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1. By & letter dated 12 September 1952 (A/2183) the Permanent Representatives
of Afghanistan, Burma, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Iran; Irag, Lébanon, Pakistan,
the Philippines, Saudi Arebia, Syries and Yemen reguested the Sepretary—General
to place on the agenda of the seventh session of the General Assembly the
question of race conflict in South Africa resulting from the policieﬁ\jf
épartheid of the Govermment of the Union of South Africa. ‘Agcompanyiﬁg the
ietter was an explanatory memorandum which stated that the race conflict in
the Union was creating e dengerous and explosive gituation, which constituted

‘both a threat to international peace and e flagrant violation of the basic
ﬁrinciples of humen rights and fundemental freedoms, which were enshrined in
the Charter of the United Netions.

2. On 15 Cectober 1952, at 1ts Toth meeting, the Generel Committee, after
hearing statements by the representatives of the Union of South Africa, the
United Kingdom and India, decided to recommend to the General Assembly inclusion
of the item in the agenda.

3. On 17 October, the General Assembly at its 38lst meeting, considered the
recommendation of the General Committee. The reprééentative of the Union of
South Africa challenged the competence of the Assembly to consider the item snd
asked that the Assembly‘should decide upon that guestion before voting on the

recommendation of the Genersl Committee to include the item in the agende.
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Under rule 80 of the rules of procedure, he introduced a mction (4/L.108) to

the effeét that the General Assembly, having regard to Afticle 2, paragrapn T,

of the Charter, should decide that it was not competent to consider the item.

I Following discussion, the President ruled that the proposal of the Union

of South Africa was in order and, under rule 80, should be put to the vote before
g vote was taken on the reéommendation of the General Committee to include the
item in thé agenda of the Geheral Assenbly. It was argued to the contrary that
the question before the Assembly was the Committee's recommendation for inclusion
of the item in the agenda, not the queétion of competence which could be discussed
only after the item was on?the agenda. After an appesi againat the President!s
ruling, the latter was overruled by a roll cell vobte of 41 to 10, with 8
abstentions. |

5. The represenitetive of the Union of South Africa then moved that the item
should be execluded from the agenda on the ground that the United Nations was not
competent to deal with or even discuss the metter. The General Assembly, by

a roll call vote of 45 to 6, with 8 abstenticns, decided to accept the General
Committee's recommendation to include the item in the agende.

6. At its 382nd meeting, the General Asserbly, referred the item to the Ad Hoe
Political Committee for consideration and report.

7. The Ad Hoc Political Committee considered the guestion st its 13th to 2lst
meetings held between 12 and 20 Noveuber 1252,

8. On lE'Novémber,'the representative of the Union of South Africa introduced
a motion (A/AC.61/L.6 and Corr.l), under rule 120 of %the rules of procedure;
whereby the Committee, having regard to Article 2; paragraph 7, of the Charter,
would find'that it had no'competence tec consider - the item.

9. On 13 November, an eighteen-Power joint draft resolution (A/AC.61/1..8/Rev.l),
sponsored by Afghanisten, Bolivia, Burma, Egypt, Guatemals, Heiti, Honduras,

India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Lebanon, Liberia, Pakistan, Philippines, Syria,

Saudi-Ar&bia‘and Yemen was pleced before the Committee. Under that draft

resolution, the CGeneral Assembly, igfgz alia, having noted the communication
(A/2185) dated 12 September 1952 addressed 1o the Secretary-General by thirteen
delegations regarding the guestion of race conflict in South Africa, recalling
its resolution 103 (I) calling on all govermments to take energetic steps to end

religious and so~calied racial persecution, considering its resolutions 395 (V)
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aﬁd'Sll (vi) holding that a policy of gpartheid was based on doctrines of racilal
discrimination, end conscious that international co-operation could not be
fqrthered end that international peace might be disturbed by policies of racial
discrimination and persecution, would (a) establish & comnission, consisting

of . . .« . .. ; .« ., to study end examine the intermationel aspects and
implications of the racial situation in the Union of South Africa in the light
of the Purposes and Principles of the Charter and the resolutions of the United
Nations on racial persecution and discrimination and to report.its findings to
the General Assembly et i1ts eighth session; (b) invite the Government of the
Uﬁion to extend its full co-operation to the commission; and (c) decide to
rétain the question on the agends of the eighth regulaer seséioﬁ.

1. On 1t Wovember, the representative of Norway introduced an amendment
(A/AC.61/1..9), Jjointly sponsored by Demmsrk, Icelsnd, Norwsy end Sweden, to the

eighteen~waer Joint draft resolution which would replace the last two paragraphs
of_the preamble and all but the last paragraph of the cperativé part with four
new paragraphs. Under the émEndment, the General Assembly, recognizing that the
methods of Members for giving effect to their Charter pledges might vary with
circumstances such as the social structure of the States éoncefned and the
different stages of development of the various groups involved, would (e) declare
"that in a multi—rabial soclety respect for human rights and the peaceful
development of a unified ccmmunity were best assured when patterns of legislation
and practice were directed towards ensuring equality before the law of all
persons, and wheﬁ econcmic, social, cultural. and political par%icipation of all
racial groups wes on a basis of equality; (b) affirm that governmental policies
not directed towards those goals were inconsistent with pledges of the Members
under Article 56 of the Cherter; and (c) call upon all Members to bring their
pélicies inte conformity with their Charter obligation Lo promgte the observance
of humen right and fundamental freedoms. On 19 November, the emendment was
resubmitted by its sponsors as s separate joint draft resolution (A/AC.61/L.12)
consisting only of the first threé paragraphs of the preamble of the eighteen-
Pgwer joint draft resolution and the four new paragraphs of th¢~original

emendment.
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11. On 15 November, the following two amendments to the eighteen-Power joint
draft resolution were placed before the Committee: (1)} an amendment by Brazil
(A/AC.61/1..10) to alter the terms of reference of the commission proposed in
the firstfoperative paragreph by inserting the phrase "with due regard to the
provision of Article 2, paragraph 7, of the Charter" after the words "study and
examine”, and by substituting the word "conclusions" for the word "firdings" in
the same paregraph; (2) an smendment by Ecuador (A/AC.61/L.11) to delete the

"and examine the internationsl aspects and implications of" from the

phrase
seme operative paragraeph, and also to delete the last paragreph of the preamble
and the last paragraph of the operative part.

12, On 19 November at the 20th meeting of the Commititee, Israel introduced an
emendment (A/AC.61/1..13) to the eighteen-Power joint draft resolution to replace
the words "its findings to the eighth regular session of the General Assembly”
cccurring in the first operative paragraph with the words "its conclusions to

the Seéretary~General for.transmission'to the Members of thé United Nations".

15. The representative of Mexico proposed orally at the same meeting to amend
the first part of the Brazilian amendment.to the first operative paragraph of the
eighteen~Power Jjoint draft resolution by supplementing the reference to Article 2,
paragraph 7, by additional references to Article 1, paragraph 5,1Article 13,
paragraph 1 (b), Article 55 (c) and Article 56 of the Charter. The
represehﬁa&ive of Brazil accepted the smendment.

1k, Oﬁfthe same day, at the request of‘the delegatlon of Haiti, there was
circulaied'to the Committee (A/AC.61/1Lk) & letter dated 1T November 1952 from

" Professor Z.K. Matthews, representative of the African Netional Congress,
concerning the possibility of his appearing before the Committee.

15. Om 20 November, at the 2lst meeting of the Committee, the represeuntative ol
India sﬁbmitted, on behalf of the sponsors and ﬁfter consultation with the
representatives of Brazil, Ecuador and Mexico, & revision (A/AC.61/L.8/Rev.2) of
the eighteen-Power joint draft resclution deleting from the original text, the

" last paragraph of the preanmble and amending the terms of reference of the
Commission proposed in the first operative paragraph, thus incorpcrating the
Brazilien amendment (A/AC.61/1..10) as amended at the suggestion of the
representative of Mexico and the first two rarts of the Ecuadorean amendment
(A/AC.61/1..11). Phe representative of Ecuador withdrew the third part of his

amendmen;.
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l6. The representative of India also suggested that, so far &s the membership
of the Commlssion proposed in the Tirst operative paragraph Was concerned, the
President of the General Assembly should nominaste three persons from & panel of
names to be submitted to him by the sponsors before the item was deslt w1th in
plenary meeting.
lT. At the same meeting, the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics introduced an
smendment (A/AC.61/L..15) to the first operative paragraph of the revised
eighteen-Power joint draft resolution to add, after the words "Article 1,
paragraph” the words "2 and parsgraph”.
18. The Committee then proceeded to vote on the draft resolutions and
ﬁmendments thereto.
19. The motion {A/AC.61/L.6) submitted by the Union of South Africe wes rejected
by & roll call vote of 45 to 6, with 8 ebstentions. The voting was as follows:
In favour: Australia, Belgium, France, Luxembourg, Unién of South Africa,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

Against: Afghanisten, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cenade, Chile, China, Colombie, Coste Rica,
Cuba, Czechoslovaekia, Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, ELl Salvador,
Ethiopie, Guatemals, Helti, Honduras, Tcelend, Indis, Indonesia,
Tran, Iraq, Israel, Lebanon, Liberla, Mexico, Nicaragua,
Norway, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland,
Seudi Arebia, Sweden, Syria, Theiland, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Unlon of Soviet Socialist Republies,
United States of America, Uruguay, Yugoslavia.

Absteining: Argentina, Dominican Republic, Greece, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Peru, Turkey, Venezuela.
20. The revised eighteen-Power jolnt draft resclution (A/AC.61/L.8/Rev.2) was
next voted on, paragreph by paragraph, with the following results:
The first parsgreph of the preamble was aﬁopted by bb votes to one, with
12 abstentions.
The second paregraph was adopted by bl votes to one, with 12 abstentions.

The third paragraph was adopted by 4k votes to one, with 1k sbstentions.

The fourth paragreph was adopted by 35 votes to one, with 2L abstentioms.

The smendwent of the USSR (A/AC.61/L.15) to paragraph 1 of the operative
pert wae edopted by 20 votes to 5, with 23 ebstentions.

The amendment of Israel (A/AC.61/L.13) to the same parsgraph wes rejected
by 33 votes to 2,with 23 sbstentions.
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FParagraph 1 of the operative part, as amended, was sdopted by a roll ecall
vote of 35 to 8,with 16 sbstentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour: ATghanisten, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Byelorussisn Soviet
Socialist Republic, Chile, Costa Rica, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Ecuador, Egypt, EL Salvador, Ethiopia, Guatemals, Haiti,
Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Isrmsel, Lebanon,
Liberia, Mexico, Paklstan, Penama, Philippines, Poland,
Seudi Arsbia, Syrie, Thailend, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay,
Yugoslavia.

Against: Demmark, Iceland, Wetherlands, New Zeasland, Norwsy, Peru,
Sweden, Union of South Africa. -

Abstaining: Argentine, Australia, Belgium, Canede, China, Colambia,
Dominicen Republic, Frence, Greece, Luxembourg, Nicaragua,
Paraguay, Turkey, United Kingdom of Creat Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela.

Paragraphs 2 and 3 were adopted by 36 votes to T, with 15 sbstentions.

faragraph b wes adopted by 32 votes to T,with 18 abstentions.
The draft resclution as e whole, as amended, was adopted by a roll call
vote of 35 to 2,with 22 absﬁentions. The voting was as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Chile, Costa Rica, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Ecuador, Bgypt, El Selvador, Ethiopia, Guatemale, Haitdi,
Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iren, Irag, Israel, Lebanon,
Liberia, Mexico, Pekistsn, Panama, Philippines, Poland,
Seudi Arebia, Syria, Thailend, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay,
Yugosliavia.

Against: Peru, Unlon of South Africa.

Abstaining: Argentine, Australias, Belgium, Canada, Chine, Colaubia,
Denmark, Dominican Republie, France, Greece, Iceland,
Luxerbourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicarsgua, Norway,
Paraguay, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Venezuela.

21. The Committee then voted, paragraph by parsgreph, on the joint draft
resolution (A/AC.61/L.12) submitted by Denmark, Iceland, Norway end Sweden, with
the following results:

The first paragraph of the preanble was adopted by 18 votes to B,with 31

abstentions.
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B2 abstentions. .
The fourth paragraph wes rejected by 20 votes to 17, with 21 sbstentions.
| Paragraph 1 of the operative part was adopted by 20 votes to 9, with

éB ebstentions,

. The second snd third paragraphs were adopted by 26 vetes to one, with

Paragraph 2 was adopted by 20 votes to 9,with 30 ebetentions.

Paragraph 3 was adopted by 235 votes to 5, with 29 @bstentions.
The draft resclution es & whole, as modified, was then adopted by a roll

ball vote of 20 to T,with 32 abstentions. The voting was ag follows:

ﬁhe

In fevour:

Agpinst:

Absteining:

Argentina, Brazil, Cenade, Chile, China, Colcmbie, Costa Rica,
Cube, Demmark, El Salvador, Iceland, Israel, Netherlands,
Nicaragua, Norway, Paragusy, Peru, Sweden, United States of
Americs, Uruguay.

Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovekia,
Mexico, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Unlon of
South Africa, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

Afghanisten, Australia, Belgium, Bolivia, Burma, Dominilcan
Republic, Ecuedor, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, Greece, Custemalas,
Haiti, Honduras, India, Indonesia, Iran, Irag, Lebanon,
Liberia, Luxembourg, New Zealand, Pekistan, Panema,
Philippines, Saudi Arebia, Syria, Thailand, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Venezuels,
Yugoslavia. '

-  The Ad Hoc Political Commitiee therefore recommends to the- General Assembly
adoption of the following two draft resolutions:
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THE QUESTION OF RACE CONFLICT IN SOUTH AFRTCA
RESULTING FROM THE POLICTES OF APARTHEID OF THE
GOVERNMENT OF THE UNION OF SOUTH AFRICA

A.
The General Assenbly,
Having teken note of the communicstion (A/2183) dated 12 September 1952,
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations by the delegations of
Afghenistan, Burme, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Tran, Iraq, Lebancm, Pakisten, the

Philippines, Saudi Arabia, Syria and Yemeﬁ, regarding the question of race
conflict in South Affica resulting from the policles of apartheid of the
Govermment of the Union of South Africa,

Considering that one of the purposes of the United Nations is to achieve
international co-operation in promoting and encouraging fespect Tor human rights
and fundamental freedoms for all, without distinction as to race, sex, language
or religion,

Recalling that the General Assembly declared in its resolution 103 (I)
of 19 November 1946 thet it is in the higher interests of humanity to put an_end‘
to religious and so-called racial persecution snd cealled upon all govermments
to conform both to the letter and to the spirit of the Charter and to teke the
most prompt and energetic steps to that end;

Considering thet the General Assembly hes held, in its resolutions 395 (V)
of 2 December 1950 and 511 (V1) of 12 January 1952, that a pblicy of "racial
segregetion” (apertheid) is necessarily based on doctrines of racial

discrimination,
1. Establishes a commission, consisting of ; to study the

racial situation in the Unlon of South Africa in the light.of the Purposes and
Principles of the Charter, with due regard to the provision of Article 2,
paragraph T; as well as the provisions of Article 1, paresgraphs 2 and 3,
Article 13, paregraph 1 (b), Article 55 (c) and Article 56 of the Charter, and
the resolutions of the United Nations on racial persecution and discrimination,
end to report its conclusions to the General Assembly at its eighth session;

2. Invites the Govermment of the Union of South Africa to extend its-full

co-operation to the commission;
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3. Requests the Becretary-General tc provide the cocmmission with the
. necegsary staff and facilities;‘ |

L. Decides to reteln the question on the agenda of the eighth session
. of the Generel Assembly of the United Wations. |

The General Assembly,
Beving taken note of the communication (A/2183) dated 12 September 1952,
addressed to the Secretary-General of the United Nations by the delegations of

Afghanistan, Burma, Egypt, India, Indonesia, Iran, Irag, Lebanon, Pakisten, the
Fhilippines, Saudi Arebia, Syria and Yemen, regarding the question of race

- eonflict in South Affica resulting from the policies of gpartheid of the

" Government of the Union of South Africa,

Considering that one of the purposes of the United Nations is to achleve
‘international co-operation in promoting and encouraging respect for human rights
ana fundamental freedoms for all, without distinction as to race, sex, language
. or religion,

Reealling thet the General Assembly declared in its resolution 103 (I) of
19 November 1946 that itlis in the higher interests of humanity to put an end
to religious and so-called racisl persecution and celled upon all governments
to conform both to the letter and to the spirit of the Charter and to take the
most prompt end energetic steps to that end,

1. Declares that in a multi—raciai soclety harmony and respect for human
rights and freedoms and the peaceful development of & unified community are best
assured when patterns of legislation and prectice are directed towerds ensuring
- equality before the law of all persone regardless of race, creed or colour, and
when economic, social, cultural and political participation of all racial groups
ls on a basis of equality;

2. Affiyms that govermmental policies of Member States which are not
directed towards theese goale, but which are designed to perpetuate or increase
- discrimination, are inconsistent with the plédgeslof the Members under Article
56 of the Charter;

3. Sélemnly callg upon all Member States to bring thair policies into
 conformity with their cbligation under the Charter to promote the observance of

v human yights and fundsmental freedoms.





