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Tlill UNITED NA'UONS JJECATIE FOH. v'[OlJlEN~· EQUALITY DEVKLOHIENT AHD :E-EACE, :;"976-i.985
(agenda item /~) (.£Q.ntinued):

THE PHOG'HAJVlM:[ :""OR 'llill DECADE A1IJj) RELA'l'ED QUESTIONS INC1lIDIlTG fmCHNICA1
CO-OPERATION ACTIVITIES (E/CN.6/594 and. Gorr.1, 594/Add.li E/CNJ/L.68Z,.
1.691 to 694)

L The CHAIRl'1AN invited the Commission to continue its cons i.de ra ta.on of sec t.Lon A
of chaptel~ I:ITiiSpecific areas for action to a t tain thp threefold objectives of the
Decade") of the worki.ng paper pr-epa.rcd by the Secretariat (E/CN. 6/1, 632).

2. Ms. LAMINA (Madagascar) reminded. the Commission that she had suggested replacing
the words " s ex d.i.sc r.iminat i.on" in the title of section 1\ by the ',.roris "discri:nination
against women'",

3. The amendment was adopted.

4. Mrs. FOUCAH T-FLOOR (Belgium) asked whe the'r it should notbespor.ified in
paragraph 2 ~c) which body would review the existing Lns trumerrts , by analogy '\Ilith
subparagraph (a) where it was stipulated that a biennial revie,,, of the ir.rplementation
of the Deo.Lar'a't i on on the Elimination of Discrimination against vJomen and o ther
Lns tzrumente would be carried out by the Commission on the status of 1:lomen.

5, )'1!'s. BRUCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and. Hurnani tarian
Affairs) sai.d. -that subpa.ragraph (c) was based on paragraph 199 of the '\IJorld Plan of
Action for achieving the targets of the International Year foI' Women, wh.i.ch stated:
"Stud.ies should be undertaken by the appropriate organizations of the effectiveness
of t.hs implemen ta. tion of existing instruments and periodic reviews made to d.etermine
their adequacy in the light of changing conditdons in the modern ,·rorld, and of
experience ga.i.n.ed sine e their ad.opt i.on'". The wording of subparagraph (c) shou.Ld
perhaps be brought into J.ine with that paragraph. In paragraph 199, "a.pp ropr-Late
organizations" meant all organizations having normative functions: the United. Nations,
the lLD, UNESCO, cbo .

6. The Commission had not yet -taken a decision on paragraph 1 of section A; it had
been suggested that the Hungarian and. other d.elegations which had made pr-opcae la 1,oJitb
regard to the 'paragraph should. consult with a v i.ew to submitt.i.ng a nev text. She
suggested the f'o LLowi.ng it/ording fOT the paragraph: 11(a) Adoption of the Convention
by the General Assembly, if possible not later than 1978.. (b)' Entry into force of
the Convention and app.Lf.ca.ti.on of its implementation measures if possible by 198011

•

7. 116. 10RAlifGE!t_ (Canada), referring to Mrs. Bruce's propoe ed text, said that it would
be vi:~tually impossible to obtain in such a short time the number of r-at i f i ca tions
r equ.i.red to enable the Convention to enter into force. It would. be better simply to
say that the Convention should come into force "a8 soon as possible", as the
Hungarian :represeniative had suggested. at the pTevious meeting.

8. Begum FARJ;P-l (Pakistan) said that as there had l:Jeen a d.e.Lay in the distribution
of the document under consideration, her d.elegation had been unable to Gonsult :Lts
Cove'rnmerrb , She would therefore be unable to express an opinion on epeo i f i,c points,
although in pr-Lno i p'l,e she acccpted the d.ocument as a whoLe ,

9. £:1rs. ~l:MWY (Egypt) also thought that it woul.d be better to sa.y "as soon as
possible", wi thout speoifying a date.
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10. Mrs. BRUCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian
Affairs) 'said that in that case paragraph 1 might perhaps read: "Adoption of the
Convention by the General Assembly and entry into force of the Convention and
application of its implementation measures dssoon as possible ll

•

11. The CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objections, she would take it that that
wording for paragraph 1 had been approved by consensus.

12. It was so decided.

13. ~'s. TALLAWY (Egypt) said that she had -taken up an amendment suggested by the
observer for the League of Arab States which consisted of a new subsection entitled
"Regional Action" to be inserted between paragraph 3 and the subsection entitled
"National Action 1976-1980". '

Paragraph 2

Subparagraph (a)

14. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) suggested that it would be
useful if, from 1980, the Commission were to review progress in the implementation,
of the Convention, mentioning which States had ratified it and so forth.
Subparagraph (a) might then read: "Biennial review by the Commission on the Status of
Women of the implementation of the Declaration on the Elimination of Discrimination
against Women and of the Convention with the same title, and other international
instruments with related provisions (Economic and Social Council resolution' )11.

15. Mrs. COENE (Belgium) pointed out that the inclusion of a reference to the Convention
would prejudge the clauses dealing with its application, on which the Commission had not
yet expressed an opinion.

16. Mrs. HUSSEIN (Egypt) said that in order to overcome that difficulty, the words 11if
adopted" or "after .i t s adoption" could be j.'lserted after the :':'eference to the Convention.

17. Mrs. HIRLEMANN (France) suggested the insertion of the words "when adopted".

18. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist RepUblics) said the suggestions made by
the French and Egyptian representatives were acceptable.

~9. Mrs. BRaCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian
Affairs) pointed out that if the USSR amendment were adopted, it would be necessary to
delete the references to the Economic and Social Council resolution and to the Commission
on the Status of Women. In other words, s~bparagraph Ca) would read as follows:
IIBiennial review of the implementation of the Declaration on the Elimination of
Discrimination against Women, of the Convention on the same subject, when adopted,and
of other instruments with related prOVisions". It was true that Economic and Social
Committee resolution 1677 (L1I) provided that the biennial review of the implementation
of the Declaration on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women would.be carried
out by the Commission on the Status of Women, but no decision had yet been made with
regard to the Convention.
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20. Miss TYABJI (India) suggested tha,t the existing text of subparagraph (a) should be
maintained with the addition of a separate sentence incorporating the Soviet amendment,
worded as f'o.Ll.owax "The review should include the Convention on the Elimination of
Discrimination against \lomen, vhen adopted,r.

21. :r-Ire. SALYO (Indonesia) said that the que s t i.on who would r-evi ew the implementation
of the Convention had not been decided: according to the original text of article 21
it was to be done by the Commission on t118 Status of Women, whereas according to the
alternative text the IICommittee on the Convention for the Elimination of Discrimination
against Women" was to be responsiblo.

22. It would therefore be better to keep subparagraph (a) as it stood and take up the
point raised by the USSR representative later.

23. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed that the difficulty
be overcome by altering her amenc1ment to read as follows~ "Implementation of the
Convention on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women, once it has been adopted,
will also be reviewed biennially".

24. fus. BOKOR-SZEGO (Hungary) supported the Soviet amendment. She suggested the.
following 'comprol'llise text: "Bdennd.a.L review of the Convention by the Commission on the
Status of Homen, once the Convention has been adopted and the Commission has received a
mandate to carry out this review".

25. Mrs. COENE (Belgium) said that she, too, thought it would be preferable if the
USSR amendment formed a separate paragraph.

26. Mr. EHSASSI (Iran) supported the Soviet amendment. One way of solVing .the
problem might be to add the words "by the competent bodies" or I1by the appropriate
bodies ll to the Soviet amendment.

27. Mrs. COENE (Belgium) noted that article 21 of the draft convention referred to a
:report every' four years; that' was at variance with the biennial review wlrich was now
being proposed.

28. Mrs. Cl\DlEUX (Canada) said she too was afraid that the adoption of the paragraph
under examination might prejudge the decision concerning the final clauses of the draft
convention.

29. Mrs. 1)EVl\.Un (France) proposed the following eubparagraphe "Revievl of the
implementation of the Convention on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women
once it has been adopted and in accordance with whatever procedure it may prescribe."

30. Mrs. BOKOR-SZEGO (Hungary) and Mrs. NIKCLAEVA(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
said they supported the French representative's proposal.

31, The CH..URM.AN said that if therewere'no objections, she would take it that the
Commission wished to adopt the draft subparagraph proposed by the French representative.

32. The draft subparagraph proposed by the French representative was adopted.
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Subparagraph (b)
. :'. .' .

33. Mrs. ]EVAUJ) (F:r:l,nce) .said that approval of a particular paragraph OT subparagraph
by the French delegation did not imply a change of attitude towards any resolution or
text mentioned in that paragraph or Bubparagraph.

34. Mrs. COENE (Belgium) made a statement similar to that of the French deleg~tion
on behalf of the Belgian delegation.

35. yhe CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objections, she would take it that the
Commission wished to adopt subparagraph Cb),

36. Subparagraph (b) was adopted

Subpara,grap1Li£.2.

37. J'ilrE. COEliJE (Belgium) asked what bodies vo u l d carry out the:.revie,,' provided
for in eubparagraph (c).

38. Mrs. CADIEUX (Canada) said she wished to know which were the instruments referred
to in subparagraph (c).

39. Mrs. HUSSEIN (Egypt) thought that the term "existing instruments" referred to
international instruments such as UNES,CO or ILO conventions, and that the review would
be carried out by the organization or body which had drawn up the instrument.

40. Begum FARlDI (Pakistan) said she would like the specialized agencies io be
mentioned in the sub paragraph , 80 as to make it clearer.

41. Mrs. DEVAUTI (France) thought that a reference to the specialized agencies would
correspond to the facts.

42. Mrs. HUSSEIN,.(Egypt) pointed out that not all conventions necessarily emanated
from a specialized agency. In order to make that subparagraph more general" in scope,
she proposed that, after the words "existing instruments 11,the following should be
added: "by the relevant international organizations, including the e pec.La'Ldzed agencies".

43. Begum FARIDI (Pakistan) supported the ~gyptian proposal. ".:

44. T.he CHAIRMAN read out sub paragraph (c) as modified by the Egyptian delegation.

45. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socia,1ist Republics) said she supported the
Egyptian amendment.

46. ~ CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objections, she would take it that the
Commission wished to adopt sub paragraph (0) as amended by the Egyptian representative.

47. Subparagraph (c~ as amended, was adopted.
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48. Miss TYABJI (India) said that four working meetings had already been devoted to .
the progroa)llme,under Gonside,ratio:n,~nd.agreementhad been reached on its broad outlines.
She wonde red. whether the COllJmisdoncould, not adopt it paragraph by paragraph." .

49. 12.E.S!_"_ILIB.±!.EVlANN (France) said the.t the' way i~whL'ch the Commission VIaE1 now
proceeding made for greater precision.

50. li~. BOICOR.-SZEGO (Hungary) proposed that the .words "rights and responsibilities
of parerrt s with regard to their children" should be inserted at the end of
aubpac-agr'aph (a),

5L Mrs. GOENE (Belgium) pointed oub that the idea was to some degree already
expressed in subparagraph Cb).

520 ~s s,20K9R-SZEGO (Hungary) said that subparagraph (b) dealt \'1ith application;
whereas subparagraph (a) a.ddY·t".oEE,i;d itself to the legal standpoint.

53. M:t;:§..• SAL~Q (Indonesia) said she had no objection to the Hungarian proposal.

54. The _CHAIRMAN said that, if there were no objections, she would take it that the
Commission wished to adopt sub paragraph (a), as amended by the Hungarian representative.

55 Sub~aragraph (a), as amended, was adopted.

56. 1.1rs,. DEVAUD (France ) proposed tbl7t after tbe words "to reform school curricula.
to"9 the 8econd part of subparagraph \b) should be worded as follows: lJeliminate the
trrad.; tional stereotyping of men and women and renew on the best possible lines the
image usually given to boys and girls of their respective roles and the sh~ring of
baalca in the family and. in society".

57. Mr~=- CATIIEUx(Canada) thought that the French representative's amendment,
though rather lengthy, was sound. She wi shed to know "rho was supposed to make the
etud'iea referr.ed to in aubpaxag'raphs (a) and (b). If the recommendation referred to
in the third part of subparagraph (b) was an 110 recommendation, it should be so stated.

58. ~XP. BRDCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social TIevelopment and
Humanitarian Affairs), said that the topics referred to in sWJparagraphs (a) and (b)
had been inserted in the Commission1s programme under previous mandates.· They were
com9~~ative studies which had to be submitted to the Commission.

59· .~s.COENE (B,elgium) 'said that in he r proposed amendments she had stressed the
need to regionalize or even to nationalize those studies. She hoped that the idea
..roul.d be reflected in the text under considEtration.



E/CN.6/SR.654·
page 7

60. Mrs. BRUCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian
Affairs) saf.d, with regard. to the studies referred to in sub"paj:-a~h (a), that
:regional seminars had been planned. in the budget for 1976 and. 1977, and. tbat a number
of national studies had. been carried out with the assistance of a non-govermnental
organization and were about to be issued. under the auspices of the United. Nations.
It had been thought that the inclusion of so much explanatory matter would. have
overloaded. the text. With regard. to subparagraph (b) the resolution referred. to made
it clear that what was involved. was the carrying out of national studies on the sharing
of family responsibilities.

61. Hrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) wond.ered. how the :family
obligations and. responsibilities of men and. women could. be d.etermined. by legislation.
'].lhe subject should. be presented. in broad.er terms.

62. Mrs. DEVAUD (France), at the invitation of the Chairman, read. out once again:her
amendment to subparagraph (b).

63. The CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objections, she would take it that the
Commission wished to adopt the amendment proposed. by France.

64~ The French amendment was ad.opteq.•

65. Mrs. HIRLEMANN (France) inquired. whether there was an ILO convention corresponding
to the paragraph under consideration.

. .

66, iYIrs • NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) pointed. out that the most
recent 110 report made it clear that that organisation 'vas dealing with the topic.

67. Ms. LORANGER (Canada) suggested that the Secretariat might amend. the wording of
the paragraph und.er consideration so that it would specify who was carrying out the
'3tudies referred.·to.

68. Mrs. BRUCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and. Humani tarian
Affairs) said that it could be statec1 in subparagraphs Ca) and (b) that the rei'erence
'''as to studies which would. be submitted. to the Commission, inaccord.ance with specific
resolutions. Perhaps it could also be mentioned. that the studies had. to be submittecl
to the Commission at its next session.

69. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed. that the third. part
C -:- eubparagraph (b) should become subparagraph (c).

70. The CHAIRMAN said. that, if there were no objections, she WOUld. take it that the
Commission agreed. to that amendment.

71, It was so decid.ed.•

72. Para,Q,Taph 3, as amended, was adopted.•
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New paragraph 4 Pl'opose.a.~ the E/Zv·ptian _dele!i.c:,t-i~

73. !'Tl"S. TALLAHY (~gypt) pr-cpoaed that aft:!' paragraph 3, a r~ewparagraph 4 should be
inserted. ~:;O;lld reao as f'o lI owa :

74. "United Nations regional commissions as well as the competent regional
inte~governmental commissions

(a)

., f])

Should take all appropriate measures to disseminate information on all
the Un.lb ed. Ne.tions instruments dealing viith the status of women and to
assist aDI} enoourage the Governments in their respedi ve regions to ratify
and. implement these instruments; ,

Promote studies in and between courrtz-Le a to assess the effects of existing
legislation and determine ruriher legislative needs; and technical seminars
to discuss these matcers at national and intercountry levels. II

75. Mrs. BRUC~ (Assistant lJirector, Centre for Social Development and Human.ibaz-Lan
Affairs) observed that paragraph 4 of section A of chapter Ilr of document E/CN.6/594,
concerning "public information activi ties to increase knowledge and awareness of the
norms established, and to make urban and rural populations awar-e of their ri~hts under
these instruments/I, had been omitted from do cumerrt E/CN~6/L.682. She therefore
suggested. that it should be Lnaer-t ed., vii t h a, slightly different vlord.ing, in the nev
paragraph 4 proposed. by the Egyptian representative. Th8 paragraph wouLd be entitled.
"Activities to increase know Ledge and awarene8E' of international standards". It would
have two subparagraphs i the first would. consist of the t ext proposed. by the Egyp,tian
represe·ntative, and t he second of the f'o Ll.owi.ng text, which partly r-spr-oduced the
"Wording of paragraph 4 of document E/CN. 6/594-;

76. "Public information activi ties to make urban and. rural popuIat i ons aware of
their rights und er- international instruments (e.g. pamphlets, pubLi cat i.ona ,
audi.o-visual programmes, aeminars, meE'tings, non-governmental organization
acbi,vities, etc.)".
I :r.

77.·' 'In her view, the Egyptian proposal should. be expanded. by mentioning the action to
be taken in that field. at the international level, in add.i 't i on to regional public
information activities.

78 •. Mr.'·EBSASSI (Iran) sa.i.d he supported the Egyptian proposal, as anend.ed by
Mrs. Br-uce , He proposed that the word.s "and regional centres" should be inserted in the
introductory sentence of I;he Egyptian proposal, after the wor-d.s Ilregional conunissions".

79. Mrs. BARN (11'00d and. Agriculture Organi zat i cn of. the United Nations) supported
the Iranian subamendnent and. also proposed. that the word.s "and. other international
organizations l l shou.ld be Lnaer-ted after "regional cerrbre s!".
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80. fus. T.p~.L.{l.j!Y (Egypt) s ai.d she accepted the tHle and subparagr-aph (2) proposed by
Mrs. Bruce . She also supported the subamendments by the representetives of Eran Dnd the
FAO but proposed to insert the word "oonce.rned" after the worus "o t har international
organizations", The introc1uctor~r sentence v'01.11(1 therefore read as fa llows:
"Un i t ad Nat Lone regional commiae ions , regional c:entl'es and other internat.ional
o rganf.zat i onc conc er'ned , a s \.le1} 2U the oornpe t orrt TPgional int.crgovprrmlental
oomm.i.erdonu'! ,

81. Begum FAB-Jlll. (Pe.kistFm; proposed tYwt the "Word "wo.rkshops" should replace the ..rord
"seminara'' in subparagraph (b) of the Egyp t Lan proposal, since, in her country, the word
" s erDinar" was asaoc Le.bed with the idea of analytic a'l discussion,whereas the vror d
"workshop" also .i.ncLuded the pro gr ennne of action following the analytical process. She
thought that the word "wor-kshop" wou'Id be better since it encompaased both ideas.

82. Mrs. TALLAWY (Egy])t) said she was not sure that the word "wo.rkahop'! also covered the
idea of a seminar, whi.ch seemed. to her to be a different thing. Ace)rdingly, she
proposed, in order to meet the wishes of the representative of Pm(istan, to add the word
"wor-kehope '' to "seminars 11 ,

83. Mrs. ERUCE (Assistant TIirector, Centre for Sooial TIevelopment end Humanitarian
Affairs) pointed out that the word 11 seminar " sometimes had a technioal meaning. She
therefore proposed the expression "technical seminars, workshops and similar meetings 11.

84. fus. TAI,1AWY (Egypt) accepted that proposa.l.

85. The title and subparagraph \1), as amend.ed! of the new paragraph 4 were adopted by
consensus.

86. Eegum FARITII (Pakistcn) considered that the importance of audio-visual information
media should be s txeased., in aubparagr aph (2)! since those information media played an
important role in the developing countries~ where a large proportion of the population
was illiterate.

87. :Hrs. COENE (Belgium) endorsed the representi?tive of Pakfs t an ' s comments ... She
proposed the insertion of the word 11appropriate 11 before the words "puol i,c information
activities", since she felt that it was important to adapt information systems to the
populations for whom they were intended. .

88. Mrs. BRUCE (Assistant J\irector, Centre for Social Deve Io pmerrt and Humanitarian
Affa.irs) said she accepted the BeLgi.an proposal. In order to meet the wishes of the
representative of Paki.a t an , she proposed tha.t audio-visual pro grammes should be mentioned
first.

89. Miss GONZALEZ MARTIN~Z (Mexico) proposed that subparagraph (2) should be amended
to read: "Appropriate information activities to make men and women in urban and rural
areas aware of the rights they possess under international instruments and the
responsibili ties which devolve upon them and members of the society in wh'i ch they live."
The remainder of the text would be Ul1changed.
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90. fus. BRUCE ! Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and Humani tarian
M'fairs) ,suggested the following text.~l'lhir.:h vrou'Ld take acoor-nt of the suggestion by
the Mexican representative~

91. "Appropriate information ac t i vi tie~3 designed to ensure that men and women in urban
and ru:ral areas ar-e made aware of. their rights end responsibilities under international
ins t.runen'ts 11,

92. '§'~d!D?aragTaph (2) of' the new para,g;raph 42 as amended, was adopted by consen~us.

Nati.oriaL Action 19.I9-1280 (I~/CN.6/L. 682, page [l)

P8r~ill2h..J§l

93. The ClIAIRMAf.IY invited the Commission to consider the section headed "National Aet~on

1976-1980" paragr apn by paragraph, beginning wi th paragraph (a), to which eri amendment
(E/CN.6!L.691) had been proposed by Sweden. The amendment proposed the replac~ment
of paragraph (a) by the f'o Ll.owi.ngt

I

94. "(a) The principle of non-discrimination 0'0 grounds of sex sho.uld be secured through
'constitutional and, legislative or other appTopriate measures."

95. Mrs. STABlLE de MACHIN.AlUIIARENA (Observer for Argentina) pointed out that the
reference to national action did not appear in document E!CN.6/594. If the Commission
decided to include tha.t point in document EjCN.6/L.682, it should confine itself to
referring.,.to.. nat.ionalaetion to,ratify Lnternatdona'l instruments ?r~o bring national
laws into conformity witb such instruments. In her opinion, therefore, only.
paragraphs (b) and (c) were relevant.

96. Miss GONZALEZ MARTINEZ (Mexico) supported the observer for Argentina.
Paragraphs (a) and (d) had no ccnnex.ion with tbe preparation of international standards
and should be either deleted. or placed elS8where.

97. Mrs. M@L1ER(nenmark) sa~d that the principle of non~discriminationon grounds of
sex should be included among the basic priorities for national action. But she 'thought
thati t should be left to each country to decide in what manner the principle should
be guaranteed, whether by co nst.i t.ut i.onal , legislative or other appropriate measures.
She therefore supported the Swedish amendment (E/CN.6jL.691).

98. Mrs. HUT.AR (United States of America) also supported the Swedish amendment.

99. ,Ms. LORAf.\fGER (Canada) said that she too supported the amendment by Sweden, like the
representative of Denmark, she thought that each country should be left free to decide
the appropriate measures to guarantee the principle of non-discrimination on grounds.of
sex. Obvi.oual.y, amendments to the constitution would, be the 'best way, but that was
often a long process. Her country had for that reason adopted legislative measures to
guarantee non-discrimination on grounds of sex.
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100. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA. (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that she accepted the
Swedish anendmerrt but proposed the replacemen-i; of the vlords "discrimination on grounds
of sex" by the words "d.:lscrimination against women.", as in the Declaration and the draft
Convention. She also proposed the replacement of the words "or other appropriate
measures" by the words "and other appropriate moasuree ".

101. J1!. TTLLFOR§.. (Sweden) said that he coul.d not accept the subamendmerrt.s .. proposed by
the Soviet Union representative. He wi ahed to maintain the original text of his
amendment.

102. J1rs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said she maintained her
aubamendmerrbs s since she found the Swedish propo sa.L unacceptable as it stood ,

103. Mrs. COENE (Belgium) pointed out that the French version of the Sw ed.i sh amendment
did not correspond to the English text, wher-e reference was made to lithe principle of
rron-cdi.scr-ImLnation ",

104. Miss St. CLAIRE (Secretary of the Commission) said tna t the French version would be
brought into line ,\Aiith the original English text.

105. Mrs." TALLAWY (Egypt) said she proposed the follovving VJording, which might 'reconcile
the points of view of the Swedish and Soviet Union representatives.

106. "The principle of the elimination of discrimination on grounds of sex should be
secured through constitutional and legislative measures and other appropriate measur-es ",

107. Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) accepted the text proposed
by the Egyptian representative.

108. Mr. TILLFORS (Sweden) said that he also accepted the Egyptian proposal, but he
would. suggest, as a compromise I the wording rland/or other appropriate measures ",

109. The amendment by Sweden to par§flraph(a) (E/CN. 6!L. 621), as amended" was adopted
by consensus.

Paragraph (b.)

110. The CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objections, she wouId take H that the
Commission approved paragraph (b).

Ill. It was so decided.

Paragraph (c)

112. Ms.LORANGER (Canada) suggested that the word "r-e'I evarrt " should. be inserted before
the words "international conventions", to make it clear that the reference was to
conventions relating "to non-discrimination against women"



E/CN:6!SR.654
page 12

113. Mrs. EOKOR-SZEGO (Hm1gary) said that although she agreed ~ith the Canadian
representative that that clarifioation 'Was necessary, she wouLd prefer to add the words
"concerning the status of women" after "Lnt ernetaona.l oonverrtirns ";

114. Ms. LORANGER (Canada), supported by Rfr. TIlJIl;'yR.§. (Bwed en ) i Mr. EHSASSI (Iran) and
Mrs. NIKOLAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), considered that the 'Wording
proposed by the Hungarian representative was too restrictive. Slle maintained her
proposal.

115. Mrs. ERUCE (Assistant Director, Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian
Affairs) suggested the wording: "to relevant In t ernational conventions, including those
listed in the annex to the World Plan of Action I'.

116. Mrs. JANJIC (International Labour Organisation) said that it would be better not
to be over-precise, because some conventions which did not deal specifically wi th the
status of 'Women nevertheless included provisions prohibiting discrimination against
women workers. The wording suggested by Mrs. Eruce did not take into account
conventions whdch might be adopted in the future. The word "relevant", on the other
hand, would be applicable to every case, and she therefore supported the Canadian
proposal.

117. Mrs. BOKOR-SZEGO (Hungary) said she had no objection to the use of the word
"relevant" but she thought it would be better to add, after the 'Words "international
.instruments ", the words "concerned wi th the observance of the principle of equality
between men and \'I omen", She would not, however, insist upon her amendment if it aroused
any objection. . .

118. Ms. LORANGER (Canada) said she ~as unable to support the Hungarian amendment,
because many relevant international instruments did not directly refer to that
principle, as the representative of the ILO had pointed out.

119. Mrs. BOKOR-SZEGO (Hungary) withdre~ her amendment.

120. The CHAIRMAN said if there were no objections, she \'iould take it that the
Commission approved paragraph (c), as amended by the Canadian proposal, by consensus.

121. It ~as so decided.

Paragraph (d)

122. Miss GONZALEZ MARTINEZ said she thought paragraph (d) 'Was out of place in
section II A.

123. fus. ERUCE (Ass'istance Director, Centre for Social Development and HumS41i tar;j.an
Affairs) said that it might perhaps be useful to refer, in each paragraph of the
document under consideration, to the relevant paragraphs of the World Plan of Action;
in that particular case the reference was to paragraph 40, ~hich she read out.
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124. Nrs.__l2PVAlQ2 (l~ranoe) prOp08fJG. the addition, after 'tho Hords "Lnf'o rm and ad.v.i ae'",
of the Hords "Ln par-t.icul ar-, thl'ough non-govex':l'l.Jnenta1 or[;'E!llizations".

125. Mrs. TALLA\A,ry (.:~b::""pt), sU-llp:Jrtec1 by !bL s s GOjJZAJJE~l~ms':')J~z (:rlexico), said she
found it di f'f'Lcu.Lr t.o accept tho Frcmch EWlenc.l1J181YG, s.i.nco it laid too much E:tress on
non-govornnorrtn'l ol'ganizatio1:::. A1thou,.:;h those organiziJ.:cic"w had an important part
to pLay, they f'1U~jt not be p Laccd on the 801

0:18 level as 3'OVen1J~lOl1tS.

126. r1.~_.gJISA:;!pI (Ir,m) agreeC '-lith Lho J:'opr9sentati ve of Egypt. Ho also SllgG'8StcJd,
that the 1:-Tords "und.er- national 10.\1'.1" 3LlOUlc1 b..:! delE,tcu, e.i.nc e thoi.r ef'f'oc t H0-8

restrir."l ti ve and oxc Ludeel the women r s ~cic:htG and l'9 sponai.biliti8s recoGnj.zeCl in
international .i.ns t runont s , In bho El1i:;li:J~l vcr-ai.on , the irord "LmpLomerrt a t i.on" should
replace "enforcement".

127. J];§s '1.'YAB.LI_JInLlin) support ed the Iranian proposal. She suggested that, to meet
the French c.1.e1egE':tion "s ,fishes, the word.s "wi,th the assistance of the non-governmental
organizations!r shoul.d be added.

128. ]'.Irs. SALYO (Inc1one ai.a ) said 'bha t she wondered 1'111.0.. t aut11.0:6 ty vas to be re sponsibl e
for the adoption of mea sur'e s to inform and advise women of their rights and
responsibiJ.i ties. She 1m3 in f'avour of retaining the words "under naai.ona.l Lawa'!,

129. Hr. EH8ASSI (Iran) sa.i d he aaeumed that the various o1'g8-118 of the State,
governments and all the a1.lthori·ties concerned would be responsible for adopting the
measures referred to in paragraph (d).

1)0. 11r~. GUEYE (Senegal), suppor-ted by Hs, LOPtANGER (Canada) and lIrs. IIAKA (Guinea),
said that, if thl"! phrase "under national Laws" was deleted, it wo'u.Ld be necessary
to amend the last part of the sentenco in paragTaph (Cl), beginning llith the "\'lorels
"and to assist them". She vrou'Id prefer to l'etain the original toxt.

131. Hrs. SALYO (Indonesia) said that she could not accept the prcpoai.t.i.on that
non-governmental oreanizations should assist in the adoption of the measures in
question. In her opinion, such orgD..nizations should confine themselves to
disseminating information.

132. Hrs. DEVAUJ) (France), suppor-ted by Hr~,JJOENE (BelgiLun), pointed out that
non-governmental oJ:'G'anizations vroul.d not take action on the same footing as
governments, but they should be givan the opportunfty to pal,ticipato in providing
vromen with information. They had proved their nsefulness dUTing the International
\Iomen I s Year and the;y should bhe.ref'o ro bo given a role in the future. By educating'
women, non-governmental organizations vrou.l.d help them to ensure tha'l:; the 1mT Has
properly app Li.ed , 1-101'eover, lThere government action was wantring , non-governmental
organizations could usefully take the initia.tive.

133. Hrs. 9-UEl'E (Scnego,l) thought that in the paragraph under consideration the
pr.incf.p'l.e should be maintained that, '-Ti th OT wi, thont assistanoe from non-gove rnmorrta.l
organizations, governments must o,clo}Jt the measures referred to.
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134. Hrs. lTIKOLilEVi\. (Union of -Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the. princiPle
emnhasized by the 'rc]?rcscntativG of Soneg2,J. was very important. It shcul.d also be
made qUite clear that the activities of non-governmerrte.L orG'anizations must of
course comply with the: Latr , .. . .

135. l1r8.:-.'.[,.l\J~~~'LI (J2J6'y}')t), roferri:ng to the amendment Ln t'roduc i.ng the idea of
aaai s'hanc e I'rom non..,g·overnmental orgo.l1iz2.tions, said that tho co org[l,llizations would
not be con tr-i.but mg to the adopti.on of the meaaure s themselvcw, since that was a
govenwlGnt responsib:Llit;\-'i they FOlllcl sim~)ly bc) helping to dissemi1'1..ate information
and to provide vromen "Jith adv.i.co ,

136. l'.1rs. BOKOll·-SZEGO (lhmgary) pr-opo sod that, instead of the wor'd.s "with the
assis'tai;-;; of tllO -;;o;;:-.gov'2rl1ment~l,l ol'gEi,nizations", the fol101·ring sentence should be
added at the end of 'che }JLL1~agra})h: "The participation of non-Governmental ol'ganizations
in this action woul.d be very clesirable. JI

137. Hrs. FOUCART-li'I,OOn (Belgi um}, speakf.ng on behalf of the Be18'ian and French
delegations, proposed that the c3cisting text of paragraph (d) shoul.d be replaced by the
fol10vTing' vlOJ.~ding: "Adop t.i.on of measures to inform women cif their rights and
responsibilities under national laws and to advise themthereon. Assistance from
non-governmental organizationl3 could contribute to effective action in that connexi.on ,"

138. Hiss TYAI3JI (India), supported bJT )\1rs. DAHLERUP (Denmark}, said she preferred the
wording' of paragraph (d) as amended by the Irid.i.an and Iranian daLegations.

139. Urs. COENE (Belgium) pointed out that the original text of paragraph (d) was
ambiguous, as it was difficult to understand whether the reference waa to the adoption
of measures "under national Lavs" ~ or whe the.r that part of the sentence related only
to I'rights and responsibili ties ll

•

140. NI'. EHS~SSI (Iran) moved that the discussion be closed and that the text of
paragraph (cl) .nsjamended by the Indian and Iranian delegations be put to the vote.

141. The CHAIm-LAIr, in accor-dance wi.th rule 48 of the RulGS of Procedure, put to the
vote the motion fOl' the c.Losure of 'tho debate.

142. r.J.1he.....E!..C2.tion for the closure of the delJate \'las ado;eted by 18 votes tq none,if.J,. ih
L.abstention.

143. The CHA.II?J'lAH put to the vote the text of paragraph (d), as amended by the addition
of the vrord.s "\'li th the assistance of the non-govarnmerrba.l organizations" eti'ter the
word "women", and by the deletion of the words "under national Lawa'',

144. The te:x~ragraph (d), as runended, vlas adopted by 16 votes to 1-, 1vitll
!J. abstentionf!-'

145. Hrs. IURIJl'Ni\J:nT(France) said that her delegation had abstained because the French
version of paragraph (d) as amended did not m~ce sense.

146. rl-cs. PENA]~VER DE LEPAGE (Venezuela) said that her delegation could not accept
the word "aaaiatance!' bl th~ amended text of parag-raph (cl).
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147. !'Irs. Gm~YE (Senegal) and [Is. Lf\lIIl¥~ (Il.1.clagascar) eaf.d that their d.e'Lega tiol1s had
abe taf.ned for the flame r2ason C,S '~h8 F~.'811ch cLelc::co.tiol1.

148. J.'iYJY Ci9lTZ1\.J~'...lJArfi~IliP._~ (fiIe:::ico) said t.ha.t , for the reasons whi ch she already had
given, she prcpcsod that the titJ.. e 01 cnap te r 11, Ejection 11. be amended by the aclclition
of the wo.rds "and lTational l ' , after the Hard "Irrberna t.Lona.l.'",

149. '11118 OH!I.IffiIAH said Ghat if there were no objections) she vouLd t.ake it that tho
Oommission approved by CO~lSeJ.1;3US the change j)roposed by t:le Hc::::5..can cleloG'ation.

'1'}18 TIleetiJ:.)f£. rose at L 05.J2..:.Bl'




