his propooal° ,

Mr. SPANIEN (France) .said that 1f the Sub-Commission later
agreed upon a.difforeot definition ofiminorities,¢it would then .
be possible to alter the text of Article 36. g
. ~ The CHAIBMAN put to the vote Mr.;BQRISQV's:motion'thét
Artlcle 36 should be voted on immedioteiy and;iﬁdependéntly~of -
Mr, SHAFAQ'S proﬁosal._ The?e;were,five votes in favour, six
against, and one abstention., Dr. WU (China),réserved;the righti,
later to propose an amendment. | | o

Miss MONROE (Unlted Klngdom) sald that she agreed wlth
the proposal to replace the word "minorities! by the word -
.”groups" bhe sald that she supported Mr., SHAFAQ g, proposal ”
to add the words "if they chose to do so" at the end of the-if{'
Article, She supported a suggostlon that the word "persong'
should be roplacod by the word "nationals'". She oonsddered‘5  |
that the words‘”established‘historical,evidenoo”'weré,too,vagoen
and added nothing to the words "ethnic, linguistio«orreligiousj;d
minorities." . ‘ B ‘ | : . o

Mr . NiSOT (Belgium) gaid that he sdpported Mr;,SHAFA@'s:o’
proposal to introduce the word "groups'. He had suggested fhato'
the word "persons" should be: replaced by the. word ”natlonals” |
as all relevant treaties had only. been concerned w1th nationals,fd

Mr., MASANI (India) said that he. supported Mr. SHAFAQ's -
proPosal to introduce the word "groups't and that he had no
objootion to Mr. NISOT's proposal to ‘use tho word “natlonals”

Mr, McNAMAﬁA (Australia) suggested four alterat10n5~ Flrst{f_
to delete the words '"a substantial number” He oon51dered that -
the rights contained in the Article should be granted evon to a‘df’
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small‘nuﬁerical group. Secondly, to delete the wbrds "ag far as
compatible with bublic order;” He considered that this condition
could be abused by a dictator goverdment. Thirdly, to add the
words "on the basis of loyalty to the State, of which they are
resident memberg" after tho wordé shall have the right.!""
Fourthly, to add the words "where they have not a practioable
facllity in the official language”‘before the words "hefore the
courts, " |

Mr, DANIELS (United States of America) sgaid thqt he
congsldered Mr, SHAFAQ's proposal denied_those rights to groups
which were not "well defined". ‘

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) sald that
he would not comment on Mr. SHAFAQ's proposal, but made the |
'followihg comments on the present text. First,xto add in line 1
the words "and nationality" afteruthe'word "race", ag contained
in Article 6. Secondly, to add the word "national" after the
word "ethnic'". Thirdly, to delete the words "as far as o
compatible with public order.)H He also considered that a govern-
ment could abuse this condition, Fourthly, to add at 'the end of
the Article words to the effect that "the government has the duty
to establish conditions permitting a minority to practice |
effectively their rights, both:by the use of State funds and by
the creation of an autonomy." He considered that this provided a
guarantee that a State would effectively secure the rights
granted to a minority. Referring to Mr. SHAFAQ's prdpoéal, he
reserved the right later to make comments,

Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) said that he did not support the
replacement of the word '"minorities' by the word’ﬁgroups”. He
wished to retain the word "persons", as he considered that the

. rights of the individual ‘were the most lwportant. He supported
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the two}proposals; first; tb‘deieta the wofds "as farwaS ‘
compathble with public order”;' seoondly, o éddfthe wgfdsv”if
they chose to do g0, , | | r o

Mr. MASANT (India) said that, in his‘dpiniOn? b@th the
propogals referrving to "public¢ order' and ”basi Dfuloyait?ﬁ |
eould provide a government with oprortunities for abué%. :

Dr., Wi (China) qugge, sad that the wramﬂséfs of the varicus
amerndinents wight be ahle to dratt a Slng]h text. -

Mros SPANID N \Frdnbp) proncsead aqduuw after “h@lwdr&
“m1uvr¢U¢us“5 i line 2 of Mr, SHAFAO 8 propos ul the words
"having the wish to benefit from & ocojul Stﬂtﬂua“ He uhOught
that it was important to consider Th oonditaons uf a Froup of
1e?sans Who wished to be includ«d in a commun tju |

Miss MONROE (Uhit@d Kingdom) sajd that, in her épinien;
the Sub-Commission ha a not yel u’fG“d upon the ubjocL of Artlcle
36, This object could be either that rizhts be gra nt@d to
groupe in the same manne» as to individuals, o that no -
rights should be granted to groﬁps’ﬂs the rights“already. 
grantod to dndividuals were adcquate; Hf, McNAMARA (Auétfélié)
felt that Me. SHAFAQ's JTOpO%dls added rnstrlct Lons dﬂd were
fundamentally different from his. |

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) gajd, in answer to Mr.
MENESES (Beuador) that she cou31derod that: otnur Articles had.
already granted viehts to ind;vqual@ and that the obgect of
Article 36 was o gfant rights to wfbups. She pf@posed a
motion tnaL an Artnole ustablisth mlnurlty Tjﬂhtur in |
:addition to 1n11v1dua] 1Phts, should Dbe dlacusqedg

Mr., . Bonxsov (Union of Soviet Socialist Republiés)'agaiﬂ'

‘,said that uhﬂ qub5ulon of thc def1n¢tion of m7n0“1bi 8 should '
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not be railsed a2t that time. He suggcsted that Article 36, as
drafted by.the Drafting Committow, should he voted upon by the
Sub-Conmission. He sugpested that Article 36 would have no
object, if 1t was considercd that only individuals, and not
groups, exlsted,

ir. DANIELS (United States of Amcricea) considercd that
Article 36 might later prove to be unnecessary.

Migs MOWKOE (Unitcd Kingdoa) nroposedl that no single text
be dlscussed until the Sub-Cormiission hnad ~graod on the basic
definition of "protection of minoritics.

Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) said that, in his opinion, it was
not possible to distinguish between the rights of individuals
and the rights of groups composed of Individuals.

The CHAIRMAN proposed the inmediate estoblishient of a
Sub-Commlttee to draft a single text. Therc was no opposition
to his further propos»sl that the maembers should be lir, SHAFAQ
(Iran), Miss MONROE (United Kingdowm), Mr., MefA'ARA (Austrnlia)
and Mr, SPANIEN (France).

Mr. MASANI (Indla) proposcd thnt the Bub~Cormittee should
Attempt to agree upon the amenduents, 1f they woere not 2ble to
agree upon a text.

The meeting rose at 12,30 p.nm.





