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AGENDA ITEM 36

Information from Non-Self-Governing Territories
transmitted under Article 73 e of the Charter: re-
ports of the Secretary-General and of the Committee
on Information from Non-Seif-Governing Territories
(A/3806, A/3807, A/3808, A/3809/Rev.1 and Add.1,
A /3810, A/3811 and Add.1, A/3812 and Add.1, A/
3813 and Add.1, A/3814, A /3815 and Add.1, A /3816,
A /3837) (continued):

(a) Information on social conditions (A /C.4/L.565);

{b) Information on other conditions;

(c) General questions relating to the transmission and
examination of information (A/C.4/374, A /C.4/375,
A/C.4/385/Rev.1, A/C.4/390);

(d) Methods of reproducing summaries of information
concerning Non-Self-Governing Territories: report
of the Secretary-General (A/3903);

(e) Report of the Secretary-General on developments
connected with the association of Non-Self-
Governing Territories with the European Economic
Community (A/3916/Rev.1);

(f) Offers of study and training facilities under reso-
lution 845 (IX) of 22 November 1954: report of the
Secretary-General (A/3917/Rev.1 and Add.1)

CONSIDERATION OF DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/
C.4/1.565) (continued)

1. Mr. RAHNEMA (Iran) said that, at a time when
equality of human rights could be regarded as one of
the essential conditions of the dignity and integrity of
the human person, racialdiscrimination representeda
shameful relic of a past era. The Iranian delegation
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therefore gave its unqualified support to the ideas ex-~
pressed in the ten-Power draft resolution (A/C.4/
L.565), which dealt with a situation on which the Gen-
eral Assembly had previously statedits viewsinreso-
lution 644 (VII). His delegation regretted that it had not
yet been possible to reconcile the views of the sponsors
of the draft resolution with those of the sponsors of the
amendments to thattext, While it could not compromise
on the principles by which the Committee should be
guided, his delegation wished to do all it could to help
reconcile the different points of view,

2. Referring to the five-Power amendments (A/C.4/
L.566/Rev.1), he thought that the first of them, which
pertained to the second preambular paragraph of the
draft resolution, would appreciably improvethe origi-
nal wording and that its adoption should give rise to no
difficulty. The second amendment, whichrelated tothe
third preambular paragraph, called for some reserva-
tions, for it altered the meaning of the text; it would be
better to keep the meaning of the originaland to have a
text for the third preambular paragraph in which the
General Assembly noted further that the progress made
in certain Territories towards the removal of prac-
tices and the abolition of laws based on racial grounds
had been limited. The third amendment, which con-
cerned the fourth preambular paragraph, was an im-
provement; it could not be said that the importance of
race relations was "increasing" and it was true that
modern conditions made the problem particularly
acute, Lastly, it might be possible to reach an agree-
ment on the fourth amendment, which pertained to
operative paragraph 2, if the words "in the future"
were inserted between "pay" and "special” and if the
word "urgent" were replaced by the word "constant”
rather than by "continuous"”, as proposed in the five-
Power amendments.l/

3. Thus amended, the ten-Power draft resolution
might perhaps obtain the support of the administering
Powers responsible for putting it into effect and it
would then be possible for the Committee, at a later
stage, to judge of their sincerity. Hisdelegationurged
the sponsors of the draft resolution and those of the
amendments to agree to sucha compromise solution so
that the draft resolution could be unanimously adopted.

4., Mr. ESPINOSA Y PRIETO (Mexico) thought that it
was possible to reach agreement on the very serious
problem which had led the sponsors of the draft resolu-
tion to submit their text, It would be regrettable if after
having received the support of a majority ofthe Com-
mittee the draft resolution was likelytoremaina dead
letter. He hoped that the constructive suggestions made
by the Iranian delegation would be accepted both by the
sponsors of the draft resolution and the sponsors of the
amendments,

1/ The amendments submitted by Iran were subsequently
distributed as document A/C.4/1.567.
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5. Mr. RASGOTRA (India) considered that the first of
the five-Power amendments appreciably altered the
meaning of the draft resolution. The sponsors of the
draft resolution were prepared, if necessary, toaccept
the following wording for the second preambular para-
graph of their text: "Noting the need for providing more
adequate information on human rights". Such a neces-
sity did in fact exist, for without such information the
Committee on Information and the Fourth Committee
would find it impossible to form an opinion of the true
situation, Moreover, the words "more complete in-
formation”, which were proposed in the first amend-
ment, seemed to imply that the information provided
was already complete, whereas in fact it wasnot even
adequate. In the event of a separate vote, his delegation
considered that the wording it had just proposed should
be put to the vote first. The second five-Power amend-
ment, which related to the third preambular paragraph
of the draft resolution, was not acceptable, for it was
a fact that the progress made in certain Territories
was limited and it was important to make that clear.
The third amendment, which pertained to the fourth
preambular paragraph, could be justified and the
sponsors of the draft resolution would not oppose its
adoption. Lastly, with respect to operative paragraph
2, to which thelast amendment referred, his delegation
felt that its wording accurately reflected the spirit of
the report of the Committee on Information. It would
not, however, object to the Iranian representative's
proposal for the addition of the words "in the future”
to that paragraph, but it had reservations about the
replacement of the word "urgent" by the word "con-
stant",

6. Mr. GRINBERG (Bulgaria) thought that it washigh
time the General Assembly asked the administering
Powers to take the necessary stepstoputan end to all
forms of racial discrimination in the Territories for
which they were responsible. Although the ten-Power
draft resolution did not sufficiently emphasize the
urgent nature of the problem, the Bulgariandelegation,
in a spirit of compromise, was prepared to vote in
favour of that text as it stood.

7. The five-Power amendments did not, as had been
claimed, represent minor changes in thedraft resolu-
tion., For instance, the second amendment deleted any
reference to the limited nature of the progress made.
Moreover, the United Kingdom representative had al-
ready implied that he would interpretthe amended text
of operative paragraph 2 as meaning that the problem
was in no way urgent and would take several years and
even decades to solve., The point at issue was whether
the Committee was prepared to agree to the continu-
ance of discriminatory practicesfor some time to come
or whether it should request those concernedtotake the
urgent steps needed to put an end to those practices.

8. There were a number of objections to the proposals
made by the representative of Iran, which failed to
meet the needs of the situation. It now seemed clear
that there was little hope of obtaining a unanimous vote
on the draft resolution,

9. The Bulgarian delegation therefore proposed the
following amendments, to provide the Committee with
a wider choice: (a) in operative paragraph 2the words
"and take urgent practical measures for" should be
substituted for the words "pay special and urgent
attention to"; (b) the following new operative paragraph
3 should be added: "Invites the Administering Members

to include inthe annual reports submitted under Article
73 e of the Charter a special section on the measures
taken by them in the implementation of the present
resolution”, 2/

10, The Bulgarian delegation thought that those
amendments would meet with the approval of the dele-
gations which wanted the draft resolution to be
strengthened rather than weakened. If the sponsors of
the five-Power amendments (A/C.4/L.566/Rev.1)
withdrew them, his delegation would vote in favour of
the draft resolution (A/C.4/L.565) initsoriginalform.

11, Mrs. SKOTTSBERG-AHMAN (Sweden) recalied
that the Swedish delegation had voted infavour of Gen-
eral Assembly resolution 644 (VII). Racial discrimi-
nation was unquestionably an evil which should be
abolished. The ten-Power draft resolution could, how-
ever, be improved by some slight amendment. It
would be a great pity if members of the Committee
were unable to reach agreement on a text when they
were of one mind on the substance of the problem. It
was for that reason that her delegation was one of the
sponsors of the amendments indocument A/C.4/L.566/
Rev.1.

12, The amendments proposed by the Iranian repre-
sentative were constructive and the sponsors of the
five-Power amendments were willing to accept them.,
The representatives of India and Iraqappearedtothink
that the Committee on Information had noted only the
absence of specific measures and the inadequacy of
the progress made. In the view of the Swedish delega-
tion, a different conclusion could be drawn from sec-
tion XII of the report on social conditions in Non-Self-
Governing Territories, submitted by the Committee on
Information (A/3837, part two). The situation was ad-
mittedly not perfect but the Committee on Information
noted in its report that encouraging developments had
taken place and that specific measures for the pro-
motion of better race relations had been taken. If the
amendments proposed by the representative of Iran
were adopted, the draft resolution would give a more
accurate picture of the situation as described in the
report, without relinquishing the basic idea of the origi-
nal text, the primary purpose of which, inher opinion,
was to re-emphasize the principle of non-discrimina-
tion and not to criticize the policy pursuedin the Non-
Self-Governing Territories. It was eminently desirable
that the Fourth Committee should, by a large majority,
adopt the amendments, modified inaccordance with the
suggestions of the representative of Iran.

13. Mr. ARAMBURU (Peru) said that as the repre-
sentative of a country where racial discrimination in
any form was unknown he was opposedtoany measure
entailing such discrimination, It must be admitted that
discriminatory practices still existed in some Non-
Self-Governing Territories. It must also be admitted
that the administering Powers were endeavouring to
put an end to them. The text of the ten-Power draft
resolution constituted a strong criticism of the policy
pursued by theadministering Powers without recogniz-
ing the efforts they were making. It would be preferable
for the Committee to adopt a draft resolution encourag-
ing the administering Powers to pursue their efforts;
for that reason the Peruvian delegation would support

2/ The amendments submitted by Bulgaria, as later
amended (see para. 27 below), were subsequently distributed
as document A/C.4/L.568.
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the five-Power amendments (A/C.4/L.566/Rev.1) and
the amendments proposed by the Iranian representa-
tive,

14, His delegation urged the administering Powersto
continue to regard themselves as morally bound to
apply the existing laws in their entirety or, if neces~
sary, to draft the necessary legislationunder whichall
those who violated the fundamental principles of the
Universal Declaration of Human Rights would be con-
victed and punished.

15, Mr. ZULOAGA (Venezuela) saidthat after hearing
the representatives of Iran and Mexicothe sponsors of
the draft resolution had taken a joint position with re-
gard to the five-Power amendments. They were pre-
pared to accept the first of those amendments, with
the changes proposed orally by the representative of
India, and the third. They could not, however, accept
the second and the fourth,

16. Sir Andrew COHEN (United Kingdom) saidthatas
one of the sponsors of the amendments hedid not con-
sider that the statement of the Venezuelan representa-
tive represented any great effort at conciliation, The
sponsors of the draft resolution had previously inti-
mated that they were prepared to accept the third
amendment; in fact all they were now doing was to
accept the second amendment as altered by the pro-
posal of one of their number: the representative of
India. In reply to the remarks of the Bulgarian repre-
sentative, he stated that the amendments the United
Kingdom delegation had submitted at the previous
meeting did not affect the substance of the draft resolu~
tion and that his delegation had never argued that the
problem was not urgent or that there was no need for
immediate measures, It had said that such measures
should be applied steadily and continuously over a
period of years. The representative of Bulgaria had
also asserted that the wording proposed by Iran for
operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution removed
all sense of urgency from the recommendation in that
paragraph. That was not so, since the word "Urges"
clearly indicated that the recommendation which fol-
lowed it was of an urgent character, Although the
amendments submitted by Iran implied a criticism of
the administering Powers, hisdelegation was prepared
to accept them in a gpirit of conciliation, It was also
prepared to accept, aspart of a general agreement, the
wording the representative of India had proposed for
the second preambular paragraph of the draft resolu-
tion. He urged all members of the Committee to dis-
play the same spirit of conciliation and to accept the
compromise amendments submitted by Iran and India,
so that there might be no need to put the draft resolu-
tion to a vote. The Bulgarian amendments were not in
any way conducive to a compromise.

17, Mr, BENDRYSHEV (Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics) said that racial discrimination continuedto
exist in Non-Self-Governing Territories, although the
General Assembly, at its seventh session, had adopted
resolution 644 (VII) recommending to theadministering
Powers the abolition in those Territoriesofdiscrimi-
natory laws and practices contrary to the principles
of the Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, At the current session, therefore, the General
Assembly should above all note that theadministering
Powers had failed to comply with that resolution and
should recommend to them the immediate adoption of
practical measures for the abolition of the racialdis-

crimination which was still widely practised in the Non-
Self-Governing Territories. Although the ten-Power
draft resolution already constituted a compromise, the
representatives of the administering Powers, and
particularly the United Kingdom representative, were
trying to weaken that text in order that they might be
able to justify the maintenance of racial discrimination
in the Non-Self-Governing Territories, The United
Kingdom representative had proposed the deletion of
the word "urgent” in operative paragraph 2 of the draft
resolution but he could not give any reason for that
proposal, Yet that seemed to be the only appropriate
word, since no one could deny that-ihe problem of
racial discrimination in the Non-Self-Governing Ter-
ritories was extremely urgent, Moreover, discrimina-
tion not only continued to exist de facto; despite Gen-
eral Assembly resolution 644 (VII), it also remained
in the laws applied in the Non~Self-Governing Terri-
tories and it was difficult to see thatanything else but
lack of desire on their part prevented theadminister-
ing Powers from abolishing those laws, He drew the
attention of the members of the Committeetothe United
Kingdom representative's words to the effect that the
Bulgarian amendments moved inthe opposite direction.
He pointed out that those amendments mentioned the
necessity of taking "urgent practical measures" for the
abolition of racial discrimination, The United Kingdom
representative's words thus clearly showed that the
United Kingdom wanted the opposite course, namely,
to maintain the shameful racial discrimination in its
Territories.

18. Mr., DURAISWAMY (Ceylon) said that the sponsors
of the draft resolution unanimously recognized that
progress had been made towards the elimination of
racial discrimination in the Non-Self-Governing Ter-
ritories, and he assured the representative of Sweden
that the text was not intended to imply any criticism
of the administering Powers. It was simply based on
the conclusions that followed from section XII of the
report on social conditions in Non-Self-Governing
Territories (A/3837, part two), and more particularly
from paragraphs 165 and 166. In the light of those
conclusions, the sponsors of the draft resolution con-
sidered that the progress made had been limited and
that the administering Powers should pay special and
urgent attention to the problem of discrimination. The
importance of the problem was underlined by the fact
that, at the Bandung Conference in 1955 and at the
Accra Conference in 1958, the representatives of the
African and Asian countries had adopted special reso-
lutions calling for the abolition of racial discrimination,

19. In conclusion, he would assure Member States
responsible for the administration of Non-Self-Gov-
erning Territories that the intention of the sponsors of
the draft resolution had beentoassistthemin combat-
ing discrimination in those Territories, and he urged
the Committee to adopt the text unanimously.

20, Mr, YANG (China) said that his delegation con-
demned racial discrimination, but realized that it
represented a complex and serious human problem, It
was clear from the report on social conditions in Non-
Self-Governing Territories submitted by the Com-
mittee on Information, and particularly from para-
graphs 157 to 162, that the situation wasdeveloping in
the right direction. That fact should be recognized,
even though the progress made wasnotas satisfactory
or as rapid as might be desired.
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21. His delegation was prepared to vote for the draft
resolution in its original form. He thought, however,
that the amendments proposed by the five Powers
would bring the text more closely into line with the
conclusions of the report on social conditions. He
would therefore vote for those amendments (A/C.4/
1..566/Rev.1) and he hoped that they would be adopted
unanimously. He also hoped that the sponsors of the
draft resolution and the amendments would give sympa-
thetic consideration to the Iranian representative's
suggestions.

22, Mr. BOZOVIC (Yugoslavia) said that, inhisdele-
gation's opinion, racial discrimination inthe Non-Self-
Governing Territories was a political problem and
might lead to serious difficulties in those Territories
unless it was settled speedily. Urgent measures should
therefore be taken to that end, and the amendment
proposed by the Bulgarian representative to operative
paragraph 2 of the draft resoclution would best serve
that purpose. His delegationfavoureda draft resolution
which would help to bring about a radical change in the
situation in the Non-Self-Governing Territories. From
that standpoint, it found the draft resolution generally
satisfactory and it could not accept amendments which
were not in accordance with the facts.

23. The amendment the Iranian representative had
proposed to the second preambular paragraph im-
proved the text of that paragraph, but there was no
justification for the proposal to delete any referenceto
the fact that the progress made had been limited.

24. He did not understand the point of the five-Power
amendment relating to "modern conditions" proposed
to the fourth preambular paragraph. Those words were
regrettably reminiscent of the idea of colonialism
adapted to modern conditions which had been muchdis-
cussed in the Committee some years before and had
been used as an argument to justify the alienation of
the land of thousands of indigenous inhabitants for the
benefit of a handful of European settlers. He also had
serious reservations with regard tothe original text of
that preambular paragraph. What was important was
not equality among the races, independently of their
numerical importance in a given Territory, but com-
plete equality between individuals.

Mr. Rodzinski (Poland), Vice-Chairman. took the
Chair.

25. Mr, EL-RIFAI (Jordan), explaining his delega-
tion's position on the five-Power amendments (A/C.4/
L.566/Rev.1), said that he would not vote for the first
amendment in its present form, but would support it if
it were modified as proposed by the representative of
India. Although his delegation could nct accept the
second amendment, it would not oppose the Iranian
amendment relating to the same preambular para-
graph, since it hardly altered the meaning. If the Com-
mittee rejected that last amendment, his delegation
would vote for the original text. The delegation of
Jordan supported the third amendment. With respect to
operative paragraph 2, it would vote in favour of the
Iranian amendment, which had been accepted by the
United Kingdom representative on behalf of the spon-
sors of document A/C.4/L.566/Rev.1.

26. His delegation was not at present in a position to
comment on the amendments proposed by the repre-
sentative of Bulgaria and reserved the right to do so
later, if necessary.

27. Mr. GRINBERG (Bulgaria) said that, since he
wished to facilitate the task of the sponsors of the
draft resolution and to adhere as closely as possible
to the original text, he would modify his first amend-
ment, He accordingly proposed that the text of opera-
tive paragraph 2 should be retained andthat the words
"and take urgent practical measures for" should
merely be inserted after the words "pay special and
urgent attention to".

28. Mr, KENNEDY (Ireland) thanked the representa-
tive of Ceylon for the explanations he had given the
Committee. He noted that the divergency of opinion was
confined to the third preambular paragraph and to
operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution.

29, The representative of Ceylon had said that he
wished to retain the original text of the third pream-
bular paragraph because he believed that the progress
made in certain Territories had been limited; the
Iranian amendments, in fact, contained the same idea
and took account of the problem mentioned by the
representative of Ceylon. With respect to operative
paragraph 2, theamendments of Iran clearly expressed
the idea of urgency to which the representative of
Ceylon attached importance and the French text even
contained the expression "Prie instamment", which
adequately conveyed that idea., His delegation thought
that the two positions were not very farapart and that
the amendments of Iran met the wishes of both parties.
For its part, it was prepared to accept those amend-
ments and requested the Committee to follow suit, in
the hope that it would be possibletoadopt a resolution
by a large majority,

30. Mr, RAHNEMA (Iran) deplored the assertion
made by some representatives that his delegationwas
prepared to sacrifice principles which it strongly sup-
ported and which it would uphold again on every oc-
casion, A text drafted inunduly strongterms would not
bring about any change in the situation unless an
undertaking was obtained from the administering
Powers. He was anxious, therefore, that the proposal
should receive the approval of those Powers and
especially of the United Kingdom. The United Kingdom
delegation's acceptance of the Iranian amendments was
tantamount to an undertaking on its partandthat was a
very important fact. Moreover, the proposals of Iran
scarcely affected the meaning of the draft resolution,
and they conveyed the ideas mentioned by the repre-
sentative of Ceylon,

31. His delegation was prepared to approve the
amendment which the representative of India had
proposed concerning the second preambular para-
graph, particularly in view of its acceptance by the
sponsors of the amendments (A/C,4/L.566/Rev.1),

32. Replying to the observations of the representative
of Yugoslavia concerning the reference to "modern
conditions", he said that emphasis should be placed on
the importance of the problem of racial discrimination
in modern life, since that problem was becoming in-
creasingly important in present-day conditions,

33. He asked the delegations concernedtoreconsider
the two amendments which he had proposed in the
light of their underlying purpose.

Mr. Boland (Ireland) resumed the Chair.

34, Mr. ZULOAGA (Venezuela), speaking in reply to
the representative of Yugoslavia, explained that during
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the informal discussion which had taken place the
previous day, some delegations had expressed the view
that discrimination was a fundamental problem and
could not logically be said to be increasing in im-
portance. The sponsors of the draft resolution had
agreed to delete the word "increasing" and to include
a reference to "modern conditions"”, as proposed by
the five Powers in their amendments, because the
racial discrimination which had already existed in Non-
Self-Governing Territories had been aggravated by
changes in living conditions and by urbanization.

35. Mr, RASGOTRA (India) added that the "modern
conditions™ referred to inthethirdfive-Power amend-
ment had no connexion with the idea of "modern co-
lonialism®. The expression "modern conditions™
should be understood as meaning social freedom and
industrial and economic development. That amendment
had not, therefore, altered the meaning of the resolu-
tion; it had merely brought it closer to reality.

36. Replying to the representative of Bulgaria, who
had argued in favour of strengtheningthe draftresolu-
tion, he said that the text accurately reflected the
feelings and aspirations of its sponsors. The Bulgarian
amendment to operative paragraph 2 amounted to
repeating the idea of urgency without strengthening the
text; it was, therefore, unnecessary. With respect to
the proposed inclusion of a reference to "practical
measures™, he pointed out that the draft resolution
already recalled General Assembly resolution 644
(VII), which itself listed a number of practical meas-
ures, Thus that amendment, too, would not make the
original text any stronger.

37. With respect to the new paragraph which the
Bulgarian delegation proposed to add after operative
paragraph 2, he agreed with it in substance but re-
called that the form in whichtheadministering Powers
were required to furnish information had already been
specifically defined. That paragraph would not, there-
fore, add anything new.

38. In fact, the ideas in the Bulgarian amendments
were already contained in the draft resolution. More-
over, a resolution which was adopted unanimously
would carry more weight than a resolution drafted in
strong terms,

39. Mr, BUSNIAK (Czechoslovakia) recalled that
racial discrimination was one of the most serious

problems in Non-Self-Governing Territories and that
its solution was a prerequisite for the solution of other
serious problems in those Territories. Theten-Power
draft resolution did not reflect the point of view of the
majority of delegations and still less the situation
existing in the Non-Self-Governing Territories, since
it failed to indicate its gravity. The Czechoslovak dele-
gation had supported that proposal in the hope that the
Committee would reach a compromise. Ifamendments
were adopted which would weaken the proposed text, the
resolution would no longer bear any relation either to
what had been said inthe Committee or to the situation
which existed in the Territories,

40. Reference had been made to the importance of
adopting a resolution unanimously, That had been the
case with General Assembly resolution 644 (VII), but
the results achieved during the six years since its
adoption were hardly decisive.

41. The Czechoslovak delegation would not accept
either the five-Power amendments (A/C.4/L.566/
Rev.1) or those which had been proposed by the repre-
sentative of Iran. If, as had been said, those amend-
ments did not alter the meaning of thedraft resolution,
there seemed to be no reason why it should not be
adopted as it stood.

42, The Czechoslovak delegation would vote for the
text of the draft resolution (A/C.4/L.565), with the
amendments accepted by its sponsors. It could not
agree to any other changes in the proposed text.

43, Mr. RAHNEMA (Iran) moved the closure of the
debate.

44. Mr. VELA (Guatemala) and Mr. CARPIO (Philip-
pines) said that they were opposed to the closure of
the debate, since they wished to state the views of their
delegations and to discussthe new positiontakenby the
sponsors of the various proposals before the Com-
mittee,

45. The CHAIRMAN put to the votethe Iranian repre-
sentative's motion for closure of the debate.

The motion was carried by 15 votes to 14, with 28

The meeting rose at 1,15 p.m.

Litho. in U.N.
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