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l. On 2t Decenrber L,X5, at its lLo5th neeting, the General Asseably by

resol-ution 2106 A ()c() adopted and opened for signature and ratification the

International Convention on the Elimination of Al-I Forms of Racial Discrimination,

annexed to the resolution, and invited the States referred to j.n its article 17

to sign and ratify the Convention vithout delay. The Assembly requested the

Secretary-General to submit to it reports concerning the state of ratifics.tlons of

the Convention, lrhich rqould be consldered by the Assembly at future sessions.

2. In resolution 2112 (xxII) of ]-B Decembev I'57, the General Assenrbly,

inter alia, urged all el-igible Governrnents which have not yet done so to sign,

ratify and irnplement vithout delay this Convention as l^relf as the other conventions

directed against discrimination in emplo1'nent and occupation and against

discrirnination in education.
a 'rhe Tntcrnrtiona.l convention on the Elimination of A1l Forns of Racia]

Discrlmination was opened for slgnatur:e in New York on 7 March 1%5' As of
24 Septenber 1968, the Convention has received sixty-eight signatures, nlneteen off

vhich have been follor,/ed by ratification. tr'our States have acceded to it. The

Convention shall enter into force on the thirtieth day after tbe date of the

deposlt vith the Secretary-General of the United Nations of the ti,renty- seventh

instrument of ratification or instxument of accession. Four furtber
ratifications or accessions are thelefore necessary to bring the Convention into

force ,

68-20442
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h. The l-ist of States which have signed or ratlfied the Convention may be found

in annex I.; the text of the declarations and reservaLlons made by some of these



A/7J61/1'd,d.t
Enal I ch
Annex I
Peoc I

ANNEX I

List of States that have si sned or ratifleal the Convention

-a/ljlLlgar]aJ
Surundi

Bveloru6sian Sovlet

Canbodi.a

Cameroon

Canada

Centraf African Republic

Chile
China

Colonbia

Costa Ric a

CubaJ

C]?rus

Date of si.gnature

y lecemDer lyoo
11 JI:IV L967

IJ October I$6
f'fl August 1!67

I J:xie I)66

I \Iardn I)55
I June f966
'l r'al'?'ra n' 1 04?

I March 1!65

w ApriL L$5
l.c lecemDer I-YOO

24 August l-!56

7 March 1955

j Qctober 7$6
1! March rlfi6
2t March L967

1)+ t'larch 1!66

I J Une fyoo

_LZ lecemoer -Lyoo

I October 1!65

ZI JUNE -LYOO

State

Algerla
Argentina

Australia
3e1g1um

,IJOIIVIA

Brazll

late of receipt of the
instnment of ratlfLcation
or accession

27 l{avch }96B
' B August l-!66

-Lb J anuary -Lyb I

2L Apfir L%7

2) Decenber !j56Czechosl-ovakia4

Dahomey

Denmark

Ecr-rador

9/
ll

22 Septenber I$N

For the declarations and reservations made by this State, see annex If.
Date of accession.
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State

Federal Bepublic of Germany l0 February l!61
Finl-and

Gabo n

Ghana

Greece

Guatemal,a

Guinea

Eoly See

nungary-

Iceland
India
fran
Ireland
Israel
Italy
Janai-ca

Libya

l,uxembourg

Madagascar

Malta!/
Mauritania
Mexico

Mnncn l i cZl

Morocco

Netherl-ands

New Zeal-and

Nlger

Date of receipt of the
instnment of ratification

Date of signature ffi

6 October f966

20 Septernber l!66
8 September 1!66 B Septernber. t!56
I March !)66
B Septenber f967

?\ Mar:ch t966
21 Noverober 1!55

l! Septenber J-!65 l+ MW \967
14 Novernber 1!66 IJ NIarch 1967

2 March l-967

B t'larc h 1967

21 March 1!68
'l March r)66

rJ March 1!68

14 August l!55

l-2 December l-967

l-O lecemDer lycr {

> beprelllber -L!/bd

2l December 1!66

I November l$5
J May L)56

18 September 196l

24 October l!66
25 Qctober 1966

L4 March L)66

2! August 1!58

a tu:iv D6N

el
9/

zl Apr]-r r>o I

16 octoaer t967il

Fo" the declarations and reservationg nade by this State, see annex II.
Date of accession.
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Date of receipt of the
instrument of ratiflcation

Date of siqnature or accession

Noryay ' 21 November 1!66
Paklstan 1! September I!66 21 Septeuber 1!66
Panama 8 December I!66 t6 August U6J
Peru 22 Jrny Lj66
pbilippines f March 1!66 15 September 196?

Poland I 'lta,rch I)66
Senegal- 2? JnLy L$B
Sierra leone tJ November 1!55 2 August 196?

Sodal.ia 26 Jalrnry I$]
Spain f1 Septenber 1968V
Sveden J May IJ66
Trinidad and Tobago 9 J:une 1967

Tunisia 12 Aprif 1!56 lt JanuarT l-95?

Ukralnian Soviet Soci.ali-st
Republic y' J March 1!66.

Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics y' , 7 March 1!66

United Arab Republicg 28 Septerrber 1!66 f l{ay 196T

Untted Kingdon of creat
Britain and Northern
Ireland , If October 1!66

United States of America9/ 28 September 1966

Uruguay 2l February 196? l0 August 1!68
Venezuela 2L Aprt]- l)6'1 1O Oetober 1!6J
yugoslavia 1! April- 1!65 2 October 1967

9/ For the declarations and reservations nade b:' this State, see annex II.
b/ Date of accession.
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ANNU II
Decl-arations and reservations

BUIGARIA

The Government of the peoplers Repubr-lc of Bu-lgaria conside"s that the
proyisj.ons of article tJ, paragraph 1, and article 18, paragraph 1, of the
fnternatio nal- Convention on the Elinination of Al]. Forns of Racj.al- Discrirflnation,
the effect of which is to prevent sovereign states from becoming ps.rti-es to the
convention, are of a discriminatory nature. The ccnvention, in accordance vith
the principfe of the soverei8n equali ty of states, should be open for accesGlon
by all States r"rithout any discrinination vhatsoever.

The Peoplets Republlc of Bul-garia does not consider itself bound by the
provisions of articl-e 22 of the rnternationa.r convention on the Elrurination of
A1l- Forms of Racia]- Discrininatlon, vhich provides for the compulsory
jurisdiction of the rnternational court of Justice in the settlenent of disputes
with respect to the interpretatton or appllcation of the convention. The
Peopleis Republic of Bul-garia r.aintains rts positlon that no dispute between two
or more states can be referred to the rnternatlonal court of Justice r+i thout
the conseht in each particular case of all the States parties to the dispure.

BYEI,OBUS SfAN SOVTET SOCTALTST REPUBLIC

priginal: Ruesiaf

The Byelorussian soviet social-ist Republ-ic states that the provision 1n

articfe 11, paragraph t, of the Convention on the Elinination of All tr'olnls of
Racial- Discri.nination hereby a number of states are deprived of the opportunity
to become parties tc the convention is of a discrlminatory nature, and hol-ds that,
j"n accordance irith the principl_e of the sovereign equality of States, the
convention shoul-d be open to participatlon by a]l lnterested states,r,rithout
dlscriminati-on or restrlction of anv kind.
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The Byelorussia.n sovlet sociallst Republic does not conslder itself bound by

the provlsions of sxtlcle 22 of the Conventlon, under which any dispute between

two or uore StateE Parties wlth respect to the interpretatlon or appllcatloh of

the Conventlon 1s, a,t the request of any of the parties to the dispute, to be

referred. to the International Court of Justlce for decisionl and states that, in
each lndivlduaJ. case, the consent of afl partles to such a dispute 1s necessary

for "eferlal of the dtspute to the International- Court.

CUBA

/O_ortginat: Spanisf

The Government of the Republic of Cuba wilt rnake such reservations as it may

deem appxoprlate if and when the Conventlon ls ratified.

CZEC HOSI,OVAKTA

/6riernat :

The Czechoslovah soclalist Republlc considers that the provlsion of artiile 17,

paragraph 1, ts not in keepLng wlth the atr06 and objectives of the Convention

since lt fail-s to ensure that a.1l- States wj-thout any distinction and discrlnlnation
be given opportunity to become Partles to the Conventlon.

The Czechoslovak Socialist Bepubllc does not consld.er itself bound by the

provision of artlcle 22 and nalntains that any dlspute between tvo or more

Partte6 over the lnterpretation or application of the Conventlon, which 1s not

settled by negotlation or by procedures expressly provlded for in the Convention,

can be referred to the fnternatlonaf Court of Justice only at the request of all
the parties to the dlspute, lf they did not agree to another means of settlement.
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HUIIGARY

/urlgarult:
The Hungarian Peoplers Republlc considers that the provisions of article 17,

'paragraph f, and of article 18, paragraph 1, of the Convention, barring accession to
the convention by all states, are of a dlscriminating natur"e and contrary to
international fav. The Hungarian peoplers Repubric naintains its generaf position
that uultilatera1 treaties of a universai- character shoul-d, ln confornity vlth the
principres of soverelgn equarity of states, be open for accession by aff states
vithout any discriml-nation whatever .

The Hungarlan Peopr-ers Fepublic does not consider itself bound by articr-e 22
of the Convention providing that any dispute between tuo or more States larties vith
respect to the interpretation or appl-ication of the convention sharl, at the request
of any of the parties to the dispute, be referred to the rnternationar court ot'
Justice for decision. The Hunga.rian peopJ-ers lepublic takes the viev that such
disputes shal-l be refe*ed to the rnternational court of Justice onJ-y by agreemenl:
of afl parties concerned.

ITAIY

/urrglnaJ-: l.Ial.l a!/
0n signin$ the convention, the Peruanent Representative of rtal-y to the unitetl

Nations, upon instructions of his Government, nad.e the following decfaration 3

. (") The posltive measures, provided for in articfe l+ of the Convention
and speciflcal-ly described. in sub-paragraptrs (a) ana (t) of that articl_e,
designed to eradicate all incitement to, or acts of, discrimination, are to
be interpreted, as that article proridei, "vith due regard to the principl-es
ernbodied in the Universaf Decl_aration of Human Rights and the rights expressly
set forth ln article 5" of the Convention" Consequently, the obligations
derlving from the aforenentioned lrticle 4 are not to jeopardize the right to
freedon of opinion and expression and the right to freedom of peaceful_

assembly and association which are l_aid dovn in articl_es 19 and 20 of the
Universal Declaration of Hunan Rights, vere reaffirned by the General Assembly

of the Unlted Nations 1rhen it adopted articl_es L9 and, ?J_ of the fnternational
Covenant on Civil- and lolitical Bights, and are refert'ed to in articl-es 5 (d)
(viii) and (ix) of the Convention. In fact, the Ital,ian covernment, in

EnglishT
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conformity ith the obfigations resul-ting from Articles 55 (c) and 56 of the

charter of the united Nati-ons, remains faithful to the principl-e laid down in
articl-e Zg (Z) ot the Universal Decl-aration., which provides that "in the

Fr.pr.isF of hls r iqhts and freedoms, everyone shafl- be subiecL only to such

limitations as are deternrined by law solely for the purpose of securing due

TA.r'cnil-i^n anrl r'-spect for Lhe rights and. freedoms of others and of meeting

the just requirenents of morali by, public order and the general veLfare j'n a

denocratic society".
(l) Effective remed.ies against acts of racial discrinination rihich

vlolate his individual riehts and fundanental fTeedoms v11] be assured to

everyone, in conforni Ly r,rith al"ticl-e 6 of Lhe Convention, by the ordinary

courts within the framework of their respective iurisdiction. Cl-aims for
reparation for any damage suffered a6 a resul-t of acts of racial discrimination

must be brought against the persons responsible for the roal-icious or crimlnal

acts which caused such danage.

foriginal-: rngiistr/

fhe Government of Israel- has noted the pol-itical char..cter of the decl-aration

made by the Government of libya on accedlng to the above Convention. In the view

of the Governnent of Israel, this Convention is not the proler place fo]. making such

pol-itical- pronouncements. The Government of Israel vil-f, in so far as concerns the

Bubstance of the matter, adopt tofiards the Government of libya an attitude of

compl-ete reciprocity.

IlBYA

forlginat: English/

(") The Kingdom of Libya does not consider itself bound by the provisions

of article 22 of the conveDtion, under which any dispute betveen tvo or rore

States Parti-es 1,,ith respect to the interpretation or application of the Convention

is, at the request of any of the parti-es to the dispute, to be referred to the
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rnternatlonaL court of Justice for declslon, and it states that, in each indlviduat
case, the consent of all parties to such a dispute is necessarlr for referring the
dlspute to the Internatlonal Court of Justlce.

(l) Tt ls understood. that the accession to this Convention does not mean

in aly way a recognltlon of Israel by the Governnent of the Kingdou of Llbya.
Furthefilore, no treaty reratlons vlll arise between the Kingdon of Ltbya and.

Israel.

},IADAGASCAR

t':..-J
LoTrgrnar-: -F rencgr

The Government of the Mal-agasy Republic does not consid.er itself bor:nd. by

the provlslons of article 22 of the Convention, under which ary diepute between

tvo or mere States Partles v5-th respect to the tnterpretatlon or appJ-ication of
the Convention j.s, at the request of any of the partles to tlle dispute, to be

referred to the International Court of Juetlce for decision, and states that,
ln each lndtvldual case, the consent of all parties to such a dlstrnte ls necessary
for referral of the dispute to the International Court.

l,lAL,TA

fOrtginat: Xnglisb/

The Governrnent of Malta vlshes to state its understald.lnE of certaln artlcles
in the Convention.

It lnterprets artLcle l+ as requlrlng a party to the Conventlon to adopt
further measures Ln the fields covered. by sub-paragraphs (a), (b) anA (c) of that
artlcle should lt constder, wlth d"ue regard to the princlples eubodled Ln the
Universal Declbratlon of llurnan.Rights and the rightg set forth in article 5 of the
Conventlon, that the need. arises to enact uad hoC' legislation, ln additlon to o!.

vanl atlon of exlsting l-aw and practlce to brlng to an end any act of racial
d i scrirnlnatlon. 

I
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lurther, the Goverrunent of Malta lnterprets the requirements ln artlcle 6

concerning I'reparatlon or satlsfactlon" ag being fulfilkd 1f one or other of

these forns of redress ls m6.d.e avallab1e and interprets !'satlsfactlon" ' as includtng

any forn of redTess effective to bring the discrlnlnatafy conduct to an end'

MONGOI,I,A

/6riglnat: Russla4f

On behau of the covernn0ent of the Mongoll an Peoplers Repubfic, the Pernanent

Mission aleo states'that the provislon in article 17, paragraph l, of the

convention whereby a nusber of states are deprive+ of the opportunlty to become

Parties to the Convention ls of a discrimlnatory pature, and tt holds that, 1n

. accorda^nce wtth the prlnciple of the govereign equaltty of States, the Conventlon

on the nllrninatton of AII Fo ns of RaclaL Discrlnination should be open to
participatlon by all interested States vlthout dlscrininatlon or.restrictlon of

any kind.
The Mongollan ?eoplers Republ-lc does not consider itself bound by the

provtsions of artlcle 22 of the cQnvention, under whtch any dispute between two or

nore states Parties vith respect to the lnterpretatlon on application of the

conventlon is, at the request of any of the partles to the dlspute, to be referred

to the InternatlonaL court of Justice for declsioa, and 1t states thatl tn each

indtvldual case, the consent of all parties to such a d.ispute is necessary for
referral of the dlspute to the lnternational Court.

M0n0cco

/6rlglra1r Frenc{

The Ktngdon of Morocco does not consider ltself bound by the provlslons of

artlcle 22 of the Convention, und-er whlch any dispute bet{een two or uore states

?arties wlth respect to the lnterlretation or application of the conventlon is,
at the request of any of the Pa,:cties to the dispute, to be referred to the
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rnternatlonal- court of Justrce for decision. The Ktngdon of Morocco states trrat,
in each indivldual caser'the consent of alJ- parttes to such a drspute is necessary
for referring the dlspute to the International Court of Justlce.

SPAIN

/6i:fgi.nar: Spantsf
I'rlth a, reservation to the whole of artrcle ecr (iurl6dlctl0n of t'e

rnternational court of Justtce) to the effect that folr-ovlng its d.eposit and, in
accorda.nce witLr the provisLons of pe;ragraph 1 of artlcte XVIIT, Spain becoues a
Party to the Convention.

TKRAINIAN SOVIET SOCIALTST REPTELIC

/driginal: Russta4/
The Ukrainl ar Sovlet Soctallst Bepubllc states that the provlsion ln

artlcle lJ, paragraph .1-, of the Conventlon on the Elinlnation of Af1 Follls of
Racial Discrlmination whereby a nurnber of States are deprived of the opportunity
to become ?arties to tLe Convention is of a discrininatory nature, and. hold6 that,
ln accordance vlth the pfinclple of the soverelgn e quaJ-rty of states, the gonvention
should be open to partlcipation by al-f interested states vlthout dlscrlnlination orrestrictlon of any kind.

The ukralni an soviet soclallst nepubr-rc does not consider rtself bound by the
provisions of article 22 0f the conventlon, under rhich any dlspute between two or
nore states Partles wrth respect to the interpretatlon ox applicatron of the
conventlon 1s, at the request of any of the partie' to the dispute, to be refer"ed
to the International Court.of Justlce for decisidn, and states that, in each
lndivtdual case, the consent of atl parties to such a di.spute Ls necessary for
referral of the dtspute to the Internatlonal Court.
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UNION OF SO\IET SOCIALIST REPUSLICS

ldri.gtnal: Russian/

The Union of Sovlet Socialist BepubLics states that the provision in
article 1J, paragraph 1, of the Conventlon on the Elilaination of A1f trorns of
Racial Discriminatlon whereby a number of States are deprived of the opportunlty
to become Parties to the convention is of a aliscriminatory nature, and hol-ds that,
in accordance tith the principle of the soverelgn equafity of States, the
Convention should be open to participation by all interested States without
dlscrinination or restrictlon of any kind.

The Union of Soviet Socialist Republics does not consider itsel_f bound by the
provisions of article 22 of the Convention, unaler which any dispute betveen tl.7o or
more States Parties wi.th respect to the interpretation or application of the
Convention is, at the request of any of the parties to the alis.pute, to be referred
to the Internatj.onal Court of Justlce for decision, and states that, in eacn
inctividuaf case, the Lonsent of a]} parties to such a dispute is hecessary for
referral of the dispute to the fnternational Court.

IJNITED ARAB REzuBlrCg/

/urtgl_naI: I!ngl-r,sn/

The United Arab RepubJ-ic does not consideT itself bound by the provisions of
article 22 of the Convention, under which any dispute between two or noxe States
Parties with respect to the interpretati-on or application of the Conyention is, at
the request of any of the larties to the dl-spute, to be referred to the fnternattonal-
Court of Justice for d.ecision, and it states that, in each indivialual case, the
consent of all- parties to such a dispute is necessary for referring the alispute to
the International Court of Justice.

It is understood. that the 6ignj.ng of thi6 Convention does not mean ln any way a

recognition of Israel by the Government of the United Arab Republic. tr'urthermore,

no treaty rel-ations vi,l"l arise betveen the United Arab Republic and Israel.

af In a communication recelved on 2! Decembe r 1966, the Government of Israel-
decfared that it "has noted the pofitical character of the declaration rnade by
the Government of the United Arab Republic on signing the above Convention. In
the viev of the Government of Israel, this Convention is not the proper place
for naking such political pronouncenents. The Governnent of Israel wil,I, in so
far as concerns the substance of the matter, adopt towaJds the Government of the
Unlted Arab Republic an attitude of compl.ete reciprocity".
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UMTM BINCDOM OF GFEAT BRITAIN AND NORTI]ERN IREI,AND

/orlglnal: Engusb/-

Fir6t, ln the present circulstalces derivlng from the usurpatr.on of power in
Rhodesia by the illegaI rdgfune, the United Klngdon must slgn subject to a
reservatlon of the Tlght not to apply the convention to Rhodesla unless and. unt1l
the uriited Klngdon lnforrns the secretary-Generar of the unlted Natlons that it is
ln a positlon to ensure that the obJ.lgatlons inposed by the convention ln respect
of that terrltory can be ful-Iy implenented.

secondg, the united Kingdom vlshes to state rts understand.ing of certaln
artlel-es in the conventlon. rt interprets artlcre 4 as requiring a paxty to the
Convention to adopt fu.Tther legislative neasures in the flelds covered by
sub-paragraphs (a), (t) and (c) of that article onfy in so far as it nay consld.er
wtth due regard to the prlnciples embodied. in the Universal Declaration of lluman
Rights and the rtghts expressly set forth in articr-e 5 of the conventlon (in
particuJar the rrght to freedom of opinlon and exlressron and the rlght to freed.on
of peaceful assenbly and associatlon) that sone leglslative additlon to or variation
of existing law and. practice ln those fields iS necessalTr for the attalrunent of the
end speclfied in the ealller part of article l+. Further, the Unlted Kingdon
interprets the requlrenent in articLe 5 eoncerning trreparation or satisfactlonrt ae
being furfilred tf one or other of these forms of red.ress 1s made avalfabre and
interpret' Itsatisfactronrr as incrudr.ng any form of redress effective to brlng the
d.lscrinlnatory cond.uct to an end. rn addltron, it interprets artlcle 20 and. the
other related. provisions of part III of the Convention as meanlng that lf a
reservation ls not accepted the state nafting the reservatlon does not becorne a
Party to the Conventlon.

Lastly, the United Kingdom maintalns 1ts positlon in regard to artlcle 1).
rn its vlew thls article is disclr.ninatory in that it estabrlshes a proced.ure for
the recelpt of petitions relatlng to d.ependent territories rnhlIe naktng no
conparabl'e provision for states vithout such territorles. Moreover, the article
purports to establ-Ish a procedure applicable to the dependent territorles of states
whether or not those states have becone parties to the .conventlon. Her Majestyis
Governuent has decrded that the united Krngdom should. sign the conventton, these
objectlons notwithstandtng, because of the lmportance it attaches to the conventlon
as a whole .
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UNITND STATES OF AMERICA

l:o-ortglttat: Englis!/-

The Constltutlon of the United. States contains provisions for the protection

of individual rlghts, such as the right of free speech, and nothlng in the

Convention shaft be deemed to requiTe or to authorize legislation or other action

by the Unlted States of America lnconpatible vlth the provisions of the

Constitutlon of the United States of Anerica.




