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TRITUTE TC THE MEMORY OF MRS. M.H. LEFAUCHTUX (contmuaa)

. TILLETT {Commission on the Status of Uomen),sPeaklng on behalf of
her Commission and of its Chalrman, Mrs Lavallerrnwﬂa, associated nerself with
the tributes pa+d to the memory of Mrs. M.H. Lefaucheux by the Commission on
'_mamn nghtg at its T85rd meeting. Mrs. Lefaucheux had represented France on

‘the Commission on the Status of Women for nearly eighteen years and the fact that

dyring thatﬁperica she had been elected Chairman no less than six times indicated
the esteen in-whiéh she had been held Ey her‘éolleagues. A staunch béiiever in
 the goal of equal r;ghtsffor men and women, Mrs. Lefaucheux had been cre of the

| most active members of that Commission. Her death was a personal loss to all the
. menbers of the Commission on the Status of Women, who wished to express their
sincere sympathy to the French delegation.

Mr. BOUQUIN (France) thamked the representative of the Commission on
the Status of Women for her expression of sympathy. He would transmit that message

to his Government and to Mrs. Lefaucheux' family.

PERIODIC REPORTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/CN 14/860 and Add.l, 861 and Add.l and 2, 872;
E/CN.4/L. 71k /Rev.l and £84.1, L. 716} (continued)

Mrs., TILLETT (Commission on the Status of Women) noted with partlcular

interest the references to the Commission on the Status of Women in the two

~draft resolutions, E/CN.4/L.71h/Rev.l and E/CN.4/L.716, submitted on that question.
The Commission on the Status of Women would greatly appreciate the invitation

to be represented on the committes on ﬁeriodic reports on human rights which

would be set up under the draft resoclution submitied by France, Lebanon and

" the Philippines (E/CN.4/L.71hk/Rev.l).

DESTGNATION OF 1968 AS INTERNATIONAL YEAR FOR HUMAN RIGHTS (E/CN.4/867;
B/ON.4/L.717) (continued)

Mrs. TILLETT (Commission on the Stetus of Women) said she had read with
interest the Costa Ricen draft resolution (B/CH.4/L.717}. She wondered whether
it would not be possible to mention in that draft resolution the conventions
relating to women, such as the Convention on the Political Rights of Women,
the Convention on the Nationality of Merried Women, the Convention on Consent
to Marriage, Minimim Age for Marriage and Registration of Marriages, and the
TL0 Convention on Equal Bemuneration for Men and Women Workers for Work of

Equal Value. Joes
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DRAFT TITERATICAL SONENLION ON THE SLDDWATTON OF AIL TORYS OF RACTAL
DISCRONIHTTON (4/50%5, 560%; BG4 /855, B75; E/CHA/L.679, L.693 and Corr.1
and Add.1-3, L.709 and Add.1, 1,719 E/nghjSuba2ﬂE5h-and,&ddvl"D})(gggﬁiﬂEﬁﬁ)w

Mr. BOUQUIN (Ebance) sald that at the 80gth meeting he had requested .
the deletion of the word "nationgl™ in.articlé I, parsgraph 1, of the drart
canvention because the word caused great difficulties *o his delegation. The
compronise suggestion made by the Danish representative at the 809th meeting,
bowever, was very sénsible and he hoped that it would be accepted by the USSR
delegation., '

B My, CRAULUND BANSEN {Denmark) thought that_the Commission could not hope
to resolve the guestion raised by the Trengh representative by the end of the
session. His delegation's suggestion migh® enable the Commission to settle the

question temporarily by common agreament. The suggestion was that ths word
"mational®™ in article T should be Placed in square brackets and that at the end
of parsgraph 1 of that article the following sentence should be added: "in this
baragraph, the expression ‘rational origin' does not cover the status of any
Person as citizen of a given State", that sentence also being between square
brackets. |

Mr, MORGZOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) accepted that
compromise formula,

Me. S.K. SINGH (India) said he too was prepared to accept the solution

proposed by the Danish repregentative, subject to'a'clear statement given . in the
report that, when.artiele I was adopted, the word "national®™ had been put to the
vote separately and adopted, that article I.had been adopted without any square
brackets and without the_sentencé later added at tﬁe Propoesal of the Soviet Union,
and that the Commission did not éqnsider those additions as a reopening of the

ﬁehate on article I.

Mr. BOUQUIN (France) agreed to thé inclusion of all those remarke in the
ECGmmission‘é report, but requested that the report should also state that the vote
on the word "national" had taken place before the Commission had decided to delete
article VIIT. The deletion of that article, in fact, considersbly altered the seope

of ithe convention.,

j /...
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The CFAIRMAN said that the re@ort would falthfullf reflect the

Comm1551on's debatms and would teke 1nto account the WLShes exnressed by the

repreaentatlves of Indid and Fratce. He would put to the vote the compromlse

gsolution suggested by the represen tative of Demmark.

‘Mr. MOROZOV (Un¢on of Soviet Soc1allbt Republics) thought that there was.
no need for a formal vote on the Danlph repr esentatlve s proposal. If a vote was:
taken, article I would also have to be put to the vote again, a procedure which hig
delegation cons;de*ed 1nadm1851ble.' If the Danish proposal was put to the vote,

he would accordlngly sbstatin,

Mr. BOUQUIN (FTance) also thought that there was no need for a- vote,
as the Danish represedtaulve B pzouosal had secure& the genaral assent of the

Commisgion.

The CHATRMAY took note of the wnanimous agreement of the Cormission.

The Denish proposal was adopted.

Article X and additional measures of implementation

The CHATRMAN reminded members that little time was-Teft for them to
complete their work. He therefore suggested that the length of speeches be’
limited and, if possible, the number of speeches be reduced to one each. In the
elrcumstances, the fact tnat =3 renresentatlve did nobt make a statement would

cerbainly not now be 1nte1preted as & lack of 1nterest in a partlcular questlon.

" Mr. QUIAMPAO (Philippines) recalled that at the 805’*}1 and 808th meetings -

the Commission had declded unot to examlne artlcle X of the draft convention hut to

transmit it ag it stood %o the General Assembly through the Economlc anﬂ Soc1al
Cquncll,rtogether with the preliminary draft of additional measures of
implementation prépared by the Sub—Comm1531on. In the clrcumstances, it only
remained to the Commission to take a decision on the draft regolutloanuﬁmltted by
Ecuador and the Pnilippines (E/CN.4/L.719) to ccmplete item 3 of its agenda.
Taking into accouwnt the above-mentioned decision and the Wording of operative
paragraph (b) of the two-Power draft resolution (E/CN.4/L.719), the édoption of
article X by the Commission would mean that it did not intend to examine that ,
article again or to take another decision on it. But’ article X should be examlned
at the same time as the other measures of implementation, and the Commission no

Jonger had time for that. ‘ /..
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(Mr. Quiambao, -Philippines)

" He recalled thet'the propossls concerning additional measq:es_of“
implementation had been drafted and introduced in the SubFCommissioﬁ,on Prevention
of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities by Mr. Inglés, the Philippine
expert serving on that Suwaoﬂﬁnission. In drefting the text, Mr, Tnglés, hed
taken as a basis the feleVant provisions of the draft Interdationsl Covenants on
Human Rights snd the protocol to the UNESCO Convention egainst Discrimination-is
Education. The:briginal article I of Mr, Inglést preliminary draft had been B
examined-separately by the Sub~Commission, and had become article % of the ﬁreft 
convention., That article'provided for the submission of reports on the iegislative
or other measures adopted by States parties to give effeet to the‘provisions,of.
the convention. The remainder of the text had been tragsmitted in the form of
a preliminary draft to the Commission on Humian Rights "as an expresslon of the
general views of the Sub~Commission”. That prelimiuar@ araft (B/CN.L/573, page 53)
“ptovided in particulor for the establishment of a goo& offices and conc111et10n
comnmittee con51st1ng of eleven members, which would be responsinle for seeklng
the amiceble settlement of disputes between States parties concerneng the
interpretation, appIication or Tulfilment of the convention. A ‘State party which .
considered that another State party was not giving effect to. the prOV151ons of o
the eonventlon would be able to brlng the matter to the atteﬂtlon of that State “
by written commmication. If affer s:i.x Honths tne matter was hot a.djusted to the
satlsfaet1on of both Stetes, éither State would have the rlght to refer the matter
to the commLttee. In the evént of no solution belng reached the States would be
free to appeal to the Internatlonal Court of Justice. ' ,

We stressed the usefulness of that machinery. The adoptloﬂ of 2 draft ' _
eonvention after the Deciaratioﬁ wes'justifiable enly if the hew inotrument was
accompanied by effective measures of 1mp1ementation. Dﬁring'the deba#e in the.
Third Cormittee on the- Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms ot Raczal
Dlscrimlnatlon, many representatives Tad emphas1zed the importance of’ 1mplement1ng
the Declaratlon. Such concern was even more valid in the case of the draft
eonvent;on, and at the sixteenth session of the Sub-Commission there had been a
streng trend in favour of setting up implementation machlnery.‘ Mr. Inglést .
Pproposals should be carefully studled, since they would make the draft conventlon.'

a truly effective’ 1nstrument.

/...



E/CH. P/SR 5l0
Engllqh :
Page )

Mr, MOROZOV {Unlon of Soviet Soclalist Republics) observed that the
adoption of the Ecuadorian-Philippine draft resolution (E/CN.L/L.719) should not
be considered a precedent al‘bﬁing the Commisglon to transmit to a higher organ
on future occasions & document of which 1t had not exsmined the substance. It
was only becanse the Commission haed uugceeﬁed in completing the nost important
part of the task entrusted to it by.the GLHEf&lVASSEEbLy that 1t was Justified in
resorting to wbat mist remain an exceptional procedurs, It went without saying

hat the transmission of documents which had been neither discussed nor adopted by
the Commission did not mesn that they had been approved by the Commission.

After waking thouse preliminary observations, he stated that if article X had
been put to the vote, his Celegation would have voted for it, Furthermore,
favourable cousideration.should nlso Be given to meusures of implementation other
than those mentioned in the article. For lack of time, however, that would have
to be done by the Third Committes. _ '

Certain provisions of Mr. Inglés® draft (E/CN.&/STE) were open to criticism.
Wiile he was prepared to accept the establishment of a good offices_and Eonciliation
committee under conditions which could appear either in the convention-itself or
in separaste protocol, he felt that the commitiee should reflsct the three systems
which were predominant in the world of today. Unlike the Philippine expert, the
USSR delegatlon considered, moreover, that the éomposition of the committee should
be limited to naticnals of States parties. The commities could serve as an
intermediary in the settlement of disputes and, after examining the relevant )
documenﬁation, present to the States concerned recommendations for possible
solutions. It would transmit for publication to the Secretary=-General of the
United Nations a report on the case dealt with and its recommendations.

In the light of those considerations, he wanted the provisions of the draft
resolution (E/CN.h/L.Tl9) amplified so that not‘only article X of the draft
convention and the preliminary draft of additional measuﬁes of implementation
should be transmitted but also the surmary records of the discussions on those
questions and, in particular,.the record containing the statement his delegation
~had just msde on the problems of implementation. He therefore proposed the
addition at the end of operative paragraphs (b) and (c) of the joint draft
resolution of the words “and the summary records of the discussions which the

Cormission devoted to this question'.

Jun
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Subjset to the reservations which he hed formilated regarding the preliminary
draft of additional measures of 1mglhmrntation and uO his suugeuTeu amendments

to the JOlﬂ» draft resolution (E/CV bfr. 710), he would vote for that texh.

Mr. 8.K, SINGH (India) supported the draft resolation sibriited by

Ecuador and the ?hlllpulneq. With reference to operative paragreph (e}, he stated
that if the plac*ng of the word "nationel” in square urackeu in article I,
‘paragraph 1 of the draft convention had been paf to the vote, his delegaticn wonld
have abstalned Fo rule of the rules of prOCEuure of the fuunectional comwisslions
1ail down the procedurs to be follcwed when a coumigsion wished to reopen a matter
on which it had taken araecision. The problem wes dealt with In rule 5% of the
riules of procedure of the Ceneral Assembly, however, and he felf that by analogy
a rule Whluh.apbllea to decisions of the Qeneral Assewibl 1y should also Le appllcoble
to decisions of the Comrission. ¥He considered thevefors that the wrocedure whic

the Commission had chosen to folloT on the preoen* cecasion was not propor.

Mr, ERMACORA (Austrla) said he regvezted that owing to lzck of tine

the Commlission had rot been able to examine the preliminary dra®t of the addltuonal‘
neasures of lmplementation, for it was the body best FTitted to do so.

In the jeint dreft resolution (E/CN.L/L.719), he felt that the introductory
sentence of the operative part did not reflect satisfactorlly the procedure which
the Commission had followed in vegard to article X X, and suggested that the words
"as well as" at the end of the sentence should be replaced by the words "and the
Tollowing documents which have not yet been voted on by the Commission™.

It wagm adml vtedly difficult to drafi implementation measures acceptable ‘o
all States. But_lf agreement could be reached on the measures rroposed for the
convention, the progress achieved by the United Wations in the humsn rights fizld
would be tangibly demonstrated. Without Implementation measures, moreover, the
convention would be nothing more then a mere deelaration. The system propoged
by Mr. Inglés was similar to the one which the Ieague of Nations Council had

envigaged in its resolutlon of 27 March 1929 (League of Nations Official Jouinal,

Supnlements 2 to 91). But that was a aangerous'systémm For States alone to be
entitled to submit &isputes relating to thas convention to the commlttee might lead

to conflict between States and run counter to the objects of the convention.

/...
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{Mr. Ermacora, Austria)

‘Cbnsequently; it would be preferable to grant individuals a rigb of p@t;twon,
subgect to very striet rules of pr oacduxe Gesigned to prevent aluses,

The qresuion wag & wost important one which reou$red bnoxovgh study. Fe
would therefore prefer to keep it on the Commission?s agends ratier thin have it
referred to the Third Committee, -

 Mr, BEMITES (Licusdor) said that the Cormission®s present task was oaly
to décide‘on the method of referral to the General Aggenbly provided Ifor iﬁ
draft resolution E/CN.L/L.719. The Commission bad three oral amendments “to the
draft befbre it, one from Austriz, amending the 1n+10ducto“v sentence of the
Oﬁér&tife part of the draft, and two from.the USS?, wnlcn sought 50 mlkh ik clear
in operailve sub-paragrephs (b) and (e} that the documents referrad o would be
accompan1ea by records of the discassions on themo Ee for his pars, as'one-qf The
sponsors, of the draft resclution, accepted those three anuﬂauents, which 1ny10ved
the text. ' '

Iﬁ' QUIAMBAO (Philippines) also accepted the amendments.

Mr, BEAUFORT (Netherlands) S&ld that he would vote in favour of the
draft resolutlon submitted by Ecusdor and the Philippines.

The draft resolution submitted by Feuador and the Philirpines (E/CN L/L,T9),

as amended by its soonsgors; wes _adopted unenimously,

DRAPFT DECLARAWION AND TRAFT CONVENTLON 0N THE EIIM;TATIOH OF ALL FORMS OF
RELICIOUS IWTOLERANCE (E/3743; EB/CN.4/BLG, 852 and £2d.1, 865, 573;
Efc. 4 /sub. 2/,_;»5 and Add. 1-u E/CN.L/L. 715/Rev 1, L.720)

¥r, PRITIANTES (Puilippines), submitting on behzlf of Mr. Hekim,
Chairmsn-Rapporteur, the report by the Worklng Group set up by the Commission on
Human Righﬁé at its 784th meeting, observed that the Group, in line with United

Nations practice, had sﬁudied only the substantive articles of the declaration

on the elimination of all forms of religious Intolerence, without examining the
preamble . '

Sir Samuel HOARE (United Kingdon) pointed out =n error in the English
text of article V of the Working Group's draft (B/CN.4/L.713/Rev.l): the Group

had decided that In the second sentence of paragraph 1 of that article the words

"the best interests of the child being the'éﬁidiﬁg principle™ should come after

the words "taken into account", as in the draft prineiples prepared by the
sub-Commission.

/...
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Mr., BORJA.(Philippines) said that his delegntinn attacheﬁ.the;utmost ‘
importance to the preparation of a draft declaration oﬁ the elimination of all
forms of religious intolerance, Both the United Nations Charter and the Universal
Peclaration of Human Rights @roclaimed the rlgnt to freelom of thought, coasclence
and religion, .

The Philinnines; throughout ite hisﬁory a3 a nation, hsd consizlentliy
manifested its respect for, and belief in, religious freedom, Thet freedom was
'recognﬂzed and guaranteed by 1ts Constitution.

_ At the present time, religious discrimimatiﬁn, althnough less virulent thon

in the past, still persisted in actual practice. Ironically, religious_intclerance
bad caused great suffering and needless sacrifice where religious tolersarce cotld
have helped foster and cultivate the best and highest guslities of men, Hord-set
gpre1udlces and habitual discriminatory wractices in motters of religion had no
place 1n a peaceful and enlightened World, and because of the diversity of
religions and beliefs of its Member States, the United Nations was betier Fitted
than'any other institution to taks proper steps to pm+”an end to religidus
intoierance. That was a problem which some United Nations bodies had alrendy
studied. The Commission now had before it a dvaft declaration prepared by the
Sub"COEELaSIOP on Prevention of DlSCTlmlnatWOn and Protectlon of Minorities

(x/cn. h/373) and the report of the Wbrklng Group set up. at the T8hkth meeting.
(E/CN.M/L.TlB/Rev.l). The members of the Working Group, despite the dirficulties
they had encountered, particularly owlng to the limited time they had had, had
produced & document which would be a useful guide to the Commission., They dsserved
congratulations for i, '

The Philippine delegatlon had on several occagions expressed its views during
the discussions of the Working Group. It was heartensd to see that the Group
had been successful in condensing the Sub~Comrission?s draft, especially article VI.'
However, he would like to see the last sentence in paragraph 3 of the Sub-
Comnission’s draft, as orally amended by the Cansdian delegation, retained in that
article or incorporated in a separate article. The sentence would read as
follows: "“Education shall include the promotion of understending, tolerance and

friendship among all religions and beliefs".

/o
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(M. 'Borja-, Philippines )-

The'Worklng Gmour had discussed vpcy fullf, ari r:ghtly 50, ths need Lo
pveserve the balance between the use of the words rellglon and “bﬂ’ief";' Inl_'
that connexion, articles X and XL could pezhapa be e;panded to *ncludé pfactiegg '
which came under "belief® and not, 011y under rellslon Cn the other hand, the
Commission must not lose Fught of actual cond;»10ns as thev qu?ted in the 3631&
today; 1t must confine itself o eyamJning thn ax ecs where wntolerance mlnifeéfed
itself 1nstead of try:ng ta fit the mat%er 1n o ‘some kind cF aoctriaal con51stenGV.

o In addltlon, the Phlllpp1ne de¢ecatﬂon qn51deved that paracranh 2 of
article P could be 1n@roved by rephac ng the Wordg awawrsu any religious group
of persons belcnglnc to & religlous coman4uy' bj tne words aga}puu BAy "r*1v1awﬂl
or group bebauue of their religion or belltf" ‘ At the Eﬁd of the Eugtl b tLLt of
the same paragraph the word “ig" in tbﬂ phrase ‘or Justlf} it" sroulﬁ rEFLaced‘"
by the words "sush 1nc1tem9nts ' ‘ |

Despite the very 1ittle time lcft he wohld llke the bOTﬂﬁSSltn to ex‘mlre the
Working Croup‘s repo t and adept 1%, He also reserved the rlght to r?ke fu ther
observat1ons ~n thau topic. ' B

Mr. PRAHTUYD HANSEN (Dunmark) said that although he had.not been a member
of the Working Group he was greatly interested in the draft which it hadiprepared
with such diligence (E/CU. &/La”l%/ﬁpv 1).. It was not possible at the present stage
to express e final ‘opinicn about the texth Whlch had just been submitted, but a

preliminary. examination seemed to show that the general ideas cf the draft were .-
acceptable, although it might be necessary to modify the form in which théy were
presented. [The Danish delegation gconsidered in general that. the’declaration should
protect all beliefs, irrespective of whether rellglous or: non-rellwlous.,.‘

- Ee would vote. for the dralt resolution submitted by Yhe- Phillnpine,
delegation (E/CN.%/L.720).- '

Mr. VOLIO (Costa Rica) seid that in nperatlve paraﬂraph 3 of the Sbanlsh
version of the draft Phlllpplne resolutien (E/CW h/L.TQO), "20\“ should be
replaced by #91On : . o :

Mr, MCROZOV (Union of Soviet Soclallst Republlcs) sald that the
Commission was faced by ceritain problems owing Lo the fact that in spite ¢f all

efforts the.Working Group had not succeeded in completing ite task. Actually, all

[eoe
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(Mr. Morozov, USSR)

the Gcmmissionlhad.was some documents which might halp it in its work. The text
prepared by the Working Group (E/CN .h/L.Tlﬁ /Rev.l) did not cover all the aspects
discussed, and ignored some of the .suggestions that hed been madé by his
delegsticn and other d=legations. Many provisione on which there hed been
disagreswents had beesn left undeéiaed. Finzally the text did not clearly and fairly
reflect the world situation with respect to religion and athelsm. Thousands of
atheists nowadays refused to concede that religion could be exclusive or take
afprecedence over any other conviction or beliel. In all countries there wers men
who tock the position that religion had played a reactionary role and that it had
been used by the ruling classes in order to facilitate the enslavement of man by
man. Thousands of pecple were convinced that religious beliefs‘concerhing the
beginning of the world and the developmant of human history were unscientific and
irraticnal. However, that conviction, which was shared by a grovicg number of
heerts and winds, was most violently combated by those who atiached importance to
religion end desired to persecute atheism. If, therefore, the declarastion was to
be a document of a universal character, it would have to be drafted in a balanced
napner with due regard not only for religious believers but also for all who had
atheistic convietions and who had come to the conclusion that religion was an
ingtrument used by the leading classes to dominate the working clasges.

It should not be inferred from what he had just said that the Soviet deiegaﬁion
wished to secure exclusive privilsges for atheists. The USSR believed that if
religion, which was & product of history, was to be eliminéted,_patience and
re-education were neceesary. Alministrative measures could not be applied, since
they would only fan the flames of religicus fanaticiszm. As an atheist, like
most of his compatriocts, he felt that the smsll nuwber of religious believers who
remained in the USSR should have freedom of conscience, the opportunity to practise
the religion of their choice and to hold the services and practise the rifes of
that religion. It was in order to ensure greater freedom of conscience that the
. Soviet State had separated the Church from the State and the School from the Church.
A.decree issuéd as early as Januery 1918 and reproduced in substance in the present
Soviet Constitution provided that every citizen could practise the religion of his
choice, or no religion at all. Tt would be a good thing if the same principle
ccould be applied internationally and if the declaration could guarantee frzedom

of conscience to all citizens in all countries.
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(Mr. Morezov, Uss R) _
" The' Phlllpplne draft resolutlon (E/CH.%[L 720) contalned a nuﬂber of provi81ons

thatwere ehtirely ‘acceptable to the Sov1et delegai1oa. In partlouiae hlS‘jTlA

delegatich wds prepared to ‘support the Whole or- the preaﬁble,’vlth tAe 1nsertlon of
the words "consider and" -before the’ word "adoPt" in the £ifta preambular parsagraph,
“and . cpeérsiive pax grap;s 1, 3 ‘and by put it had serious doubts concerning operative
paragraph‘E. That oaragraph sucgesned that the Economic and 8001al Councedil. should
-contlnae werk on the draft resolutlon at its thirty seventh session.. However, it
was unprecedented for a sub81dlary hody to ask &l hlgner bodj to carrj out -3 task
which it had rot itself béen ‘gble to perform. Slnce the Commlsszon on Himan Rights
had not been-able torconsideffthe matters in ques+1on, would 1t be realictlc to
| expect the Counecil, which had many other items to examlne, to be able to'do s0 on
the memlss;ones behalf, ‘and in lesg time. There had also been &. subgestlon %o -
' Transmit . the documeots_to the General_Assembly as they stocd.  But .what applied to
. the Fconromic and Socizl Council applied in even greeter‘meaeure e the General .
Assewbly: the Comuission could hardiy pass on e;text which had not been exemined
articls by article. On the other hand, he‘felt that so 10ng.ee no ‘threat wag
reised to the principle of the separation of Church and Steieirthe Cotmigsion ™
would. not have ény difficulty in;SPEeﬁiog up-its work on the:&ﬁaft*@eélaféﬁioﬁfét
a later stage. The Soviet delegation was even'prepared to co- operate in the =
.. drafting of = convention.. However, the approach saggastea 1n operatlve Daragraph 2

of .the draft lesolutlon was completely uaa cceptable.

Mr. S K. SINGH (Indla) eald that 81nce its seventeenth se551on the
Comm1551on had devoted only ar llttle tlme to +the draft decleratlon and conventlon

on rellglous intolerance. The wa Commission had dﬂc1oed to trunsmlt its drafts

and the summa_y records of its uﬁetlngs to the Commlss’on on ‘Human Rlvht:, and. the
Comm1551on nov planned %o do the same with respect to the Feonomi¢ and Social
Coun01l. The representaﬁlve of the USSR had questloned the proprlety of that
procedure, and the- Indlan delegatlon understood his feelings very well.
) NeVerthe;ess, the Comm1551on had to. bear in mind that it was faced with the
follow1ng a;ternatlve- elther to contlnue the work at its next se551on,'or to refer
' the matter %o the Economic and Soc1al Coun01l or the General Assembly.

The Tndian delegatlon was prepared to -agree to the Soviet proposal %o add
the words con31der and" in the fifth preambular paragraph. Tt wished to -

congratulate the Working Group on the way it ‘had cerried out its task. The
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Indian dele*atlon had not taken part in the work of that bodm) and the Indian
Government had not had the time to reply to the aecretary-Geoeral's questlonnaire
,.on freedom.of religion in the various countries. He théréfore wish to inform the
‘Comm1551on Ehat the Inoian Constitution prohibited diserimination For religlous
reasons and proclalmed freedom 'of conscience, India had in the past had a Hinduy
school of philosoohy which had supported atheism, and it had always shown ltself”
to be_partlcularly liberal in religious matters, both towards 1ts own eitizens
and towards foreigners. The activitles of the missionaries and the fact that
religious commﬁniﬁiés of any denominaﬁion wére entitled to acguire and a@aﬁnister
PrOPertf‘Showed'the spiritrof tolerance which existed in his country. Irdia would
therefore have no dlfficulty in adopting a declaratlon or even a convention on the

elimination of all fAyms of religious intolerance,

Mr. BEAUIORT (Netherlands) sald that his delegation would support the
Philippine draft resolution (E/CN.4/L.720}.
The Nétherlands delegaticn deeply regrettﬁd that the representatlve of the

Soviet Union had deemed it necesgary to make conments which were offensive to
the decpest convictlons and feellngs of 1nmumerable people all over the world,
including no doubt the vast majorlty of the Soviet people. The Soviet
representative, whe thtught he kngw for certain thet science had destroyed the
foundations of religion, Lad sald that religion had been uced 45 & meens of
oppressing the working'classes. He deplored those o%terahces, in particular cut of
regard for the Soviet representative himself. The.repreSentatiVe of the Soviet |
Union had also referrsd to the future, and seémed convinced that atheism ﬁas
constantly growing all over the woxrld. He (Mr. Beaufort) held entirely opposite
views, and wished t7 remlind the Soviet representative of the beautiful French
saying L'avenir éest & Dieu, - |

Sir Samiel HOARE (United Kingdom) expx;es.s.ed surprise. that the draft
declaration on the elimination of all forms'of'religious intolerance had evoked
such an 1ntolerant speech on the part of the representative of the Soviet Unlon;
the Soviet representatlve‘s remarks regardlng religlon and its future had been
‘gquite unealled for., ' ‘
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In ‘the. oEinion of the Unﬂted Klngdom delecat*on, the. Commlsslon should
transmit the draft declaration prepared by the Workiog Group to- the Goneral ‘
Assembly, by way, of the Economic ahd Social COuncil but itashould not assume that
the COunCll would con+4nue work on the matter. He therefore suggeste& that operative
paragrach 2 of toe P%iLlppine draft resolution (E/cw.h/L.720) should be .
replaced by the following text ' . ey oL

'Recommends to the ‘Ecohomic and Social Council- that it gmve such
- further consideration as it may deem practicable to.the drafting oP the
- Declaration on the ellmlnatlon of all forms of religicus intolerance,
in the light of the commenbs of Governments, and that. 1t>tran,m1t the )
F{appronrlate documents to the General Assembly for- consideratlon at 1ts'

nineteenth session,"

“i0 . Mr. OSTROVERY (Union of Soviet Soclalist Repub¢1cs), rep’yino to the N
representat¢ves ol the Natherlanos and the United Kingdom,. s21d he was surpplsedﬁ
that they had been surprlsed at the content of the Soviet representative's B
stetement. It seemed to him that in the United Nations freedom of belief s
a watter of course. A statement like that of the Netheriands representative o

that L'avenir est 3 Dieu might mske the Soviet delegation smile but did not B

surprige it. Diffsremces cf opinicn -werd afhct of life, and no one should be ?
_surprlsed to hear conv1ct;onb exprESaed which:iere: olf;erenf from hils owia. "
One -had to be able to show toleranoﬂ towardsall .opinions. and belie¢a; and it h
wgg fresdom of bellef that the Soviet representative had advocated and deoended

in its statement.

In reply to a question by tl:le CHATRMAN, Mrs. SHABANT (Philippines):-. o

sald that her delegation accepted the Soviet amendment to imsert the worde ..

£ consxder and™ in the fifth preambular paragrach of the Pﬂillpplne draft

,resolutlon as well as the Uhited Kingdom amenament Lo the second operative

paragreph. ' REEGENS
The Phlllpplne araft resolutlon (E/CN«h/L 720); as orally amended by the

representat*ves of the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom, was unanlmously

adopted.,

The meeting rose at 6.20 p.m.



