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. .Q.gJ1 t:t,nu.E1.llin ofIf: the I2-f~.£.Jdg,gQn....on Mr~_J~.Q£ll°"fLs...,k1'Q12Q§.aJ.
lP..9Jill11l§...n t.,jLQKL-LS~lh.t1.L...g;.tl. .

Mr. BOftISOV (Uhion of 'Soviet Socialist I{opublics) replied to

remarks in connex~:.'Jl1 .wi th his proposal made by membcl's on the

1.

. . .
Uni ted sta tea of America and by the International Domocra tic

Secre tar-ia t of the Uui ted l'Ja tio:QS for hro :foar'3.,
Be did not agl'ee with MI', MA8ANI IS' amendment to the SeCOl'ld.'

paragro.ph of his proposal? since the .substance of tJ;1.at amejdrnent

vras en tiroly diffOl"ent from the. t of the orlginalproposo.l" He·

agreed wi th Mr n MENESES· tha t there were coloured people all ove::,:

'previous day. Wi th regard to the firs t pal'agraph~ 'he maintained

official reference numbers could be given •., He regrotted that such

documents had not been distributed by the Secretariat~ Ho would

be pI'epa:red to acce~t Mr. JvIASANI r s amendment to tho first paI'o.'~

Graph of his' proposal ~ if the reference to tlis cr:l.mi11B tion agaihs t

women were not omitted. In reply to Hiss MONROE's po:l.nt t~.at

therE; might be many other petitions which could be inserted in

paragraph (1) of his proposal ~ he said tha t he had chosen two

urgent cases for practical action. The petition from the Negroes

in ,the Un1 tact sta tes of America had been in the hands of the



could not add it to his own amendment.

Federation of Women be sent to the Commission on the status of

on to her Commission. As far as the question of marriage ,.jas
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the world in need of protection against discrimina tion but he

placed especial emphasis on those in the Colonies. He agreed

that it was,impossible to tackle all the problems at once and said

that he had mentioned in his proposal the two he considered most·

urgent.
.-

Mme. LEFAUCHEUX (Representative of the Commission on the

Status of Women) suggested that the Sub-Commission should

recommend that the document from the International Democratic

Women~ She mentioned the questionnaire which had been circulated

by her Commission on the' sUbject of married women and suggested

that tho Sub-Commission might wish to hear the results of her

Commission's discussions on the subject. ijer Commission wou+d be

pleased to keep up a close liaison with the Sub-Commission.

Mr ~ MASANI (India) agreed "'i th Hme. LEFAUCHEUX' s sUP'E-':estion.

He felt that since he had not seen the text of the petition he

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) referred

to Article 13 which had been withdrawn from discussion by the

Sub-Commission because MIne LEFAUCHEUX had· said that her Commission
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concerned, she said that her Commission had not yet studied the

question? but that it had been placed on the agenda for its sessio~

in January.

Miss MONRQE (Uriited Kingdom) agreed with Mme. LEFAUCHEUX's.

suggestion and said that it was in keeping with the Drafting

COlnmitteers recommendation in the note to Article 15.
Dr.W (Chiha) arid Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) pl:'oposed the

adoption of the suggestion,

~he CHAIRMAN saidtha t it was not within the Sub-Commission's

power to refer the matter to anothe~ Commission. It could only

recommend to the Commission on Hwnan Rights that such action be

taken. '

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that·

the document in quos tion concerning dis.crimination' agains t women

"had been addressed. to the Sub-Commission. He wished that fact to be

noted in the report and said the t he was opposed to the proposaL,

, The Clli~Iro~N read the proposal made by Mme LEFAUC}mUX:

"TheSub...Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and

Prote~tion of Minoritios p~oposes that tho study of the

petition formulated by the International Democratic

Federation of Women be submitted to the Commission on

the Sta tus of Women, and desires that the Conunis sion on

the S~atus of Women, communicate its decisions as soon as

it has concluded its discussions on discriminatory measures

in the field ofmarriage."

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that

Mme 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",,:

Commission. He 'consid.ered that they'shouldnot confuse the petitial\

with discussions' on the marriage question. The Sub-Commission.was

dealing with discrimin.a tion whioh would include marriage as vlel1 as

.other qUGstions t, He. proposed the following text to replace
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suggested by Mme LEFAUCHEUX~ liThe S11b-Commission on Prevention

of Discrimination and Pr6tectionof Minorities proposes that the

document submitted by the International Democratic Federation of

Women be studied by the Commission on the S'~Qtus of Women .and that

the :'0sul ts of tha t study bo communica.ted to tho Sub-Commission at

its next session."

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) preferred the suggestj.on submi t ...

ted by Mme LE:J?AUCHEUX. Hr 0 BORISOV had ,given priori ty to one

pett ticm' and shc reI t that the order of pri ori tytOi bo given to

tha t peti tion should be let't to the Commission on the Sta tu,s of'

Women.

Dr 0 WU (China) said tha t he would take over' Mme LEFAUCBEUX IS

proposal and make it ill his own name p

1111' 0 ~[cNAHAI{{1. (Ans traIia-) proposed an EtIUendment to ,Mr. Ml\,SANI 1S

muenun:c:mtto Mr. BOHISOVYs proposal. He $uggostedadding the wo::.~ds

".::md from othGr sirdlar or cotnparablG groups!! $oft.er the words

"C()lou:::'edP()ople l ' in document E/CN .4/Sub.2/32.

1'11'. 11ASANI (I,ndia) said that he could not accept such a

propomtl since :!. t opened the· door to unknown pass i bili tics.
,

Mr. DANHJT.,S (United States of Arnerfca) pointed out that the

SUh~Co.11lm:Lssion hEld rejected his proposal on the .pre.'ltious day where.

ha had Bugges ted se tting up machinery to deal w.i thall pe tj. tions 0

The quos tion before the Sub-Committee was whother it should adopt

tho bl'oad 'Vlorcling suggested .by ill>. M(::LlI.:v:.A.t-..A which was compal"able to

h:Ls proposal which had already been rejected or whethor it shOu.ld

adoptNl' 0 NASA1H f S proposal where only one petition was mentioned •

.Ho sa.'i.d· tha t members had. never ev<m. seen the .peei tiDn, referred to in

MJ:" .:1ASANI 's {Jroposal o

..... f1r. BORISOV (Un:1.on of Soviet Socialist Hepubli.cs! ·saict that.

't:1O pcti t:tonreferred to was well Jmovm and..prQduced a dOCllment·

. dated 6 June 191f.6 •



E/CN.~/Sub.2/SRo14
page 6

The. CHAIR~MN put to the vote the first paragraph of Mr.

MASANI is proposal as amfCm.ded by Hr" McNAMAR.!\.: It to the Human Rights'

Commission tha t the Economic Rnd Social .Council be moved to instruct
1'- . '

that petitions received from the National Association for the,

Advancement of Coloured People and from other similar or comparable

groups be circula tea. to Members of this Subo-Commission and resolves

th,:l t their cOl;lsidera t:i.on be placed on, the agenda of the next meeting

,of this Sub-Commission. I'

The proposal was rejected by .5 votes to 1 with? abstentions.'

Mr. SPANIEN (Franco) explaJ.ned that he had abstained from

voting because he had only been given the. English text of the

proposal.

N"r. HOY (Rai tj.) said that ho had abstained because he objected

to the. ,vholE.:l mnend,men t and not toMr" McNAMARA I s addition.

'The CHAIRMAN lYL1.t pR.r:tgraph (a.) of Mr. M1\SANI 1 s amendl~lent

(docl~aent E/CN.4/Sub.2/32) to the vote.'

The proposal was rC'3jected by 5 votes to 3 with 4 abstentiorts.

,The CHAIRMAN passed to the discussion of paragraph (2) of

Mr. MASANI is proposal and the amendment sugges ted by Mr. DANIELS and

Mr', SHAFA.Q.

Iv[r. BORISOV(Union of Soviot Socialist Republics) said that

the amendment suggested bJ7 Hr. DANIELS and Mr. SB'AFAQ embodled ideas

which hnd already boon rejected on the prevlous day. He ma:i.ntained

thE!. t the tdeas expres sed in Hr, JvlASANI t s amonp.men t wore qu.i te

differont fron thoseLn his O~l proposal and that therefore it

should no t have been cnJ.lod' an amendment.

Hr. ~'U\.SANI (India) agroed wi th the addition su.gges ted "by Mr.

DArJIEIJSand Hr. SHAFA Cl to h~.. s own amendment.

r/~r. BOIUSOV(Union o:C,So"i.d.ot Socialist Republ:'L8s) said that

since ]vfr. NASANI IS amendlTI8Tl 1:, containod new i.dens it should be con-
of '" 1 '

sidered as El. nO\lJ .proposal. to be dIscussed after t:le completi0l1<5f
~ :.

the discussion onhi5 own p:roposaJ.~
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I The CHl\.IRlvlAN agreed to consider Nr. BORISOV I S proposal fiJis t.

r He called for n.vote on the first half of paragraph 1 of doc~~ent

E/CN.4/Sub.2/24-~ "to consider at its meetings the petit~on presen'"

ted to thG Dni ted Na tions twice since 19lf-6 by 15 million NGgroes

residing in tho United States of AmGri.ca~ who are stlbjGctedto

discrimina tion on racial gr01,mcls.

The pl'oposnl 1:0/8.S rejGcted by 4 votes to 1 wi th 7 abst:entions.

1'-fis s HONROE (Uni tad Kingdom) explained tha t sh8 had ,:lbs tained

from voting boc~uSG she felt that it was unj~st to exphasize a

petition from one pa~ticular group of coloureq peo~le•.

The other' Hemb(~rs of tho Sub·~Commissionwho had voted against

the Motion or abstained from voting said that they had done so for

the reason given by Miss MONROE.

Mr. NISOT (Belghun) said tha t he had abstained from: voting

because ho. dj.d not consj.der th£'\t the SUb...Comm:Lssionhad reached the

stage for discussing specific petitions.

Tlw ClIAIHHAN put to the VO'Co the second part of pnra.graph 1

of Hr. BOHI80V's resolution~ "and the Document of the International

Democratic F'ederR tion of Women concernj.ng thG discrimination of

.women on the ground of their sex".

The proposal was rejected by3 votos to 1 with 8 abstentions.

The CHAIRHAN read Dr. WU's proposal which was based on the

suggestion made by Hme LEFAUCHEUX.

tlTho Sub-Commi.ttoe 011 Prevention of Discrimination and

Protection of Nll1orities:

PrOpOSfJS th<1 t the study of the peti~ion formula -Cod by the

Internutionnl Demo'era tic FedEJrr, tion of' Womel~ be submitted to the

COlil:r.1ission on the sta trls of WCiInen,

Heq,uGs t,Si the Comrnission on the .8 ta tus of Wonen to cor.mll.1nica te

its conclusions to the Sub-Commission when it concludes its st1.ldy

of dis crimtna tory measures in the field of marriage','~ .
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Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) pointed out that in accordance

wi th the regllla tion laid down by tho Economic and So cial Council

the petition could not be examined at that time unless it related to

a question of principlc:1., She therefore proposed that it should be

discussed later.

Mr. lVIASANI (India) suggested i,vith Dr. WUis agreement the.t the

proposal should read as follO\vs g

"that thG petition fror.l the International Democratic Feder­

ation of Women be considered by this Sub-CO;;Wlission after it had

,been' studied by tho Commis aion on the S ta tus of Wonen" •

Mr. BOHISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) wished

to replace tt8 words llby thts Sub-Cormnission li Ivi th the 'VJQ:;."'ds "at

the noxt session of this Sub-,ColTIrnissionlt •

The CHAIRMAN said that no tir'1e li111i t 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-Colmnission.

He proposed' Ilddinp: tho \'lords "if possiblE)1l to Mr. BORISOV 1s

suggestions,

Hiss MONTIOE ~Jni ted KinGdom) said that it would be invidious'

for the Sub-Commission to single out one particular petition. Sho

said thn t i.t was not within the competence of tho Sub-Commission to

refer the petition to the Commission on the Stntus of Wonen but

thn t the Federation itself should submit the petition to the

Commission on the Status of Women.

Hr. SPANIEN (France) said tha t the text propo s od implied thc.'1. t

the Sub·~Commission would be competont to study the substance of the

petitiono In view of the limits to the competence of the Sub­

Commir~siDn which bad been c1ecidod upon on the previous day he did

not think j- t wOiJ.ld bo legal for the Sub-Commis sio11 to guarantee to

stUdy the petition.
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Resolution of the Economic and Social Council that there cou~~ be no .

8!1t;ry of any terr i tory of Cl, Member S ta te for the purpos 0 of irtves ti- .

gation without the permission of the state who own$c1 that territory.

Dr. WU (China) pointed out tho. t all Resolutions of the Sub­

Commission were SUbject to that Resolution of .theEconom1c and

SOQin.l Council.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote Paragraph 2 ofDQcuraont 2/24,

as amended by Mr. MENESES (Ecuador).

There were five votes in favour, six against &nd one

abstontion.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote PaJ,'agraph 2 of Document 2/24,

without amendm0nts~ .
. ,

There was one vote in favour., si:x; against and.,five abs'tentions" ,.'

The Chairman referred the Sub-Conmission to Document 2/23" .



'"

should be lrept as it demons,trated that no action had yet been taken,;!

Dr. \1{(] (China) seconded this proposa.l"

Mr. NJ~SANI (India) said that he could not accept a proposal

similar to his own, which had alre~d!bGen reje,cted by the Sub­

Commission.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the motion that the discussion

shou:l,d not be continued.
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Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socinlis,t Republics) said that

, the preamble in his proposal 'was contradictory to Hr • MASANI I S

proposal.' He said th0-t ha withdrew his preamble and he suggested

that Mr. MASANI should draft a new pr@amble.

Hr. MASANI(India) proposed adding, as a preamble at the

beginning of his draft, the words If This Sub-Commission recommends".

, M:r. 1>!cNAMARA, (Australia) proposed that 11r. BOHISOV'oS preamble

The CHAIHHAN put to the vote DocUment 2/32, . paragraph (a),

including Mr. Mi\SANI IS' amendment.

There ''lere nine votes in favour nnd three abstentions ~

Mr. BOIUSOV (UnionoI'Soviet Socialist Republics) said that

accepted Par,1.grap{l ~ if' after the word" Orgardse" in line 3, the

.followingwcirds Ive~e added,. ti the col1Qcti'ol1, on the spot of factual

documents concerning rncial discrimina"c;i.on in colonial territories

and other countries where such c1iscrimfna tion exis ts, and to presen

a repo.rt on'that subject to the Economic and Socinl Council at its

next Ordinary Ses sion in. 191+9."

There'ttTere ten votes in favour; one pgainst and. one abstentio

The CHAIR~ffiN put to the vote Mr. BORISOV1s proposal as amende \

There was one vote in favour, five 8.ESainst and six abstention

The VICE CHf.. IRM{l.N sa;i.d that he had abstained from voting

'because he did not think it was possible to vote, on the amendment

: of a text already acceptede



mino:'?ities~

minorities necessary.

distinguish between such minorities. He considered also thnt SHch

il .
... Cl 0 qI Cl ••• PI. Q Ill". (I 0 q 0'0. \) ~ 00 Cl Go Cl 000 Do coo fIinstrnc ted to bear in mind

E/CN.~~Sub.2/SR.14
page 11

Hiss MONaOE (Uni ted Kingdom) proposed adding the .~vor.ds nin

the· course of such studies the Secretary-Gc.1181'Al "'l(m] et also b0

McNAI'il\HJl. rs proposal, which omitted the essential words "Gcmuino

n.nc1 artificial minorities".

!VIr. SHAFAQ (Ire.n) said thA. t he could not accept MX' 0

mnend:nent tvhj.ch would. give tho Secretary-General the PO\vGX' to

Hr. NISbtr (Belgium) pointed out the legml factor of tM.s

ThG CHl:..IRlI1AN said that the amendment contained new ideas.

He suegested that the Sub-Conunission should discuss the proposals

of Hr. DANIELS (United. states of America) and Hr. SHAFAQ (Iran).

Mr. S&'lFAQ (Iran) said that in his opinion~ it was important

tc'\ distinguish between real minori ties and poli tlca1 and c.rtii'icj.al

n distinction ,",ould not be possible until a definition of such

mlnori tj.GS had been laid dow in a Declar8.tion and Cori.Vention.

]:vIr. McNAblAl1J~ (Aus tralia) said that the onus placed on tho

St::JcretA.ry-Gidnoral to distinguish between minorf ties would

pr0jtu:.'Hcl!; t}'xe existence of the United Nations t Uf;) Tefe:.... red 'tiO

.Document 2/31, paragraph 2, line 6 ... Ho sueg~sted r1.eletiufJ the

ptuagraph 'l1p to' the 'trordtlwhether tr arid ad(ling before the Ivord

"whether lf the words ttH(~ shall consider". Ho said that? in ht~1

opinion, this offered to the Secretary-Geheral a cri terian 'dhic.1:~,

was similar :-n;nd which did not make a direct distinction b(,jtW8({D.

Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran), Mr. MASANI (India)nncl Mr o DLl\TIEI.B

. (United States of America) supported this proposal.

Hr. SPANIEN (France) agreed that Cl distinction Sh01~ld be

made b·.3t1oJ'een r;enuj.ne and artifici8.1 mil1.ori ttes. He ,'3ugges taCt

it was the duty of the Sub-Commission to define principles 0.80.
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basis for th9 Secretary-General to mnke such distinction.

Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) and the VICE CHII.IRMl1.N said that they

aGreed with Hr. SPANIEN (France) •

The CEIAIR1'-IA.N put to the "Vote Document 2/31 paraCl'nph 2,

as amended by Mr c' McNAHARA. (Aus tralia) in line 6.

1'here were seven votes in favour, tJ;'lO against and. thJ~ee

a.bstentions.

Hr, BORISOV (Union of ,Soviet Socialist Hepublics) cr:msj.clered

that the Sub-Commissi.on couJd :.)t votr') on his tc~~';'; ,.:lich he .nEd

withdrawn r

The CIll'.IRl'·'1'I.N put to the vo te Mr. HcNf.M1\..RA is mo tion to

restore the preamble proposed by Hr. BORISOV.

There were four votes in favour? seven votes agains t and one

abstention,

The meeting rose at 1 0 20 p.rn.




