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Mr. NISOT (Belgium), referring to docuyP.E?nt2/23, said that

approximately 15 treaties and declarations already contained whr... ~ COl

measures to protect minorities than had been adopted by the to

Sub-Commission., He considered that -it would be of importance torac

obtain a decision of the International Court of. ~Tustice on their an

he considered such a decis,ion to be premature, as it was not on the

the a'ge12-daof the Sub-Commission to study documents of the League

of Nations, as. refer'red to in document E/CN. 4/ Sub .2/23. vaI

The CHAIRMANputoocument E/GN.4/Sub.2/23 to the vote. 'rhereres

. we~e eight votes in favour, one against, and three absences. yOt
t.

The CHAIRMAN then referred the SUb-Commission to document

E/CN.4-/Sub.2/13.

sOC

Mr. DANIELS (U~ited States of America) made two amendments in pal

the text;. first, to delete four 'uses ef the word "pas sible" in "u

paragraphs 1, 2 and 3; secondly, to replac e the word "directs 11 in re~

line 9 of the Preamble by the word "requests""

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) suggested two amendments; first' f in W~

'paragraph 1, line 1, to replace the words "which he may"'by the

words "inwh;ich he is hereby"; secondly in paragraph 2, line 6, Mr.

to add the words Iland effectivisation" after the word "formulation", 'pal

Mr. DANIELS (United States of America) pointed out the word

"effectiveil, in peragraph 1, line 4. He also referred ·the Sub··,

Commission 'to Mr. MASANIls proposal,a.dopted on .the previous dllY.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ,sald th~t,

in his opinion, Mr. DANIELS' proposal would give to UNESCO I '

.uP(

Thl

ab.

Th



E/CN~4/Sub.2/SR/16
p::~ g,J 3

considerable duties \.,rhich belong to the Sub-Commission. Referring

~ .f~.""'"
~."~ .

to paragr~ph 3, he felt th~t it would be dangerous to investigate

racial differences, because the r0sults might be allowed to prove

an inferiority of the colour2d races.

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) suggested adding a footnote at the

end ,of document E/CN).-/Sub.2!32 to link paragraph 2 with

document E/CN.4/Sub.2/13.

Mr. DANIELS (Unit';1d States of Ameri.ca) sa~d that the object

of his proposal was a. propaganda of scientific facts ,to demonstrate

that there were no basic differences between races.

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

various scicH1tific resourC08 yrer(~ possible, including reactionary

resoUrces. He referred the SUb-Commission to the book 11Take
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your Choice", by SBnator Bilbow, which shows that political and

social distinctions exi.~t_J 1::: !:; ,,;..; en white and C010U.f .... \: 1:..C0S.

Mr. McNAt-~ARA (Australi;"!.) pl'oposedsn tunendment to

paragraph 3 by adding aft,:)r the wfJrd IIdisseminating l1 the wOYds

t1those se lent iiie .fr,c ts with regard to Trce which will tend to

remove racial antagonisms r:md discriminatot'y practices",

The CH/I.IEHAN said tInt Mr'. DANIELS I proposal was wider and

would be voted upon first.

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

Mr. McNAMARAls am8ndment gave precision to the meaning of

paragraph 3, 3nd, being an ori~inal proposal, should be voted

upon first.

The CH1I.IRHAN put to the vote Mr. HcNI-\.MARA' S amendment.

There were three votes in favour, six votes against, and three

abstentions.

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote document E/CN.4/SUb.2/l3.

There were ten votes in favour, one against, and one abstention.

-
.



The .CHAIRMAN referred the Sub-,Commission to document

E/CN.4!Sub.2/l7.

should hesitate to recommend new Committees, because of the·

He pointed out that the General Assembly:py Mr. DANIELS I proposal.

UNESCO.

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) said that the Sub-Commission

,
parag~aph 1 was misplaced, as it referred to the f1e11 of work of

had already spent some time in debating the general proposals

sug-gested by Mr. SW~FAQ (Iran).

Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran.") agreed with the VICE-CHAIRMAN but _suggested ­

- that his proposal should still ~e voted upon.

Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) said that he considered that

Mr. SHAFAQ (I.ran) ,. introducing his proposal, said that, in

his 0pinion, Mr. DANIELS' proposal was limited to racial

discrimination as a basis for a programme ~f education, but that

his proposal was to form1:12tc '" plan based upon general educational

, E!CN ~ 4/Sub. 2!SR/16
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principles.

The VICE-CHAIRMAN agreed with the particular studies suggested

,
expense involved and of their duplication by UNESCO.

Mr. McNAMARA (Australin) suggested, as an amendment to

'paragraph 1, the words "that UNESCO be asked to consider the

creation of a Committee of world leaders in educational theory

and practice, which should make it its business to study and

select the most common and ba :..iic p:.:'inciples of a democratic and

universal education, in order to combat any spirit of intolerance

or hostility as between nations and groups 11.

The VICE-CHAIRMAN said that he did not consider it to be the

-duty of the' SUb-Commission to recommend general resolutions already

-passed by the General Assembly~
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Mr. SBAFAQ (Iran) accepted Mr. McNAMARAlg amendment. He

considered that his proposal was concerned, in particular, with

problems of minorities and discrimination.

Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) s?id that, in his opinion~ the Sub­

Commission should carry ou~ its duties and not transfer them to

$peci~list bodies, as UNESCO.. ..

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) pointed out that both proposals

would. set up committees,. which alrea.dy existed in UNESCO.
. .. . ;... .

The CHAIRMAN put to the ·~te document El/eN •4/Sub. 2/17 ,. .,

pa.ragraph 1, inclu,ding Mr. Mc:NAMARA's amendment. There wer(ll'ive

votes il,'l favour, three votes. against, and. four abstention.s.

The CBAJ:1tMAN Nd.'e.rl'ed the Sup-Commission toparagraph'2 of

~o(n:unent E/CN .4/SUb. 2/17.

Mr, MASANI (India) pointed out that the substance ot this

par-agraph was contained in a resolution of his, which had been

pa.ssed by th~ SUb.. Commission on the p:t'evio\l$ day.

The CHAIRMAN accepted and referred the Su'b..Commiss1on.to

document ~/CN.4/Sub.2/17, paragraph 3.
Mr. SRAFAQ (Iran) proposed, (is an amendment, that the words

"the above mentioned plan·. should" be :replaced by the w;oI'ds 1tthe
. . ..

:plan ~h()uld b~3 wo:r:ked out to".

Mr. McNAMARA (Australie.) said that, as a point of order, this

had been coverl=d by paragraph 3 of document E/CN.4/Sub.2!31.

Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran) said that, in hi$ opinion, Mr. McNAMARA's

proposal did ~otcov8r artificial minorities created.Bs a political

weapon.

Mr. MENESES (Ecuador) proposed, as an amendment, that the words·

IIgenuine and. If;gi.timate ll be replaced by the words "various types ofn •·

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) said that she considered

pe,ragraph 3 was misplaced,. as it wa.s notconcer'ned with the work

of UNESCO •.



The CHAIRMAN referred the Sub-Commission to document

E!CN.4!Sub.2/29.
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There

It therefore recommends to the Commission

The CHAIRMAN put Mr. SPANIEN's amendment to the vote.

propaganda purposes.

were eight votes in favour,one against; two abstentions, and one

absence.

their definition of Human Rights.

Mr. SPANIEN (France) proposed the following amendment:

"TheSub-Commi,ssion considers that, in order satisfactorily to

fulfil its task and effectively to protect minorities, it must

have at its disposal, for purposes of its future work, all

information that it may require in order to distinguish between

genuine minorities and minorities artificially created for

The VICE-CHAIRMAN suggested that paragraph 3 should be

recommended to the Commission of Human Rights for inclusion in

of Human Rights to secure the adoption by the Economic and Social

Council of such measures as are necessary to this end. lI

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) suggested that documents

E!CN.4/Sub.2/29 and E/CN.4/SUb.2/30 were combined in document

E/CN.4/Sub.2/34, which set out two .proposals with the same object ..

He suggested, as an amendment, to add the words to the end of the

document E/CN. 4/Sub. 2/31t "unless the· context .makes the phrase, or

part of it,J.ogically or .grammatically inapplicable.1!
. .

Mr. DANIELS (I~ited States of America) said that, in his

opinion, the words proposed by Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) limi ted,

and in no way increased, the meaning of the word "all".

Miss MONROE (Unitod Kingdom) and Dr. WU (China) agreed with

the opinion of Mr. DANIELS (United·States of America).

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

he considered Mr. McNAMARA' s proposal to be prematur,e, but that 1. t

might be necessary when the Commission of Human Rights was

considering drafts.

!
i.



involve a violation of State sovereignty and the comments of

The VICE..,. CHAIRMAN agreed with Mr. MASANI that the question

E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR!16
page 7

He\,elt

He thought that the

That procedure would notpetitions to the Governments affected.

Sub~,Commissio:n had deoidedto make no recommendations concerning

petitions exoept that in which the Economic and Social Council

was asked to extend its Resolution of' 5 k!gust 19L~7.

'llhe CHAIRMAN 'requested Membe.rs not to waste time in

discussin~ points of order and called for a discussion of the

amendment •.

proposal had been rejected in which the Secretary-General had

been request8d to transmit petions to the SUb~Commission, but he

proposed requesting the Secretariat to send the gist of the

Mr" McNAMARA (Australia) said that~ in his opinion, the

words of his proposal were not restrictive, and he referred the

Commission to the similar,wording of Article 6.

The CHAIRMAN put document E!CN.4/Sub.2/34 to the vote.

There was one vote in favour, six against, forir abstentions and

one absence.

Dis~li.$si9lL~f..Eiill.Jll'aphs '1 and.,: '1 of Hr . ...M91L~4-.RD.~~JL..!,t..cr.ercl.m§Jlt. ..

iDo c)dmen,t)£/eN"; 4/811b" 2/31),.

Mr. MASANI (India) considered that the subject of paragraph 1

had already been dealt with in the discussion on petitions and

should not therefore be rai'sed again ..

Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) explained that he was bringing

forward a new idea which he thought should be discussed. A

'that in some cases such procedure might resultin:.an immediate

. improvement in the conditio~s of the minority concerned.

Mr. MASi-mI (India) considered that his point of order was

still validQ

•. GoverrtIIlsnts might help ~n the solution of the pr.oblems t,

'. of petitions had already been dealt with.



concerned.

concerning petitions .had been rejected it had never been decided

He supported

He did not consider that the

He pointed out th.?.t the prc:blem of which

Inhi~ opinion only those coming from det~cratic

that the discussion on the subject was closed.

to be informed of peti~ions.

petitions w~re valid.

been solved.

organizations should be studied and not those from individuals

procedure would enlarge the powe,rs of the Secretariat to any

greatextent and he felt th8t the proposal ,;,ras p:cact:i.cal and'

should be adopted.

Miss JVf,ONROE (United Kingdom) said that the powers of the

Mr. McNAMARA was pleased.to see that part of his proposal had

already been adopted by the Econ~)l'nic and Social Council and he

• 1 d t d'l 1 t 1 . th '" . d Cl •. 1 r,.', OU.",lC ilW~S!lG _ 0 a u an amencIUEm as Clng e ...!,con011l1C an. \)OC].8. .._

to inclUde the rest of his proposal in its Resolution.

.Dr. '~JU (China) thought that although some proposals

E/CN.4/Sub.2/SR/16
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Mr. McNAMARA' s proposal s~nce he thought that Gove:::nrnents ought

that the Sub-Commission could not delegate its functions to the

. SecrE'::tary-General by giving him the power to dee id,El whic~n

Se.cretariat 'had been fUlly disc~ssed on the previous day,. She

,considered that Mr. McNAMARA I s proposal gave the Secretariat

,pow(~rs which it could not accept.

Mr. BOBISOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated

or anon~mous petitions.

Mr. SPANIEm (France) said that he \V'as opposed to the amendment

· for the reasons expressed by Miss MONROE and Mr. BORISOV.

The VICE-CHAIRMAN,pointed out that the Resolution of the

· Economic a~dSocial Council ~lready requusted tl"lG Secretariat to

transmit communications concerning petitions to all the Governmonts'

· pe.ti tions should be studied by the SUb-Commission lvH1 not yet
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The VICE-CHAIRMAN r3ised a noint of order sgying that the

amen1ment cauli not b;; discussed since the propos:1.1 to which it

applied had alreg~y b!~n ndopt~d.

Aftt::r SOr.1L~ d:tscus;~ion the VICE-CHAIRMAN withdrew his point of

order since it seemed to be entailing loss of time.

The CHAIRMAN put Mr. McNAMARAl g proposal to the votej

ltthat tho SUb-Cormr.ission ask the Economic and Social Council

through the Human Rights Commission to extend its decision in

its R~sQlution of 5 August lQ47 concerning cOF~unic~tions so as..
to includt~ th\:! following ,Yords, lthat the Secretary-General

tactfully rcqu0st, by officiul lett0r, the Governm0nts affected

to give any comm,:mt or information tht.)y d~?siro on the p<::ti tions 1,11

TheN~ w.~rt;;! 2 '.t:)ti:S 1n fuvoul', 1 19ainst t nnd 8 abstentions.

Mr. };11tSflNI (I nd ia) suppor ti';d pSl.ragraph 3 of document

E/C~~ ,1-1 /3': '" . 2/31.

Mr. D~NIE!S (Unit0d States of America) pointed out that the

for~1gn ministers h~d decid~d to consider e~ch treaty individually

and not to ncce~t u gQncral clause for inclusion in all treaties

Hr. J'.!CNid/,\RA (AH5tr~li,"l) said that he hA-d not proposed a

gener~l clause but spGcific clauses denling with the particular

minorities in 03Ch country,

Th(~ C}itURi,.(Rl{ point~:d out th"'t such El. provision might not be

applic'~bL? to i':..'v,-;ry pe':l.c~~ tr.eaty sinc~; there might :tu the futur3

Mr. tt.;;.8ANI (Indl';) proposed adding th(~ ,,,ords 1I 1J"herever

approprieltC'" aftc:.r t!;,~~ 'olord "included ll
•

The CHAIRMAN cqlled for n vote on paragraph 3 of

~1r. McNANtlRi.. t s proposal'ls ,1mendE1d by Nr. NI\.SANI: ttThat the

Commission 011 HU!T1!:m Hlghts bu 1:J.skQd to declnre that In. any peace

tre·1.ties still to bt1 ratified ther0 be included, wh0rover

appropri:1 tc, Sl'h~Cific chtus,,3 S sneldng to prot ect mlnori ty rights ll
•
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Mr. McNAMARA (Australia) proposed that in order to avo~dthe

delay caused by passing all the Sub-Commissi'on' s proposals through.
".: .. , .

the Commission on Human Rights, the Economic and Social Council be

requested to grant the Sub-Commission the status of a full

Commission, as had been done for the Commission on the Status of

Women. He proposed alternatively that the Sub-Com~ission be given

the right to 'forward proposals' on certain matters connected with,

. discrimination and minorities, direct to the Economic and Social

Council.

...O.-th;,;;,.e;;;,:r::...,-=I:,.;;;~~ill§..IT~M 10 OF THE AGENDA.

There were 6 votes in favour, 4 ag~inst and 2 abstentions.~

ITEM 9 OF THfQ AGENDA. .Urgent Problems in these Fields.

Mr. DhNIELS(United States of America) said that urgent

problems had already been discusseg since two of his .papers had

been on that sUbje6t.

Mr. MASANI (India) c6nsidere~that it would be undignified for

the Sub-Commission to make such a request.

Mr. SHAFAQ (Iran), Mr. DA,NIELS (United States of America) and

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) agreed with Mr. MASANI.

Mr. BORISOV (Union of S.oviet Socialist Republics) suggeste-q,

placing Mr. McNAMARA' s proposal on the agenda of the next session

when Members would have had time to study it.

Mr. McNAMARA (Australi~) wished a decision to be taken at that

meeting, in order to avoid the delays which would be involved by .a

postponement.

·The CHAIRMAN put Mr. McNAMARA's proposal to the vote.

There was 1 vote in favour and 11 against.

The CHAIRMAN put Mr. BORISOV's proposal to the vote.

There were :1..0 votes in favour and 2 abst entions.

. ElcN •It/Sub . 2/SR!16
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commission. '

The meetlngrose at 1.10 p.m.

E/CN'.l+/Sub.2!SR/16
page 11 '

He asked whether

There were

He wished to revise and correct theor in enough detaiL

'The CHAIRMAN put the proposal :to the vote.

9 votes in favour and 3 abstentions.

M~mbers wished to have all the proposals mentioned whether they

ha:dbeen adopted or not,

Summary Records at the same time as the Report was being discussed~

The CHAIRHAN ,said that all corrections t.o the Summary
Redords should be sent in writing to the Secretariat.

Report to include decisions, the results of votin~ and brief
expressions of opinion, :lnclu.ding r'3servatlons.

Mr. NISOT (Belgium) said that opinions would only be inclUded

OtSQU5J2~Qn Qn ;the Dra..fiit1Z-J2.L.tJ18,Ji(.:;portJ.
Mr.' BORISOV (Union of S.oviet Socialist Republics) wished the

be asked to reconsider the Sub·-Commi ssion 1 s Terms of Reference, in
order to clarify and extend them.

The VICE-CHAIRMAN pointpd out that it had been agreed to
include in the Report those DrOvosals which were rejected because
there were an equal number ol voLes in favour and against. The
other pro~osals which had been rejected would appear in the Summary'
J;l.ecords so there was ne neEld for them to be included in the Report.

Mr. BOlUSOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stated that
the Summary Records did not always giv(~ the amendments c:Jrrectly,

ITEM~F ,'rID;! AGEJJD4.. TI;x§'J:ni.n~tj;J·on.J)f Tf~rms of Refsu:enc..ft.
The VICE-CBAIRMi\.N propo,r;od thAt the Commission on Human Rights

because she considered that the Commission on Human Rights itself
should decide whether the Sub-CDmmission should become a full

Mr. DA.NIELS (United States of America) said that he had
abstained because he did nQt thlnk thE:1 proposal should be formally
placed on the agenda for the next session.,

Miss MONROE (United Kingdom) stated that she had abstained

. "in the Report if tl1E)y 'I,v(;)re handed in in writing.




