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, The CHAIRMAN suggested that the oub Committee should first 1
r.vgte upon the resolutlon proposed by Mr._BORISOV (Union of Sov1et'_
“iSoc1ali at Republics) as contained in- document E/CN. H/SUb /2%,

| Mr.,MASANI (Indla) proposed that thc Sub- Comm1551on should |
:ffVOte upon’ the comp051te resolution of the Sub-Committee (document
-72E/GN N/eub 2/33) prior to Mr. BORISOV‘S resolubicn, |
| Mr. BORISOV (Union of SOVlet Soc1alist Republios) supported..
| the Ghairman s sugrestion to vote upon his proposal first v'He‘ -
| tsaid that therc was a fundamental difference between his text and
fjthe tcxt of the composite resolution. He considered that it was
‘;\the duty of the Sub Comm1351on to consider petitions and not to
Lsubmit them to other bodies, He pointed ‘out that he had proposed
~“con>1deration both of the Negro problem in. the United: Statcs of .
iﬁAmerica and of the question of Dlscrimination of Women because |
';relcvant decuments were available. He said that he was ready to
“.conSider any other petitions 1f the documentary evidencc was
«iavailable.u_ n | o | |
5 Hc emphasized that the resolution of the General Assembly /
1MNo. 103 (l) made it clear that it was the duty of the Sub Commissidi
njto take immediate and. cncrgetic steps against discrimination, He
r_considered that the oub«Commission should acecordingly discuss both
'gthn documents in. these two petitions and the prinCiples thorein
"1nvolVed \ | | |
m - The. CHAIRMAN put the motion to the vote that the composite
frcsolution be voted upon first | There were seven votes in favour,
"two against, and three abstentions. |
| | Mr.o DANIELS (United States of America), referring to the
:_compositc text, sald that the word ”notify” in line 3 should be‘
;;‘replaced by the word ”modify”  He propoocd the addition at the -
:;end of paragraph l, of paragraphs l and 2 of document.

| /CN H/Sub 2/11 and paragraph 1 of document E/CN, M/Sub 2/12
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Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) said that, in his opinion, it was the
duty of the Sub-Commission to discuss the priﬁCiples'léid down by
the Commission, to make general recommendations to the '
Commission and to suggest methods of‘their.implementation; He
-considered that tho‘Sub-Commission had no powef:to hear pétitions
direct. | | . ' B
The VICE~CHAIRMAN felt that it was the responéibility of the
. Commission on Human Rights to draft and adopt'boﬁh.a Declaration
of-Human Rights and a Convention of Human Rights, This had not
_yet been done. In his opinion, the Sub-Commission could not hear
ﬁetitions, as they had no DeClaration.or“Convention to apply. |
He added that even the Commission on Human Rights had no power
elther to consider or to deal with such pﬂtjtiohs. He suggested

that the Sub-Commission ask the Conmission on Human Ri@hts to

take actlon concerning paragraph 2 (a), (M), (e) of tho‘composite"

- resolution.

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom)-referréd to her proposal ﬁo"
deleto pafagraph 2 of the‘composite resolution. She’considofed
that it was promature for the Sub- Commlss1on to consider potltions‘
~until a Declaratlon and Conventlon had prov1ded the Sub~Comm1331on
with adequate powers and criteria. She supportod paragraphs l,

3 and 4 of the composite resolution. = - | |

Mr, MASANI (India) said that he had proposed to replace
paragraph 4 of the composite resolution by paragraphs 2 to 5 of -
document T/CN./Sub.2/27. He considered that the Sub~Commission :
had no power to pass judgments upon pétitions’but‘that they oould‘
act as conciliators. - |

Dr. WU (China) said that, in his opinlon, 1t was the duty of 
the Sub-Commission to consider measures of implomnntdtlon but
that it would be premature‘to formulate such moqsures in detall.o
He agreed with the\measureSjoﬁggeSted by;Mr}‘DANIELS4(United |

States of America) to enable minorities to ventilate thelr
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' grievances. Referring to the composite resolution, he sald that
‘he supported paragraph 1, but was against paragraph 23 he supported
paragraph},7 as being a practical step; he considered that
paragraph L was ‘ultra vires of the Sub- Conmission. He considered
that there were two effectivb methods of implementation, first,
'if fact- finding machinery was requircd he supported Mr, BORlSOV'
resolution° secondly, if machinery for judgins potitions was
required, he supported Mr, MASANI's proposal

| Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) p01nted out that the word
”machinery” in line 5, paragraph L of theicomposite regolution
should“be replaced by the words "on such part of that nmachinery

‘as concerns 1it'". | |

| Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) emphasized that, in his opinion, 1t was
the duty of the.Sub—CommisSion not to receive petitions directly,
~ but, as experts, to meke recommendations to the Commission on

,‘Hnman Rights.' -

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) said that he. supported paragraphs

?2 3 and 4 and Mr, DANIELS' proposal in the oompOSite resolution.

~ He proposed amendments to document E/CN.h/bub.E/lQ.

|  He said that, in his opinion, legsltechni‘calitdes should

‘not stop the Sub—Commission from taking'active steps up to the
point‘of intervention. He suggested that the Sub-Commission

j:qould transnit documents, act as conciliators, and, by voting,

“n.demonstrate public opinion. | _ |
The VICE—UHAIRMAN suggested that the Sub-Commission could
N study petitions before they were discussed by the Commission on
Humen Rights. He considered that the Sub-Commission could have
‘gno wider powers than those elready refused to the Commission on.
f_ Human Rights; He ~suggested thet the Economic and SOCi&l Counoil
‘ should be asked to extend the pOWcrs of the Conm1 sion.
: f. Mr.‘DANIELS (United States of Amorica) said that he.

Q}lsupported the whole composite resolution including his own
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amendment{"‘ln his opinion, 1t was the duty of the“Sub—Commission‘
"o recommend to the Commission on Human Rigﬁts princip1és to be.
applled against discrimination. He considered that the Sub- E
Commission would be no riore than‘a‘drafting body unless-they
recommended machinery for the implementation of sueh principles;
to that extent, he did not consider that meésures now undeftakén ¥ ;
would be premature. | |

Mr, MENESES (BEcuador) said thatg‘in‘his opinion; paragraph 2
of the composite resolution omitted the means of implementatioh,
for example, the International Gourt of Justice, He supported
'only‘paraéraphs 1, 3 and k4, | _

The CHAIRMAN put to.the vote paragraph 1 of the composite
resolution. There were ten votes in faVour, one against and one
abstention. | ' |

" The CHATRMAN put to the vote Mr, DANIEL's motion to insert
.paragraphs 1 and 2 of docunment E/CN, H/Qub 2/11 in the comp051te.
resolution. There were ‘three votes in favour, flVO against, and |
four abstentlons. ‘ ‘

The CHAIRMAN put to thc vote Mr. DANIELS' motlon to insert ;fi
paragraph 1 of dooument E/CN. +/Sub 2/12 (w1th the word "including" 
in line 5, amended to the word ”acceptedﬂ) in the compnsite  \‘
resolution. = He sald that if the motion was adopted, the Sub-.
Commission might cons1der Mr, McNAMARA's amendménts later, . Thére ‘;
were five votes in favour, and seven against. N | o

Tho CHAIRMAN said that Me. MCNAMARA's amondments would o
longer be effective. ‘ ‘ - o ‘”

Mr, DANTELS (Unlted States of America) said that parag raph
2 néw appeared 1neffectjve, beoausc the Sub- Conm1ssion could not :
receive any conmunlcatlons relating ‘to petitions. | -

The CHAIRMAN put’ to th@ vote. Miss MONROE'S motjon to delete :

paragraph 2 of the‘composlte re%olution. Thcre were nine votes

| in fqvour, and three agalnst.
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The CHAIRMAN puﬁ to the vote paragraph 3 of the composite
resolution., -There were cleven votes in favour, and one abstention.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote Mr. MASANI's amendment to
paragraph 4, There were five votes in favour, six against, and
one abstention.

The CHATRMAN put to the vote paragraph U4 of the composite
resolution. There were elght votes in favour, two against and
two abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN said that the Sub-Conmission would discuss "The
amendments concerning the handling of petitions submitted!
(document E/CN.4/Sub.2/31) after they had voted upon Mr. BORISOV:S
- resolution, contained in document E/CN.4/Sub.2/2%, as amended by
Mr. MASANI (India).

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) considered that the Sub-Cormission could
not study new proposals, as they had rejocted the consideration of
petitions. |

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Sub-Comnmission should discuss
the text and if possible reach a conclusion.

Mr, DANIELS (United States of America) pointed out that the
second half of Mr, MASANI's proposed amendment was almost identical
with his own ﬁropoSal which had been reserved for a later
discussion.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed
that the Sub-Commission should vote on document E/CN,4%/Sub,.2/24
as 1t was not connected with the composite resolution.

Mr, MASANI (India) saild that, in his opinion, a study by the
Sub~Commission of the problems both of the Negroes in the United
States of America and of colonial peoples would be hindered by the
absence of any official petitions or other documents before them,

He added that his proposed amendment would procure for the Sub-

LY
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Commi551on official documents as.a basis of study.' He said thet
“he H%d edopted the idea expressed by Mr, DANIELo in docunent
E/CN, h/Sub 2/1% that a study of problems of discrlnlnation should
be general and not limited to colonies. | |

Miss MONROE (United Kingdon) supported Mr, MASANI'S proposal.
bhe con51dered that 1t was the duty of the Sub- Comm1331on to promote
in all wwys thc welfare of coloured peoples, but that it would be
invidious, in her opinion, to give priority of con 1Oorltion to
'thc particular groups suggested or to any other Colourcd minorities.
She said that she could not support paragraph (a) of Mr. MASANI's
i amendment because she con31dered that ‘the Sub Commission could take
no effective action until a Declaration and ConVention had been |
adopted. : _ ‘ .
| .Mrp SHAFAQ (Iren)qsuggested that the'Sub-Commiesion should
first consider principlee and then recommendations, including |
Mr. MASANI'S amendment, | A | |

Mr. MENESES (Bouador), referring to paragraphs 1 and 2 of
‘docunont E/CN. H/Sub 2/24 doubted that the Sub Conmlssion could
'take any action concernlng the Negroes until a Decleration had beon_
"adoptcd. He suggested that terrltories other than colonies should
be considered, M'He pointed out that, for example, there wereZBO.
million Indians in Latin~Americe, who were in great need of eociel
and political reform. He submitted statistics of‘these‘minorities
and described in some detall the bad conditions of their'existence;

He proposed that in line 3 of paragraph 2 of document
/CN. h/Sub 2/24 the word ”colonies" be replaced by the words "the
.various countries of the world". | - |
| Mr. DANTELS (Unlted States of America) said that he vas
aware of the problem of the Negroes in the United States of
America, and that the Pre81dent had himself authorized a

conprehensive investigetlon‘of this problem,, He sughestcd tnat ;
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it would be inv1dlous to take isolatnd action in thls partlcular
problem and he supported the setting up of machinery for the raceipt
by the Sub-Commission of pptitions from all types of minorities,

The‘meetingfrose at‘é.HS DT,





