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CONSIDERATION OF PART ¢ OF RESOTUTION 217 (III) OF THE GENERAL ASSENMBLY
ON THE PATE CF MINORITIES (B/ON.1/Sub.2/C5, E/CN,4/Sub.2/69, B/CN,b/Bub. 2/
75, B/CN.b/Sub.i/76, B/CN.L/1T5) o

The CEAIRMAN requested the Sub~Commission to consider the
dralt regolutinn presented by Mr, Danlels (E/CN.4/Sub.2/76).

Mr, NISOT stressed the clerity of the new text and pointed
out that it hed been worked ocubt in a most conclligtory spirit, For
hig peart he supported it wholeheeartedly.

Migs MONROE =nd Mr, SPANIEN egreed to ~ithdraw their draft
resolution (E/CN.L/Sub.2/69), since Mr. Daniels! proposed text expressly
mentioned it end since 1t was understood thet the Sub-Commisgion would
refer to it at its following session, when 1t took up consideration of

the definition @yl clessificatiom of mizorislées.

Mr, MoNAMARA spproved Mr, Daniele® draft resolution es a whole,
Te objected, however, to the lmportesnce which the text pesmed to accord
to the sectlon of document E/CN.4/Sub.2/69 which desalt with minorities,
because in hisg opinion thet section hed certain weakuesses and sometimes
even Geparted from the truth. Mr, McNamera explained that those
eriticiems were in no way dilrected st other parits of docuwent E/CN.h/Sil':?% 2/

€9, the merits of which he fully recognized.

[Mr, BORISOV
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. Mr, BORISOV (supported Mr, McNemara's criticilsm of docuwent
| E/CN.k/Sub,2/69. 1In uis opinion the adoption of that draft resolution
fexr from contributing to ‘the preventlon of discriwination end the
probection of minorities, would on the contrary héya the effect of
hindering the work of the Sub-Comnisgion.

He denounced the very spirit in which the dreft resolution had
been drawn wp. He thought that the suthors did not gpproach the problem
in the proper wey. It should not be necemsary, for oxample, fér members
of & minority to have to resort to an Interpreter in order to meke
thewaslves understcod in count; agalw, the.oducavion of minority
groups at all grades gliould be in theiy netive language.

If the Sub-Commlssion wished to accomplish useful work
it should take up at ite forthcomihg paseion the conglderation
of practicel questlons concernlng dlscriminmtion ggainst minorities
end should not indulge in ebsfract discussion of what should be
understood by the words "discrimination” or "minority". There could
therefore be no question of adopting docwment E/CN,L/Sub,2/69 as

a basis for future work,

Mr, DANIEIS said that while all wembers might not share
the views of Miss Mouroe end Mr. Spanlen, the Sub-Commission could
not be obher then grateful to them for having devoted so much time and
thought o #0 complex a problem. Docamemt E/CN,L/Sub.2/69 was
prepared as & wemcrandum end would naturelly constitute only one
of the comstructive elsments to which the Bub-Coumission would

have recourse in its future work,

Mr, CHANG agked Mr, Tuniels whether he was right in gesuming
that if the SubeCommission decided, undex paregraph A of his draft
reeolution,,to place the definition and clessificatlon of ninorities
~on the agende of its forthcoming seseion, it would be obliged under

the terms of paregraph B nmot only to dlscuss that item but aeleo to
adopt a definition at its forthcomlng sesslon.

He too thought that paragraph B gave to0 much importance to
document E/CN,4/Sub,2/69 end he proposed thab that paragraph, which
added nothing to the draft resolution, should be deleted., Mies Monroe
end Mr, Spanien sould, if they wished, &avall themsslves of paragraph C
of the draft resolution in order to place their own dreft resolution

before the Sub-Comiseion again‘during the forthcowing session.

/Miss MONROE
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Mise MOMROE obJjected to the criticisms of princinle which
Mr. Borisov had mede of the draft resolution she had nresented Jointly
with Mr. Spanien. Those criticisms were completely unfounded. The
provisions of the draft resolution in question, far from tryinz to keep
minorities in a position of subjugation and ignorance, would, on the
contrary, grant them the areatest freedom in all fields, including that

of education,

Mr. SPANIFN, associating himself with Miss Monroe's protest,
declared that minorities would be able to recosnize who were their trye
champions.

He repeated that, in an attewpt &t compromiee, he and Miss Monroe
had accepted Mr. Daniels' draft resolution, but only on condition that
their ovm draft resolution should stand in its entirety, to be discussed

by the Sub-Commimsion at its following session.

Mr, SHAFAGH pointed out that the draft remlu'bionv should refer

to the "proviesional" agends of the followinz session,

Mr, DANIELS accented that amendment.
In reply to Mr..Chang, he stated that paragraph B could not be
' interpreted as committing the Sub-Commission to the adoption of a defini-
tion of minorities at the following seasion.

Mr, McNAMARA, clarifying his position, saild that he would 1llke
to see paragraph B deleted, but not for the reasons given by Mr, Boriscv.
In his opinlon, it would be desirable for the Sub-Commission to tndertele
a atudy of the definition and classification of minorities; what it
should not do, however, was to appear to grant undue importance to the
proposals contained in document B/CN.4/Sub.2/89, because of their inherent

veaknesses,

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph A of the draft resolution
presented by Mr, Daniels (E/CIN.4/Sub.2/7G).

Paragraph A vas adopted by 11 votes to one.

Mr. CHANG stressed that he had voted in Favour of paragraph A
because of Mr. Daniels' clarification of the scope of the paragreph.

Jrhe CHATRUAN
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The CHAT:MAK Tubt to the vote paragraph B of the draft resolution
rresented by Mr. Tunisls, ‘

Priarpan wted b +
ferarzarh B oveg odonted by 9 votes to 3.

The CHATHMAK out to the vote vorazraph C of the draft resolution
presented by kv, Daniels. )

e o] " Al ymete
Fargorarh C wes sdgpted by 11 votes_to none, with one sbstention,

=
vt m——

The CHAITMAD nut to the vote the vhole of the draft resolution
rresent2 by I, Dentels,

one .

The CHATIMAY requestsd the Sub-Commission to congider the draft
resolutlon presented Ly Mr. Shafagh (B /oW, 4/sun.2/75). |

Hr. SFAFAGH poimbed. out that his draft contained nothing new
wvith renard to the Sub-Commiesion's future work nrogramme, which he had
werely get dovn in an oxderly manner.

In the last naragraph, however, he provided Ffor the posgibility of
rrolonzing the 1990 session by one or two weelks.: In that comnexion, he
mentioned that the draft resolution was wrong in addressing its request
directly to the Lccnomic and Social Council: as a metter of fact, 1t
vas Tor the Secretary-General Lo draw tle Council's attention to that
point and document B/CN,U/Sub.2/75 should be smended accordingly.

Mr, HUMDIEEY (Sccretariat) suggested that the Syb ~Commi gsion

should specify the date et which it wished to meet in 1950,

Miga MOIRQE yointed out that it was imporbant to fix the date
for the Tollowing session before the gixth session of the Commlssion on
Humen Rights, 2o t'iat the Sub-Commissioh could forward its comments and
sugsestions regarding the proviasions of the draft Covenant on Human Rights
which concerned the prevention of discriminetion and the protection of

ninorities to that body in good time,

Mr, HIMPAREY (Secretariat), in reply to a question raised by
Mr, ROY, said that the length of the Sub-Commissicn's sessions was nob
limited in any way except by considerations of a budgetary nature. In

that comnexion, he drew the attention of the Sub-Commission to the financial

/implications
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implicatlons of a possible clacisj,én to prolong the 1950 session. As the
 Sub-Commission vas composed of experts, each additional week of work would
mean an extra éxpenditure of $1,520 in per diem allovances for the members.

Mr, BORISOV wag surprised that financial implications should be
mentloned when it was a quesbion of the Sub-Commission on the Prevention
of Discrimination and the Protection of Minorities, while considerations

‘o'f that nature were never invoked for other Comnisgslons,

Mr. HUMl’HLEY Luecre tariat) pointed out that in drawing the
attention of members. to that. metler ,. e wag only obeying the express

instructions of the Economic and Social Counecil,

 Mr., McNAIARA did not see the advantage of making avrangements
at that Juncture for the 1950 session to extend beyond the two weeks '

regulerly vrovided for.

In Mr. DANIBLS' opinion, the Sub-Commission should devote its
attention to the last paragraph only of document E/CN,4/Sub.2/75, the
proposal regarding the 1950 session., The rest of the document merely

duplicated the Sub-Commission's earlier decisions.

The CHATMMAN, Mr. McNAMARA and Mr, SPANIEN supported that point
of wview,

The CHAIRMAN therefore asked the Sub~-Commission to vote only
on Mr, 3hafagh's pronosal to request the Secretary-General to make
arrangements for a session of from three to Four weeks in 1950 (last
paragraph of document B/CN,k/Sub.2/75).

Mr, SPANIEN suggested that 1t should be mede clear that the
gegslion wounld tal:e‘ place in January 1950,

Mr, SHAFAGH accepted that guggestion,

The CHAIRMAN first put to the vote the deletion of that part of

the promosal stipulating that the session would last "from three to
four wveeksa",

There were 6 votes for and, 6. against: in view.of the equal division

Of the vote, *hat pert of the proposal was retained in the bext.

/The CHATRMAN
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The CHAITRMAT then put to the vote the following text:

"The Sub-Commikéicn cm the Prevention of Dipcrimination
and the Protection of Minorities

"Requests the Secretery-General to umake arrengemense for
a session of the Sub-Commission of frem three to four veels
in January 1950 in order that it may have gufficient time
16 complete the contemplated studies end resommendetions.”
The text was adovted by 7 votes to k.

Miss MOIROR vrped that it was necessary to give the reesong
vhich mede 1t impcitant far the 1950 sesuien to teke pluce in January,
nemely, before the sixth session of the Cammission on Human Rights.,

Mr. HUMPHREY (Secretariat) undertook on behalf of the
Secretary-General to plase those reasoms before “he eonomic and
Social Council.

Mr. MASANI pointed out that the provisicnel agenda adopted .
for the next session did not make any reference to the examination of
the provisicns of the draft Covenant on Human Rights, on which the
Bub-Commission would have to give an opinicn.

He therefore propnsed that the Sub-Commission should adopt the
folloving draft resolution:

"The Sub-Coumission on the Preveution of Discrimination
and the Protectlion of Minorities

"Decides to include the following item-in the provisional
agenda nf lts third session:

"Crnsidevation of provisions to be included in the draft
Internationsl Covenant on Buman Righte relating to the prevention
of discriminatinn and the vrotection of minorities,"

The draft reuoluticn was adopted by 1! votes to none,

The CHATRMAN considered that that declslcon ended the coasidera-
tion of ths questicns raised by the draft resoluiion submitted by

Miss Monrse and Mr. Spanien.

Mr. McNAMARA wished to make it clear that the criticlsm he
had made at the beginning of the meeting concerned paragraph 2 only
of the draft resolution put forward by Miss Monroe and Mr. Spanien
(B/CK .M /Sub.2/69) and not the document as a whole. The text seemed
to him to contain a number of very interesting ideas, which deserved

careful consideration. /Thus, in paragreph €
B K] % "
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Thus, in paragraph 6, M{ss Monrce exd Mr. Spenien praised
the initiative taken by the Secretariat With regard to petitions
(B/cN.4/165) and invited the Sub-Cnmeission e slipport ﬁha.ﬁ
initiative., In his view, that was a very vaiusble suggestion
which should be vetained. In view of the fact that the dxaft
resolution submitted by Miss Monroe and Mr. Spanien had been
ivithdrawn from the agenda of the current session, he proposed
thet a separate resniution shruld be adopted on thet topic.

Migs MONROE pninted mut that when the Sub-Ccumission had
diséussed paregrapn 6 the previcus day, most members had ccnsidered
that the questinm was satisféctorily deald with in the preambie tn
Mr. Daniels' draft resolution (E/CN.4/Sub.2/66)., she thought,
however, that the soluticn proposed by Mr. McNamsra vas praferable.

Mr. SPANIEN revalled that he also had prcposed the

previous day that a gpecial resolu irm should be adopied.
Mr. Daniels had sald, however, that althpugh his text did not
refer explicitly to the initiative taken by the Secretariat, 1%
implisd epproval af document E/ON,4/165.

He himszelf, therefors, had ne merked preference, If -
Mr. McWemera pressed fnr the ‘adopticn of a resclubtion expresgsing
the Sub-Crmmission's approvel, he would vote for such a text.,
If, bowever, the Sub-Commission decided that My, Daniels'
explanation was ennugh, he would not oppose that ei% ther, provided
1t wae noted in the reoort that the decmions adopted 'by the
Sub-Crmmission implied approval of the Secretariat's initiative.

Mr. BOY did not think it was necessary tc adopt a
epecial resnlution. He pointed out that in drafting the first
twy paragraphs nf document E/CN.Y4/Sub.2/66, Mr. Deniels had
taeken up & propcsal that he himself had gubmitted and which
cimply reproduced the Séére‘baria‘ﬁ"s recommendations .,

The intrnduction of thoge récommenda'hicns word for

word in a Sub-Commission resolution was in his opinion the
best way of paying tribute to the Secretariat, The Sub-Commissiondd

a.pproval had moreover been noted in the summary record of the
Preceding meetling, . B

e, MomaMARA
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‘M. MONAMARA replisd that the two pevegrarhe in
question were not at all satisfactory in thab respsct. In
point of fact, the first peragraph did not contaln any of the
Secretary-General's recommendations regarding the extension
of the powers of the Commission nn Human Rights with regard
to petitions, and 1t simply asked for pewers for the
Sub~Comuission whileh that body already possessed,

The second parag: raph mlrht even be dangerous, since 1t was
restrictive in character.

He then raad‘carhain paasaées from decument E/CN.h/l65,
prepared by the Secretary-General, and said that if the
Sub~Cormission wished to escape from the intolerable position
in which it had been'placed by resolution 75 (V), 1t must
express oxplicit &pPTOxal nf the Secretariat document and also
- request that any new ppvwr which might be granted to the Commission
mn Humen Rights by the Economic and Social Council should be
extended sutomatically to the Sub-Commission.

He therefore proposdd thot the Sub-Commission should adopt
a reuouution which would include the last sentence of paragraph 6
nf document E/ON.L/sub.2/69:

"The Sub-Commission welcomes and supports the
initiative teken 5y the Secretariat to preserve the

good name of the United Nations (®/CN.4/165)"
and also the following sentence:

"and requests the Sceretary-Gencral to ask the

Econnmic apd,Social'Council +o extend te the Sub-Commission

any additicnel rights and privileges which it may accerd

to the Crumission on Humen Righte."”

Mr. SHAFAGH ¢ﬂd‘MiSS MONROE reminded Mr. McHamarae
that it had previoualy been dedided to imclude an appreciation
of the becretariat’s initietive in the roport of the current

segsiocn.

Mr . MCNAMABA replied that nc matter how the report

was worded, he wighed his proposal to be put to the vote.

/The CHAIRMAN
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The CEAIRMAN agked Mr, McNamara to submit his proposal
in writing so that it could be distributed before the next meeting,

Mr, McIAMARA pointed cut that the Sub-Commission had not-
~ yet finished exemining docwent E/CN.U/Sub,2/65, which he had

submitted &g an amendment to Mr, Danlels' draft resolution.

Mr, SPANIEN and the CHAIRMAN thovght 1t was no longer in
order to examine that amendment, In view of the fact that the draft
resolution in guestion (E/CN,.L4/Sub,2/66) had already been adopted.,

Mr, McNAMARA said that in that case he would submit the
texh as an Independent proposal, replacing the words "the above
provisions" by the words "the proposals contained in document
E/CN 4 /Sub,2/65".

Mr, DAWIELS eald that such a resolublon would be ussless,
s1nce there vas already a General Assembly resolution (119 (II))
vhich requested the Secretary-General to submit repoyts on all:
matters falling within the competence of the Economlc and Soclal
Council,

Mr, LAWSON (Secretarist) read resolution 119 (II) and
explained thet it alwo applied to the decisions of the Sub~Commission.

Mr. McWAMARA said that he was satisfied by that explanation
and withdrew his proposal.

Il

MEMORANDUM SUBMITTED BY THE UNITED NATIONS EDUCATIONAL, SCIENTIFIC
AID CULTURAL ORGANIZATION ON ITS PARTICIPATION IN THE IMPLEMENTATION
OF RESOLUTION 116/B (VI) OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL GOUNCIL (B/CN.M/173)

The CHAIRMAN called on My, Arnaldo , who wished to present
to the Sub~Commission the memorandum submitted by UNESCO on the |
subject of 1ts participation in the implementatlon of resolubion 116/B (VI)
of the Eeconomic ;{nd Social Councill (E/CNJ;/_‘L’Y:&)'” o

/Mr, AR'NAIDO
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b, ARIVIDO (VIHSCO) wecalled that UNESCO was called upon
to perticirate In Tour dlfferent ways in the implementation of the
resolution under consideration:

(1) Firct, it hed been vequested to make aveilable to the
Svb~Cormission any rvelevant material or analyses that might reesult
Trom thet orgonizatlon’s proposed study of soclal tensions,

JUESC0 expected to complete that stuly before its fourth
General Conference, which would be held the fnllowing Septembexr
in Peris. i, Arnaldo hoped that, within opne or two months, he
vounld be vbie to nalke cvalladble to lhe mombers of the Sub-Commiselon
the documents umentiloned on pages 2 and 3 of document E/CI\T,,L/lTS , Bome
of vhilcii expresoly menbloned nincerities,

With wngeard to the improvenent of textbooks, UNESCO had taken
irto consideration the necessity for preventing any discrimination
areinet minority groups, Special studies would be published on
that eubject also,

(2) 3econdly, the Izoncmic end Social Council had regquested UNESCO
to collaborate wi'h the United Nations in a programme worked out on
the basis of wresoiution 116/B (VI), Mr. Arnaldo wished to assure the
fub-Camission that his Orpenization would try to collaborate sincersly
vith all the Unlted Mations organs concerned. |

(3) Thirdly, resolution 116/B (VI) suggested that UNESCO gheuld
consider the desirvabilitr of initiating and recommerding the general
adoption of a progremme of dissewinating scilentific facts designed
to venove what was commonly lmown as recial prejudice. In that
comexien, My, Avnaldo drew the attention of the Sub-~Commission to
the plom of octlon which oppeared on page 4 of document B/CN.4/173.
Thet plan hei alzcady been submitted for approval to the Executive
3cand ov UIESCO, which the provious week had adopted the following
resolution on the subject:

"The Director-General is instructed:
"(1) To collect scientific materials from biology,
anthropology, soclology, psychology, history, linguistics

end related fields concerning the problems of race and the

pogition of minorities; ‘

"(2) To give wide diffusion to the scientific information
colleoted :

"(3) To prepare an educatlional cempalgn based on this 1nf oruetlomn.
That resolution would be submitted to the General Conference the

following Seplember.

/Mr, Arnaldo
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Mr. Arnaldo vished to stréss, in that connexion,that where
.questioné 6f common interest were concerned, UNESCO wished to establish
as close & collaboratlon as possible with the United Nations, with its
specialized agencies and especially with the Sub~Comnission on the
Prevention of Diccrimination and the Protection of Minorities, since
it was from the latter that the recoumendations vhich were at the
basié.of the proposed programme of action had criginated,

(4} Fimally, the Mcoromic and Sociel Covncil had asked UNESCO

to consider the creaticn of a committes to study the principles of
a democratle ahd universel education, In that comnexion, Mr, Arnaldo
drew the attention of the Sub-Cu:mission to the last paragraph of
document E/CN./173, which stated that UNISCO.-proposed to undertake
a8 preliminery exploretion in 1949 with a view to planning the creation
of such & committee tor 1950,

In conclusion, Mr. Arnaldo adsked the mewbers of the Sub-Commission
to let him have any comuents or suggostions they might wish to male |
fpr clogsr collaboration between UNESCO and the Sub-Commilssion,

Mr, MENESES PALLARES proposed that the Sub-Commission
should adopt the Tollowing draft resolutions
"The Sub-Commlssion on the Prevention of Discrimination and
. the Protection of Minorities

"Takes 1:0te of the progress memcwandum (B/CN,L4/173) of the
Director-Geieral of UNESCO on the participation of that Organization
in the implementation of resolution 116/B (VI) of the Economic and
Soelal Council; | :

"Welcomes the programme conteined therein on the disseminstion
.of sclentific facts designed to remove vhat is commonly known &8
recial prejudice;

"Notes that the Executive Board of UNESCO has approved in
resolution form the prbgramme described above for comsideration
by ite Generai'Conference at its fourth session;

- "Becommendg that the Econamic and Social Council be invited
to commend UNESCO for the initial steps It has taken in the
.. implementation of Council resolution 116/B (VI) and further,
" that the Council be requested to urgs UNISCO to continue its
conglderation of further 8teps in that direcﬁion in close
- collaboration with the United Nations,"

‘/Mr;‘McNAMARA
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Mr, McI‘«LH@RA and Mr, SHAFAGH supported the draft resolution.

L, BOKISOV, supported by Mr. HISOT and Miss MONRCE, stated
that the Svb~Commissicn conld not adopt such a resolution withouwt
havin; taken note of the documeuts of which Mr, Arnaldo had spoken.

Nr. SLAFAGH proposed that the Sub-Commission should simply
talke note of the progross memorondum of the Director~General of UNESCO,
amd thenlk: thet Crganizetion for its collaboration.

After & short discuesion, the CHATRMAN announced that he
would confer with IMr. Meneses Pallares to produce a dreft resclution
by the folloving Monday which would be sccepieble to all. In the
neentime, he preoosad that the following droft resolution should
he adopted.

"The Cub-Cormission on the Prevemtion of Discriminstion and

the Protec’ion of _giillori‘ties

o —— i,

"Takes note of the progress memorendum of UNESCO on the
rarticipation of that Organization 1in the tmplementation of
vecolution 116,/B (VI) of the Economlc and Social Counoil.

The dxaft rosolution vas adopted by 6 votes Lo none, with

5 sbrtentions,

litso WUNG (Commission on the Statws of Women) expressed

rorret thet the Sub-Ccrmission had examined only the question of
minorities during the current session and had not dealt with the

guestlon of diserimination, 1in particular that of discriminatlon

a,einst vonen.
fhe hoped that that would not be the case at the next session

of the Dub-Comnission.

The CHATIEMAN announced that the draft report of the current

sescion would be distributed to the pembers of the Sub-Commission

the following dey.

The meeting rose &t 3 Do






