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IN'lIEillTA'rlmTAL urSrrHUllliy;rm liliL!iTIHG ~PO '.l'lIE STArl'US OJ? ~rOlmH (agenda item 3) (continued)

(a) J)RAFIJ1 CONVENIn t OH ON
~ ':(EijCH. 6/591, lJol'r. 1

(£..Q.l1tinueq)

T.HiD ELlhIHA'l'ION ('D' DI5CHIlUlTA'rIOl'T L'JAurST [:OllON
and Add.l; E/CN.6/L.699; L,'((j(j;G.701; J..J.7CJ2 8.'1(1. T, 7fl3 )

Si::.cbh precg)lJ:lular paJ;:<].j!:raph

L m.ss TY.AJ3JI (India) f'e l, t that the clause "and make s more difficult the full
development of the potentialities of women in the servtc e of their courrtr-Le s and of
human.i ty" in the original d.raf'f aeverrbh l)aragral)h of the preamble (E/ClT. 6/591,
annex III)was of some importance and Sh01;L1d be retained. ,She proposed that it should
be added to the end of the sixth pr-eambu'Lan pa.rag.raph as drafted. in document
E/CN.6/S91/Add.1.

2. Hrs. COElill (Belgium) said that her delegation aupport ed the Indian amendment.

3. Th~ sixth preambular par1±gra12h was ado:Qtec1 as anend.ed .

Seventh preambular paragraph

4. luss HOEnz (Gennan Democrahi,c Republic) proposed tho addition of a new seventh
preambular paragraph submit ted by her delegation (:s/cn. G/l,. 703) i the subsequent draft
preambular paragraphs '1v01:Lld have to be renumberecl accord.i.ng'Iy ,

5. r1rs. COC1CCROFT.. (United Kingdom) suggested that tho p.ropo sed additional draft pClr2--
graph could be improved b;;,r deleting T1implemontation of t.he" and by changing "f'undamenha,l
human rights including those of women" to "fundamental rig:hts of women"; '\-Thich seemed
more appropr-i.ate in a oonvention concerned ])l~il~laril~r Hi th d.i sc r imi.nataon aGainst women.

6. Mr. VAH J)uysg (Belgium) felt tha.t the preamble to a convention should be as
concise as poe ai.b'lo , In the v.i eu of his rlelegation, the sur s tance of the proposal
submitted by the l.-.Jnnan Democ r-a tic Republiw had been covored oy the first and second
preambul.ar- paragraphs whi.ch contained references to the Charter of the United Nations
and the Universa~ Declaration of Hwn~l Flights.

7. NI'. EHSASSI(Iran) said that his delegation c ou'ld acc ep t the German Democratii,c
Republic I s proposal, as amended by the repre sentatiVG of the United Kingdom.

8. l'1rs. BOKOR-SZEGO (Hungary) also supported that proposal, as amend.eel by the
United Kingdom representative. Referring to the Belgian representative!s comments,
she said that the idoas contained in the German Democra.t.i,c Republic r s proposal were ..
among the most important in the convention. All the objectives of the convention must
be reflectecl in the preamble, and omission of thE) ideas contained. in the
German J)emocratic Republio's proposal would detract from its value.
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9. g£s. NIICOL.!~ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that her delegation
supported the Germa,n Democratic Republic IS proposal, as amended by the repre sentative
of the Un.i ted ICincdom. .

10. Hs. 10~~ (Canada) said it would be difficult for her deleeation to accept the
Gennan Democratic Republic I s proposal. The objective of the draft convention 1'!aS
the elimination of discrimination against wonien, and not the eliminati-On of' colonialism
ro1d racism on vD1ich conventions had already been adopted. The preamble io the draft
convention under discussion should be brief and relate only to questions of' direct
concern to women,

11. ITor could he.r delegation accept the premise inherent in the Gennan:-Democratic
Republic's proposal that effective disarmament and the elimination of colonialism and
racism were indispensable prerequisites for the enj oymerrt by women 0.£ their f'unClamental
rights. lI~l;len might have to waf,t a long time if effective disarmament had io be
achieved bef'o.re they coulcl enjoy their rights.

12 •. BegUIU FARI:DI (Pakistan) said that her delegation whoLeheaz-tedLy supported the
German :Democratic Republic I s proposal, as amended by the representative of the
United Kingdom.

13. Hrs. 'rRAPOTE (Cuba) sai.dv bhaf her delegation also supported the-Germml Democratic
Republic's proposal, as amGnd~d by the United Iungdrun representativG.

14. I·u,. VALLAR't4. (Hex.i co ) said he appreciated the points made by the representatives
of the Ge:rman :Democratic Republic and Canada. In his opinion, any list of indispensable
prereCjU1.si teo for safeguarding the rights of women should Lnc Lude elimination of the gap
be-tween developed and developing countries; the question of underdevelopment could
not be i/;"110recl.

15. r·J;rs. HUSSEIN (Egypt) said that achievement .of the objectives listed in tne
Ge:rman :Domocrati; RepubJ.ic I s proposal was important for thelromotion of hUl11aJ1 rights
in general and women I s rights in partIcular. She agr.eed wi, th the Canadian
representative, however , that it wcul.d not be reasonable to ex pect women to wait until
all those objoctives hacl been achieved before they C011ld exerc i ne their riehts. She
suggested, therefore, tha'b the word "prereq1Jisites'I might be replaced by, say, -the
woa-d "conditions". She also agreed that the elimination of unde rd.eve Lopmenf should
be added to the list of objectives; that might be clone by adding such words as "and
its long-standing effect on development" after the word "colonialism". ·lin .i.nf'orraa'l
group could be set up to try to work out a text acceptable to all delegations.

16. Nrs. IID'l1Jill (United States of America) end_orsed· the vievlS of the Canadian
represGnta'uive; . 11.11e wo.rd.ing of the Cerman Democrat.ic TIepublic I s proposal vas a source
of concern to her delegation. Irhe Belgian text (E/C1'T. 6/591/Add . l ) , under vrri ch the
right of women to par-td.cLpate fully in policy planning woul.d be recognized, and, vThich
also met the rfexican representa:tive I s point concerning the question of und.ea-«
development, Has preferable.
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17. ~~. LEHMANN (Denmark) said he had no objection to the substance of the
German Democratic Republic's proposal. That proposal did, however, refer to
objectives which ·;.rere different from those aimed at in the convention. As the
Belgian text was more in keeping with the objective ef eliminating discrimination
against women, it would seem preferable to work on that text, possibly adding to it
some of the ideas contained in the German Democratic Republic's proposal.

18. Mrs. HIRLEMANN (France) agreed with the ideas expressed by the Canadian
representative as well as with the Belgian representative that the text of a preamble
should be brief and not go into detaiL Her delegation therefore favoured the
Belgian text.

19. Miss TYABJI (India) noted that the Belgian text, as it stood, contained two
different ideas and suggested that the idea concerning development should be singled
out. That could be done by deleting the phrase lithe welfare of the world and the
cause of peace" and replacing the word "require" by the word "r e quires".

20. She also suggested that, in the text proposed by the representative of the
~·erman Democratic Republic, the words after !!self-determination'! should be deleted
and replaced by "are vital to the fundamental rights of women in the safeguarding
of which women should play their full part".

2L M.rs. GUEYE (Senegal) proposed that the word l1aEartheidl1 should be inserted
after the word "colonialism" in the text submitted by the representative of the
German Demooratic RepUblic. Furthermore, as complete development implied economic
development, whioh could not be achieved without the adoption of a new international
economic order - the basic element of which was the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of states - a reference to those ooncepts should also be included in the
amendment.

220 Mrs. HERRAN (Colombia) endorsed the Mexican suggestion that a reference to the
importance of eLimi.nating underdevelopment should be inoluded in the preamble.

23. It might be possible to reconcile members' points of view if the words
"ri.nd.i spenaabLe prerequisites" were replaced by the wo rds "important elements".

24. Her delegation could support the logical amendment to the German Democratic
Republic's text proposed by the representative of India.

25, Mr.s. ROl~OVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that her delegation
supported the German Democratic Republic's proposal, as amended by the representative
of the Ulllted Kingdom. The ideas contained in that proposal must be reflected in
the prearrilile if the objectives of the convention were to be achieved; indeed,
effective disarmament would make it possible to reallocate the enormous sums
currently spent on defence to meet social needs throughout the world, particularly
in the developing countries. Consideration might also be given to the amendments
suggested by the representatives of Senegal and Lnd.i.a ,

26. Mr~. HpSSEI~ (Egypt) felt that the text proposed by the representative of the
German Democratic Republic was not inconsistent with the Belgian text, in which the
emphasis was different; in point of fact, the two texts complemented eaoh other. The
ideas reflected in the Belgian text were important; ·they were taken from the
Declaration on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women and should be included
in the Convention. The text proposed by the representative of the German Democratic
Republic oould be inserted either before or after the Belgian text.
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27. Mr. VALLARTA (Mexico) said it would be very difficult to enumerate all the
prerequisites for the safeguardil~ of women's rights. His delegation could, however,
accept the Germar: Democratic Republic' 8 l~roposal provided it included the ideas
suggested by the rel)resenta tive of Senegal. For instance, the words "implementation
of the Charter of the Econolnic Rights and Duties of States and the achievement of a
new international economic o.rder;" might be inserted after the words "Affirming that".
The minimum his delegation could accept would be the insertion, after the words
"Affirming that 11, of the words "elimination of the existing gap between developed
and developing countries,".

28. In conclusion, he said that although the resources that would be released by
effective disa~mament could undoubtedly be used to serve social purposes throughout
the world, he did not consider that effective disarmament was an indispensable
prerequisite for the saf'egua.rd.i.ng of women's rights.

29. Princess PURACHATRA (Thailand) agreed with the representatives of Denmark and
Iran that the ideas reflected in the Belgian text were important. She moved the
closure of the debate so that an attempt could be made to prepare a compromise text
that would include the ideas contained in the Belgian text and the proposal of the
German Democratic Republic, together with amendments suggested. by other delegations,
including those of Senegal and Mexico.

30. The CHAIRMAN asked whether any member opposed the motion.

31. Miss TYABJI (India) suggested that more time should be allowed for discussion.
She did not know, for instance, whether her delegationfs amendment to the
German Democratic Republic I s proposal had been accepted.

32. The CHAIRMAN observing that no other member wished to speak against the motion,
put it to the vote.

33. The motion was adopted by 8 votes to 1, with 10 abstentions.

34. The CHAIill1AN suggested that the representatives of Belgium, Canada,
the German Democratic Republic, India, Mexico, Pakistan, Senegal, the United Kingdom
and the United states of America, together with any other representatives interested
in the question, should form a wOl~ing group and try to draw up a text acceptable to
all delegations.

35. Mr. EHSASSI (Iran) asked i~lether he was correct in assuming that the
establishment of a working group did not preclude the resumption of the discussion on
paragraph 7 in the Commission when the group had submitted an agreed text.

36. The C}ffiIRMAN assured him that his assumption was correct. He suggested that
the working group should meet forthwith and that the Commission should consider the
working group's text and the remaining preambular paragraphs at the following
meeting.

37. It was so decided.

The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m.




