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1. Continuation of the Dizcusgion Qn Mr, BOTlJO%'S Pronoeal

" (Document E/CN.4/Sub, 2/24 7,

* Mp. BORISOV (Uhion of Boviet Socialist Hepublics) replied to

. remarks in connex’on with his proposal mad@ by memberdion the

‘provious day; With‘regard to the fir st palagraph ‘he maintained
that there had been official petitions b] the Ncnﬂoe“ in the d

| United States of America and by the International Democratic

- Federation of Women. These dobuments were:noﬁ unknown and
foicial reference numbers could be given; He regrotted thﬂt such

"documents had not been distributed by‘the Secretariat., He would
be prepared tb'accept Mr,,MASANI's amendment to the Tirst paraw- -
graph of his proposal, if the reference to discerinatlon against

women were not omitted. - In reply to Miss MONBOE'S point that

 .there night be many other petitions which could be inserted in

paragraph (1) of his proposal, he said that he'had chosen two

urgent cases for practical action. The petition from the Negroes
. 1n the United States of America had been in the hands of the

~ Becretariat of the United Nations fqr two years.

‘He d1d not agree w1tb Ml, MAS ANI" améendment b tﬁe seéOh&‘

:{:pwragrnph of his propoualg sinco the subﬁtapce of tnac amoﬂdment

' 'was‘ent*roly dlffeLent from that of the orLQLnal plopobal ﬂé;

agreed with Mr. MENESES that thoro WGTG co]ourea ‘people alJ ove""
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" the world in need of protection against discrimination but he
placed especlal emphasis on those in the Colonies. He agreed
that it was impossible to tackle all the problems at once and said i

that he had mentioned in his proposal the twao he considered most:

urgent.

" Mme. LEFAUCHEUX (Representative of the Commission on the
dtatus of Women) suggested that the‘Sub—Commiesion'should
rocommend that the document from the International Democratic
Federation of Women be sent to the Commission on‘the Status of
‘Women; She mentioned the questionnaire which had been circulated
by her}Commission on the subject of married women and suggested
that the Sub-Commission might wish to hean the results of her
Commission's discussions on the subject. ‘Her Commission would be
pleased to keep up a close liaison with thenSub—Commissionn' o

Mr. MASANI (India) agreed with Mme. LEFAUCHEUX's surrestion.
He felt that since he had not secen the textlof the petition heh
could not add it to his own amendment. | , ‘

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Sociallst Republicg) referred
to Article 13 which had been withdrawn from dlscu331on by the ‘
Sub-Commission because Mme LEFAUCHEUX had. said that her Commission
had not yet studled the problem. He asked whether Mrme. LEFAUCHEUX‘}
had been given instructions by her Commission or whether she had ”
made her proposal on her own responsibility. "He sald that the
document in question had alread: been'handled by the Committee
on Non-Governmental Organizations and he felt that there was no‘
reason to delay discussion of the mattor.‘ |

Mme. LEFAUCHEUX (Commlssion on tho Status of Women) thought .
that the Sub-Comm1351on had doc1dod not to discuss any petltlon
connected with women and she. had therefore.asked for the petltion
from the International Democrat;cheQeratlon of Women to be‘pasged,;

on to her Commission. As far as the question of marriage was
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concerned, she aald that her Commission had not yet studied the ‘
question, Tt that it had been placed on the agenda for its session
- in January. | ‘
_ Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) agreed with Mme. LEEAUCHEUX's
‘sumgestion and sald that it was in keeping with the Drafting
‘ Committee'" rocommendation in the note to Article 15.
- Dr. WU (China) and Mr. McNAMARA (Australla) proposed the
QdOption of tho‘ouggestion. |
. The CHATRMAN said that 1t was not within the Sub—Cohmissionls
| powor‘to refer the matter to another Commission. It could only .
recommend to the”Commission on Human Rights that such action be
tokeﬁ.‘ \ | ‘, ‘, }
Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublics)'said that-lé
“thé‘dooumént in‘quostion concerning discrimination-against women‘via
" had been addrossed to the Sub-Commission, He wished that fact fo be
noted in the report and said that he was opposed to the proposala y
' The CHAIRMAN read the proposal made by Mme LEFAUCHEUX:
”Thé“Sub-COmmission‘oﬁ Prevention of Discrimination and
Protoction of Minorities proposes that the study of the

petition formulatod by the International Domocratic

Federation of WOmen he submitted to the Commisslon on
tho Status of Women, and desires that the Commission on

the Status of Women. communicato its decisions as soon as-

1t has coneluded 1ts discussions on discriminatory mea?ﬂ395'
“in the field of marriage." ’ - “i
Mr, BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Rooublics) saild that B
. Mmo LEFAUCHEUX had not the right to make a proposal but that her
“-prOposal would have to be made by one of the members of the SUb"‘
.“Comm1551on. He considered that they should not confuse the Petltim ;
"with discussions on the marriage question., The Sub-Commission. W&S‘ i

deﬁling with discrimination whioh would include marriage as woll 88

llOth@” qUOSt10n9' He pr0posed the following text to replace that"'~
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suggested by Mme LEFAUCHEUX: '"The Sub-Commission on Prevention
of Discrimination and Prétection of Minorities proposes that,ﬁhe
dbcum ent “ubmltted by the International Democratlc Federation of
Women be studled by the Comm1531on on the\uuiras of Women and that

| the results of that study he communigqted to the Sub-Commission at
its next session," | | V

Migs MONROE (United Kingdom) preferred the suggestion submite-
ted by Mme LEFAUCHEUX. Mr. BORISOV had given priority to one
petition and she felt that the order of priority to. be given to
that petition should‘bé left to the Commigssion on the Status of
Women, . ‘ ‘ ‘ | ‘ " .

Dr. WU (Chine) said that he would take over Mme LEFAUCHEUX's
'pr0posa1 and make 1t in his own name. -

Mr. MoWAMARA (dustralia) proposed an amendment to Mr. MASANI's
~amendment to Mr. BORISOV's proposai. He suggested adding the wozds
"and from other sirilar or comparable groupc-‘\”‘aft_er‘ the words.
"Coloured People! in document E/CN.M/Sub. 2/32.

Mro. MASANI (India) said that he could not accepf nuch a
proposal'since it opened the- daor to unknown pOSSlb¢llth%. ,

Mr. DANIELS (United States of America) pointed out that tho |
Sumeommission‘had rejected his proposal on,the‘prev1ous day where
he had suggested setting up machinery to deal with all petitions. ‘ 
The question before the Sub—Committee'wés whether it'shoqu'adopt'
the broad wording gugpested by ir. MeTAVARA which was compa¢able to
his proposal which had already been‘rejected or whether it should\““*
adopt Mp, MASANT 's proposalywhere only one petiﬁion~was'mentioned.
Ho said that members had never even. seen the petition referred to in
Mw,wMASAUIYS proposal, \ | |

e, BQR]SOV (Uni on of Soviat SOCLallSt Repuollcs) u&ld that

the DLthJon referred to. was waLl Known and proauced a docwmont

dated 6 June 1946,
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The‘CHAiRMAN put to the vote the.first paragraph of Mr.
MASANIis proposal as amended bv Mr, MCNAMA?A« Mto the Human Rights:
Comm1551on that the Hconomic and Soéla* Counc1l be moved to instruct
‘that potltlons received from the Natlonal A35001at10n for the ;
Advancement of Coloured People and’ fron.other 51mllqr or comparable
groups be clrculated to Members of this Sub-Commission and resolves
that their consideration be placed on;thé agehda of the next méeting
~off this Sub-domﬁissionu“

The’préposal was réjecte&'by 5 VOﬁes to 1 with 5(abstentions, 

Mr,”sPANIEN (France) explained that he had abstained from
voting because he hadiohiy been.given'fhe.English t@xf Of'ﬁhe‘
proposal. _ | ‘ , | -  . \

Mr. ROY (Haiti) sald that e had abstained because he objected
to the whole amendment and not to Mr. MéNAMARA}s addit*on;

- The OHAIRMAN put narwgraph (a) of Mr. MASANT's amondment ‘
'(document E/CN.4/Sub.2/32) to the vote.. |

The proposal was rpgocted by 5 VOtOo to 3 w1th 4 wbstontions.‘

-The CHAIRMAN pas sed to the dlscu551on of paragraph (2) of |
Mr. MASANI‘S proposul and bhe amendment suggestbd by Mrm DAN ELS and
M1, SHAFTAQ, _ _ o

Mr, BORISOV (Unioﬁ of”Soviot‘Socialist Republics§ said'that
tﬁe amendment vuggestod by Mr., DANIELS and Mr, SHAFAQ ombod1ed 1dbas
which had already boop reaected on the previous day,‘ He mainta-qed
that the ideas expressed Zn Mr. NASANI‘S amendment weré guite |
different from those 1in hls own proposal aﬁd‘that‘théfefore it
should not have been caWIOd an amendment. A .

Mr, MASANI (India) agzood with the addition uggested.by’Mr;’
DANIELSvand Ml; SHAFAQ to hig own ameﬂdment. ‘ .' |

| Mo, BORISDV (Union of‘Sovieﬁ.SOCialist Republics) said théﬁ
since Mr.-MASANI's‘amendment containéd new 1deas it should e con—r
sidered as‘dfnew‘prépdsal'td‘be diséusséd after *Ho compWet"on of

the discussion on his own proposal.
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The CHAIRMAN agraed to con31der Mr, BORISOV'S proposal flrst |
IHL calle d for a vote on the first hwlf of paragraph l of document
E/CN. h/uub 2/24%:  "to con31der‘at its meetings the petition presen=
ted to the United Nations twice since 1946 byv15 ﬁillion}Négroés 5
vfesiding in tho United States of Améric#, who are subjébted_to;‘
discrlmlnatlon on racial grounds. N .N‘ § o
The propos”1 was rejected by 4 votes to l Wlth 7 abs cntlons.
| Miss MONROF (Unltnd ﬂlngd)m) explnlnod that qhe had wbstalned
from votlng bocausc sho felt thﬂt it was unjust to cxpha51zu a
petitlon from one partlculsr group of colourcﬂ oeonTG.‘ ) ,

The othcr Members of the quNComm1331on who had voted ag11nst
the Motion or abstalned from veting said that they had done so for
the reason given by Miss MONROE. | -

Mf NISOT (Belgdum) S“id thaf he'had abstained from votiﬁg _“
because he. de not cwnquor th"t the Sub—Comnission had reachgd the
stage for disou091ng gpecific pctltions- o B '
| The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the oecond part oE pafagraph l
of Mr, BORISOV's rosolutlon. "and the Doauwent;o;_the Intcrnational
Democratlc Federation of Wbmén coacernin the disériminatioh.of

women on the ground uf their sex'.

The proposal was rogocted by 3 votes to 1 wjth 8 abSuentions.f

Tho CHAIRMIN read Dr. WU's propoual whlch wWa.s based on the
éuggest ion mado by Mme LEFAUCHLUK

Protection of Mimoritiles: . | v |
Proposov tuat tho c‘tudv of uhb pe tltlﬂn formulated by the'  :

International Domouratlc Pcdorﬂt1on of Wbmen bu uubMLtted tu tne

Comm1351on on the StaLup of Wumenj‘_

Raquosus tho Comn1551on on tbu SLaLus of Monen to commun¢cauef,
 its conclu51ong to the oub~Comm- sﬁon when iu concludes 1ts atudy

of disorlminato“v muasures 1n thc fleld of marrlago“
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 Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) pointed out that in accordance
with the regulation laid down by the Economic and Socilal Councilvl
the petition could not be examiﬁed‘et‘thet time‘unlesslit related‘to
a,question of principle. She therefore proposed that 1t should be
discussed 1ater. | | |

Mr MASANI (India) sugpested with Dr, WU's agreement thct the
proposal shoulc'read as follows:

L”that the petition fron the International Democratic Feder-
ationfofkwcmen be‘considered by this Sub-Commission after it had
been studied by the Commission on the Status of Women'.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) wished
'ﬁelreplace the words "by this Sub-Commission! with the woxds ”%t
the noxt gession of this Sub-Commission!.

| The CHAIRMAN said that no time limit should be imposed since
’the Commission on the Status of Women might not have been able to
study the question before the next session of the Sub~Ccmmission.
He proposed’adding the words "if possiple” to‘Mra BORISOV is
suggestions., R |

Miss MONROE (lnited Kingdom) said that it would be invidious
for the Sub-Commission to single out ope.particular petition. She
said that it was not within the competence of the Sub~Ccmmissioh to
refer the petition to the Commission on the Status of Women but
that the Federation itself should submit the petitionvto the B
Commission on the Status of Women.,

Mr, SPANIEN (France) said that the text proposad implied thef
the Sumeommission would be competent to study the substence of the
petition, In view of the limits to the competence of the eubw |
Commirsicn which 1ad been decided upon on the previous day he did
not th**k 1t would be legal fu“'the Sub-Commlssion to euarantee tOi

‘ study the petLtlon°
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3 'Mr; BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that
if the Sub-Commission wished to study the Document it should be
;clsarly stated that it would do so at its next session° ‘ |
” ’ Dr W1J flnally said that 'since it was a question of discrimin-
ation it was.within the compctcnce of the Sub- Commission.
L The CHAIRMAN called for a vote on the text submittod by Mr.,
‘MASANI and amended by Mr. BORILSOV '"that the petition from the Inter~:
natlonal Democratic Pederation of Women be oon51dsred.st the noext
session of this Sub-Commission after it has been stufied by the |
Commission on the Status of Women' . _ ‘
The proposal was rejected by 7 votes to 4 with 1 abstontion.
The CHAIRMAN put Mr. MASANI's text to the vote; | |
that the petition from the Internwtional Democratic Federation of
WOmon be considered by this Sub-Commission after 1t has besn gtudied
by tho Commission on the Status of Women, |
The proposal was adopted by 6 votes to 2 with L abstontions.‘”t
Mr. NISOT (Belgium) reminded the Sub-Commission of the
Resolutlon of the Economic and Soecial Counoll that there could be nof
ontry of any territory of a Membtr State for the purpo sg of investi—-
gation w1thout the psrmission of the Stﬁte who owned that territory.
| Dr WU (China) pointed out that all Resolutions of the Sub-
Commission were subject to that Resolution of the Economie and
Socinl Counoil., ‘. :
The CHAIRMAN put to the vote Paragrwph 2 of Documont 2/24
as amended by Mr, MENESES (Ecuador). |
‘ There were five votes in favour, six against and one
abstontion° o l‘l.‘
- Tho CHALRMAN put to the vote Paragraph 2 of Document 0/04
Without amendmﬁntsnst‘ | '_ . |
There was one vote in favour, six agalnst ond fzve abstontions.

The Chairman referred the Sub—Commission to Documsnt 2/23°-f'
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MredBORISOV (Union'of Soviet cocial’et Ropublics) said that f

the preamble in his proposal was contradlctory to Mr. MASANI‘S

proposal .. lHe sald that ho w1thdrew hlS preamble and he suggested
that Mr., MASANI should draft a new preamble,\ o
Mr. MASANI (India) proposed adding,. as a preamble at the

beglnning of his draft the words 'This Sub- Commission recommends"

Mr, McNAMARA (Australia) pronosod that Mr. BORISOV‘e preamble%
jshould be kopt as 1t dcmonstrated that no action had yet been take?
Dr. WU (Chlna) seconded this proposalnv - 0
The CHAIhMAN put to. the vote Documont 2/%2, paragraph (a),
includiny Mr., MASANI's “amendment. '
Thore were nine votes. in favour and throe‘abstentione;

- Mr. B IS0V (Unlon of Boviet Socialist Republlcs) sald that
racceptod Parwyraph 2 i after the word ”orpanﬁse” in llne 3, the
‘;follow1ng words’were added?;“ the colleotlon‘on the spot‘of faotual;
doounents concerning rncial,diecrimination‘in colonial territories-v
and other\COuntries where such discrimrnatiOn eXists,‘andlto”present
~a report on ‘that subject to the Economlc and Social Coun01l at 1ts i

next Ordinary Session in l9h9 e L L o ‘,"%

Mr. MASANT (Indla) said that he could not accept a proposal

' 51milar to his own, which had already been rejected by the Sub-

| Comm1551ono o o o | | |

The CHETRMAN put to the vote the motion that the discussion |

~ should not be contimied. |
There were ten votes in favour, one aealnot and one. abstentio
The CHAIRMAN put to tho vote Mr, BORISOV?s proposal as amendm

‘There was one vote in favour,‘f;veaagalnst andyelx.abstention*
The VICE CHLTRMAN said that he had abstained from voting

“because he did not ﬁhln{ It was possiblo to voto on the amendment

"jof a text already acceptedo
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The CHLIRMAN said that the amendment contained new ideas.
 He suggested that the Sub-Commission should discuss the proposals
of Mr. DANIELS (Unilted States of America) and Mr, SHAFAQ‘(Iraﬁ)n“
Mr. SHAFAQ (Irén) said'that in his opiniohg it was important
to diétinguish between real minorities and political and artificial
minonltios, |
| Mr. NISOT (Belglum) pointed out the legal factor of this
wmendmont which would gzive tho Secretary-General the power to
~ distinguish between such minorities. He considerad‘also that éuch’
a distinction would not be possible untll a definition of such
- minerities had been laid down in a DeclarLtlon and Convention.
| Mr, MCNAMARA (Australia) said that the onus placed on tho,‘ 
f’Secretary4Ganeral4to distinguish between‘minor;ties would
 prejudice the exlstence of the United Nations, He referred to
Document 2/31, paragraﬁh 2, line 6. Ho suggested deleting the
: paragréph up to the word "whether" and‘adding»before the word
"whether! the words "He‘shali conglder”, He said‘thﬂt5 in'his
‘opinlon, this offered to ‘the decrétary—Géneral a‘criterion‘which
”Wﬂo smm¢1ar and which did not make a direct distinction betﬁeaa‘ |
1'm1norit1es NeCASSATY . |
~ Mr. SHAFAQ (IrPn) said that he could not aocept Mro
 ‘McNAMAﬂA‘s proposal, which omltted the essential words "genuine
"andyartificiul minorities', |
| Miss MONRQE(Unlted Kingdom) proposed adding the VGde‘“in‘:
}“th - eourse of such studies the SecretnryaGunorﬂl ovld also ba
'i‘instructcd to bear in mlnd ..en,u.....,...co,u“u,.a,,.,,e;ﬂouﬁf
Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran), Mr. MASANI (India) and Mr, DLNIELS
,1t(Unitnd States of America) supported this proposnln _ -
| “"_ Mr, SPAWIhN (France) agreed that a dlstlnctlon ahoqu bo‘i ;f
d@ b2 twoen ﬁcnujnb and artificial minorltjes, Hu suvneuten thwt

‘ it Wns tho duty of tho Sub—CommlssiOn to deflne p JBCiPWGu as ﬁ ‘549
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basis For the Secretary-General to make such distinction.
Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) and the VICE CEAIRMAN said that they
agreed with Mr., SPANIEN (France) . |
The CHAIRMAN put to the vote Decument 2/31 pararraph 2,
as amended by Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) in line 6. |
There were seven votes in favour, two against and three
abatentions.

‘Mrn BORISOV (Union of‘Soviet Socialist Republics) congidered
that the Sub-Commission could w0t vote on hiz tox® wiich he nad |
withdrawn.

| The CHATIRMAN put to the vote Mr., McNAMARA 's motion to
‘resfore the preamble proposed by Mr., BORISOV.

| There werc four votes ih favour, seven votes against and one
abstention, |

The meeting rose at 1,20 p.m.





