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AGENDA ITEM 48

Monifestations of racial prejudice and national ond religious
intolerence (A/5129, A/C.3/L.1006/Rev.4, A/C.3/L..1008/
Rev.1, A/C.3/L.1009/Rev.1, A/C.3/L.1010) (centinved)

GENERAL DEBATE (contirued)

1. Mr. SALSAMENDI (UNESCO) thanked members of
the Committee who had commented on the work per-
formed by UNESCO in the field of human rights and
remarked thst, in accordance with its Constitution,
the agency was endeavouring "to advance the ideal of
equality of educational opportunity without regard to
race, sex or any distinctions, economic or social®.

2. Advocstes of white supremacy and anti~-Semitism
had always eased their comsciences by invoking the
social and physical sciences. In the past half-century,
however, real scientists had refuted the allegations
of so-called scientific racism. Some of their conciu-
sions were presented by UNESCO in two reries of
publications, The Race Question in Modern Science

and The Race Question in Modern , and in
various other literature. Those works discussed in a
readable and objective manner the contributions which
science had made to the race question; they also
analysed the nature of race prejudice itself, and the
myths on which it fed. UNESCO was not trying either
to make propaganda or to level charges, but merely
to confront theories with facts. It was, however,com-
forting to realize that o branch of science could
provide racism with the slightest argument on which
to base its theories.

3. Among the studies made by UNESCO were those
of prejudice among children. In addition, a compre-
hensive study of the attitudes of ycung people and
adults in regard to racial prejudice had been begun
in 1961 by Professor Melvin M. Tumin, a socjologist
of Princeton University. Anti-Semitism had been the
basis of the work, and three European countries had
provided case studies. The preliminary report on the
study had been closely examined at a meeting recently
held st the UNESCO Youth Institute, in which sixteen
specialists in various fields had taken part along with
representatives of youth and Jewish organizations
from nine countries. Problems of inlergroup reiations
among young people had previously been the subject

of discussions at the Youth Institute which had led to
recommendations for constructive action in the field,
and particularly for educational materials. A recent
proposal called for the establishment of a documenta=
tion centre for research material on intergroup rela-
tions. Members of the Committee might also recall
the study by the siurerariak of UNESCO on anti-
Semitic and racist msny. tations (E/CN.4/Sub.2/209),
which had been submitted by that organization to the
Sub=Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and
Protection of Minorities at its thirteenth session.
They were no doubt also familiar with the UNESCO
Convention and Recommendation against discrimina-
tion in education, the texts of which gave proof of the
agency's achievements in combating discrimination.t/

4. UNESCO's proposed budget for 1963-1564 en-
visaged an increese of sixty per cent for work in the
areas of racial prejudice and national and religious
intolerance.

5. Mr. MELOVSKI (Yugoslavia) saidthat the present~
day world was one of very rapid change in which the
ideas of human rights and equality of all persons were
gaining ground; the powerful process of decolonization
of the last few years was bringing many countries to
independence and thus dealing adecisiveblowtoracial
discrimination. Nevertheless, in many parts of the
world there still existed conditions and practices
which [ostered racial and national hatred or intoler-
ance. There were still forces which opposed the
process of emancipation of peoples and the removal
of the differences between men.

6. The exisence ot any form of colonialism or neo~
colonialism, which was itsell based on an unequal
siatus of the indigenous population, was a prime
source of discrimination. A related source was dis-
criminatory legislation which sanctioned the unequal
status of certain categories of persons or members
of ethnic or national groups and the like. Discrimina-
tory legisiation and practices were more or less a
normal feature in dependent territories and colonies.
The worst example in that respect was furnished by
South Africa, which had elevated the most hideous
practices of racial discrimination and segregation to
an official State policy. Failure to educate the youth.
and the adult population in a spirit of friendship,
tolersnce and solidarity aleo contributed to the pre-
servation of prejudices and discriminatory practices.
Moreover, the cold war and the accumulation of out-
standing international problems provided fertile
ground for the growth of intolerance. Inthose circum-
stances, his delegation refused to belittle the impor-
tance of the offences of various kinds and under
various pretexts—but always on the same racial and
nationalistic basis—which had occurred in 1989 and
1960 in some parts of the world, and oould not agree
with the attempt to explain them away as the actions

4/ UNESCO, Gemersl Conference, Elevemth Sesston, Paris, 1960,
Resolutions, section B.
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of irresponsible persons. Behind those occurrences
stood those forces which did not want a relaxation of
world tensions and whkich fanned racial passions and
nstional intolerance in order to create new sources
of friction, '

7. Action to eliminate all discriminatory practices
was imperative. The speedy implementation of Gen-
eral Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) would serve that
end, as would the enactment by all countries of legis-
lation prohibiting and puntshing discrimination. Such
iaws and actions should be an integral part of national
poiicy and not isolated temporary measures imposed
by a given situation. States should also pursue active
education policies to extirpate any vestiges of preju-
dice and intolerance.

8. Measures to eradicate discrimination had always
had the full supportof his country, in which the equality
of al! citizens was proclaimed in the Constitution and
practised in daily life, He supported Economic and
Social Council resolution 826 B (XXXII) because it
was in accord with Yugoslavia's position and adopted
a suitably broad approacu to the problem, He likewise
supported the fourth revision of the draft resolution
concerning a convention on the elimination of racial
discrimination (A/C.3/L.1006/Rev.4), which would
represent a further step towards the final elimination
of discrimination.

8. Mr. GHORBAL (United Arab Republic) said that
the Israel representative who had spoken during the
1165th meeting had clearly comec to the Third Com-
mittee in order to inflict upon it. in language to which
it was not accustomed, a political discussion which
members had sought to keep out of the deliberations.
His reply to the Jordanian representative, who had
merely presented facts, had been tinged with a belli-
gerence which the Bolivian represeantative had later
aptly criticized. Israel had in fact committed atroci-
ties after the ccssation of hostilities in Palestine, and
among them were those of Gaza some seven years
after the war.

10. The 1Israel representative's main statement
should have been made in the Special Political Com-
mittee. It could have & place in e Third Committee
only after Israel had complied with the decisions of
the United Nations and only after the legitimate rights
of the Arab people of Palestine hadbeen fully restored.
Furthermore, no one in the Committee spoke as the
representative of Islam, Christianity or Buddhism, and
by the same token Israel was not entitled to speak for
all the Jews in the world. Israel clearly sought to
claim the double allegianc: of Jews wherever they
were, and to convince the world that all States were
accountable to it for acts committed against Jews. It
was even said that political Zionism wished to per~
petuate the racial distinction theory in order to use
it to further its political aims, and indeed, no other
conclusion cnuld be drawn from the position of one
Zionist leader that the danger to Jews everywhere was
assimilation. Two years before there had been an
attempt to draw attention to the so-called wave of
anti=Semitism: but he could cite one incident, at least,
in which the drawing of swastikas on a synagogue
had been done by a Jew.

11. Discrimination against anyone, on any ground,.

was hateful and shameful. It should be stamped out
within the country and, failing that, condemned by
world public opinion and international organizations.
That was why the United Nations was entitled to
examine the abominable policy of racial discrimina-~

tion in South Africa, Angola and Southern Rhodesia,
and would continue to examine such matters.

12. The United Arab Republic, as an integral part of
Africa, as a country with the closest ties with Asis,
and as a nation in which the rights of all were safe-
guarded, could not but support the revised resolution.
The text dealt constructively with the issue of dis-
crimination and opened the way to the presentation of
the set of principles thus far worked outby the United
Nations in a single document,inthe form of a declara~
tion. In that respect the draft resolution heeded the
precautionary statements of several representatives.
The declaration, through its moral weight, would pave
the way f{or the elaboration of binding instruments
applicable to all States and people. He urgedthe unani-
mous adoption of the draft resoluticn and added that
he would also vote for the draft resolution recom=-
mended by the Economic and Social Council.

Mr. Albuquerque Mello (Brazil), Vice-Chairman,
ook the Chair.

13. Mr. COMAY (lsrael), speaking in exercise of the
right of reply, pointed out that his original statement
had contained no reference tothe Israel-Arabconflict.
It had been his duty to correct the false statement
made by another delegation, whether relevant to the
subject under discussion or not, and in so doing, he
had carefully refriined from attacking the internal
situation in any Arab ccuntry or referringto individual
border clashes, although a great deal could be said
on both questions. His comments that those who un~
leashed war were responsible for the human suffering
caused by - it, had been misunderstood and misquoted
by the Bolivian representative. Lastly, Israel expected
no political allegiance from any but its own citizens,
Jewish and Arab; but it was understandable that a
country, 90 per cent of whose population was Jewish,
which had profound ties of history and faith with other
Jews, and which had taken in hundreds of thousands of
Jewish victims of Nazi persecution, should feel dis-
turbed by manifestations of discrimination against
Jews elsewhere in the world, and Israel's moralright
and duty to express its concern in the debate should
surely not be challenged, even by those hostile to it
in other respects.

14. Mr. GHORBAL (United Arab Republic) noted that
the representative of Israel rejected the myth ex-
pounded by the Prime Minister of his country om
11 October 1961, when he had claimed the loyalty of
all Jews living outside. Israel. He welcomed that
change, and hoped that further steps would be taken
by Israel to recognize the claim of the Arab population
of Palestine to return to their homes andto have their
rights fully restored.

15, Mr. AGUIRRE (Uruguay) supported both draft
resolutions before the Committee and congratulated
delegations on the submission of highly constructive
amendments and suggestions.

16. His delegation felt the deepest concern that
today, when the principles of the Charter of the United
Nations, the fruits of culture and the desire for inter-
national coexistence had spread so far and wide in
the world, the present item should still appear on the
Committee's agenda. The problem was, unfortunately,
not 2 mere reflection of an issue that had been basi-
cally solved, but a very real and dangerous matter
obsructing progress tow~rds man's finest goals. The
Committee must, if it was to succeed in its efiorts,
induce Governments to examine their conscience and
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detex;l:ti‘ne how much they had done to eliminate ob-
scur sm and promote peace and hurm am
different social groups. o e

17. His own country was certainly not perfect; nothing
on earth was. Yet, it could speak with pride of its
achievements. The law and those who carried it out
afforded protection and opportunities to all without
distinction, and that same spirit guided the population
in its everyday actions. There were excegptional and
isolated manifestations of intolerance and prejudice,
as those of recent months, but they Lad been sharply
condamned by all segments of Uruguayan opinion and
quickly acted upon by the authorities. The character
of the incidents had been highly confused, to the point
where it was difficult to ascertain their true origin
or meaning, and they had been misunderstood and
aexaggerated by certain international organizations, In
any case, they in no way affected the pattern of re-
spect and tolerance which marked thc Uruguayan way
of life. His delegation could vote with tranquillity for
the texts before the Committee and was firmly deter-
mined to help ensuring that those texts became a
reality throughout the world,

18. Mrs. FEKIN] (Libya) stated that her delegation
was in duty bound to give its staunch support to ail
United Nations efforts to eradicate the last vestiges
of racial and religious prejudice. Libya, where acon-
giommeration of races and religions lived together
in harmony, was deeply concerned at the degree of
racial discrimination in South Africa, where the vast
rmajority of the population was relegated to the position
of chattels. Such a system, based on the fallacious
theory of racial superiority, was against all morality.
She hoped that reason would prevail in the end and
that racisl ataviam would disappear, paving the way
for a new order of racial harmony and religious
tolerance.

19. She welcomed the comstructive proposals before
the Committee and would support the revised draft
resolution as well as the Czechoslovak working paper
(A/C.3/L.1010).

20, Mr. E. K. DADZIE (Ghana) spcaking as one of
the sponsors of the revised draft resolution, calling
for the preparation of an international convention on
the elimination of all forms of racial discrimination,
said that such a convention would do much to help
to create a world-wide psychological climate inwhich
all men could go about their business freely, unim-
peded by past fears and hatreds. For racial prejudice
and discrimination were rooted in fear and only by
allaying such fear would it be pussible to do away
with them.

21. The great changes occuring in Africa had arowsed
the fears of the minorities in the central and southern
part of that continent. In a panic reactionthose minor=-
ities hadtriedto perpetuate, in legisiation and practice,
forms of discrimination that they hoped would main-
tain the world as it used to be. That was a vain hope,
for the world was slowly but surely standardizing its
principles of conduct, one of which—implicit in the
Charter of the United Nations—was that a man should
be judged for what he was andnot for his colour, reli-
gion or race.

22. One country still ridden by such a fear of the
future was the Republic of South Africa, where a mi-
nority had so clung to its privileges that it was even
ready to vioiate the United Nations Charter repestedly.
The question of race conflict in South Africa resulting

from the policy of apartheid followed by its Govern-~
ment had already been the subject of no less than ten
General Assembly resolutions and one Security Coun~
cil resoluticn. In South West Africa matters were no
better, as was clear from the report of the Special
Committee for South West Africa.?/ Nor wasthe situa-
tion any more satisfactory in the African territories
administered by Portugal and the United Kingdom—a
particularly regrettabic fact in the case of the United
Kingdom since there had been no racial prejudice or
discrimination in Ghana, Nigeria or Sierra Leone dur-
ing the days of colonial occupation. But in Southern
and Northern Rhodesia and in Kenva there wae dis-
crimination and racial prejudice for which the United
Kingdom was recsponsible. In those countries a m#n
was judged not for himself but by his race or the
colour of his skin and he challenged the representative
of the United Kingdom to deny the truth of that state~
ment. In Southern Rhodesia, in particular, where the
United Kingdom held ultimate responsibility for the
country's foreign and internal policies, racial dis--
crimination was paramount, 85 was recogrized in
General Assembly resolution 1747 {XVI). In Northern
Rhodesia, too, sccording to the report of the Special
Committee on the situation with regard to the imple-
mentation of the Declaration on the granting of inde-
pendence to colonial countries and peoples {(A/5238),
the practice of racial discrimination and segregation
was widespread and based on laws and ordinances.

23. In the Portuguese territories of Mczambique end
Angola the situation was even worse and, accordingio
the same report, the indigenous populaiion wasdenied
all fundamental rights and freedoms and racial dis-
crimination was the rule; indeed, the economic life of
Mozambique was based on forced labour.

24. Just as it condemned all forms of racialdiscrim-
ination, so also did his delegation condemn all reli-
gious intolerance and discriminatioa. Religious free-
dom was guaranteed by the Constitution of Ghana and
the law even provided that children attending a school
run by a religious order were not obliged to accept
that particular religion. Furthermore, under the Con-
stitution the President, immediately after the assump~
tion of office, had to make a solemn declaration be-
fore the people that, among other things, no person
should suffer discrimination on grounds of sex, race,
tribe, religion or political peltef.

25. The people of Ghana losked forward to the day
when the laws of all countries would provide for free-
dom from prejudice, discrimination and religious
intolerance. Millions of victims of those social evils
were pinning their hopes for a better and fuller life
on the work now being done by the Committee, and
the Committee must not fail them.

26. Mr. ATTLEE (United Kingdom) in expressinghis
delegation's gratitude to the representative of Ghana
for his kind words about United Kingdom policy in
Ghana, Nigeria and Sierra Leone, streased that
the United Kingdom had always abhorred racial
discrimination.

27. He emphasized that the United Kingdom was not
ultimately responsible for and had nc control over
the affairs of Southern Rhodesia. The constitutional
problem was an extremely complex one which it would
be inappropriate to explain on the present occasion.
Howevor, the Prime Minister of Southern Rhodesia
was currently in New York and had addressed the

Y, Official _Records of the General Assembly, Sevemeenth Session,
Supplement No. 12 (A/5112),
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Fourth Committee (1366th meeting). He had not denied
that there was racial discrimination in his country,
but he had also explsined the steps which were being
taken to eliminate it and had informed the Fourth
Committee of new legislation being introduced that
would make all forms of racial discrimination a
criminal offence.

28. Mr. SAHAI (india) said that mankind had paidand
was still paying heavily for the tensions, conflicts and
wars engendered by racial, religious and political
discrimination and intolerance. It wan therefore
heartening to hear those evils condemned 2y all dele-
gations in uamistakable terms. The important thing
now was not to delve into the origins of discrimination
but to rid the body politic of its ill effects, and ihat
called for the kind of positive thinking reflected in
Economic and Social Council resolution 826 B (XXXII).

29. The idea for such a resolution had originated in
the Sub-Commission on Preveation of Discrimination
and Protection of Minorities, whose initial draft had
been rewritten by the delegation of Indis on the Com-
mission on Human Rights, extending the scope of the
text to cover all manifestations of racial prejudice
and placing special emphasis on educational measures.
While legal measures were undovhtedly required, of
even more importance was action to educate and
mould the minds of the growing generation. The youth
of the world had to be taught that &1l forms of racism
and discrimination were meaningless and dangerous.
The UNESCO report prepared in connexion with the
item before the Committee pointed out that no scienti-
fic discipline provided any argument, however filmsy,
tn favour of racism; and, that the most powerful edu-
cative influence wae exercised at the school level,
since it was Juring childhood that the strongest preju-
dice» were implanted. The United Nations woulc
therefore be performing an extremely necessary task
if 1t could convince Governments of the need to take
long-term measures instituting educational pro-
grammes to realize the objectives of article 26 of
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and the
principles of the Declaration of the Rights of the Child
{General Assembly resolution 1386 (XIV)).

30. The Indian delegation welcomed the revision of
the three-Power amendment (A/C.3/L.1009/Rev.1)
to peragrapk 3 of the Economic and Social Council's
draft resolution, as it took into account the informal
suggestion for modification made by the delegation of
ivdia, in order to avoid possible misinterpretation of
the original wording of this amendment. In the case
of the revised amendment submitted by Costa Rica
and the United Kingdom, however, (A/C.3/1.1008/
Rev.,1) it considered that it would be better for the
report on compliance with the resolution to be sub-
mitted by the Secretary-General to the Commission
or. Human Rights, rather than direct to the Genera!
Assembly.

3. With regard to the revised draft resolution he
waolcomed the initistive of the sponsors in proposing
the preparstion of an international convention on the
elimination of all forms of racisl discrimination. india
hud legislation prohibiting the dissemination of propa-
gunda intendr * to arouse raciai, national, or religious
hatred anc punishing any action prejudicial to the
maintenance of harmony between the different reli-
gious, racial and language groups, castes and com-
mvnities, and it wouid therefore have no constiiidional
or legnl difficulties in iniplementing such a conven-
tion. It felt, however, that it would be desirable to

allow more time for Governments to submit their
comments and proposals and for the Commission on
Human Rights to present the necessary draft and that
it wouid be wiser not to bind them to any specific
year, although they should be requested to give the
subject priority.

32. His delegation would have preferred the revised
draft resolution to be restricted to the question of a
convention, instead of including an international dec~
laration as well. However, knowing the views of many
delegations on that subject, it would not press the
point and would support the revised draft resolution.

33. Mrs. DELLA GHERARDESCA (italy) remarked
that her country's position on the question under dis-
cussion was quite clear. The Italian Constitution was
based on explicitly stated principles recognizing
civil, political and soctal rights without any discrimi~
nation. The manifestations of racism which had given
rise to the present agenda item had included some
minor incidents in her country, but those had been
promptly condemned. Under Italian law,the competent
authorities had adequate powers to prevent and punish
such manifestations.

34. Her delegation endorsed the principles and the
measures set forth in the draft resolution recom-
mended by the Economic and Soctal Council, for which
she would vote, and she would slso support the two
amendments to it, since they further improved and
strengthened the text.

35. She appreciated the motives of the sponsors of
the revised draft resolution, but doubted the practica-
bility of a single convention on discrimination in all
its forms. As had been said, discrimination always
constituted the denial of some specific right. If the
proposed convention was to cover all , that
purpose was already achieved by the draft Interna-
tional Covenants on Human , which even included
a prohibition of discrimination. It might be possible
to attempt the preparation of conventions on particular
forms of discrimination, but thers already existed, for
instance, 1LO Convention No. 111, concerningdiscrimi-
nation in respect of employment and occupation,d/ and
the UNESCO Convention sgainst discrimination in edu-
cation. She wondered whether the proposed new conven-
tion was to cover the same rights as those, or other
rights and she would like further explanations before
a vote was taken on the draft resolution.

36. Mrs. TAYLOR (Liberi2) found it distressingthat,
at the present stzge of man's inteliectual and scien-
tific development, there were still people who sought
to impose their will on othera oa grounds of colour
or religion. She had not mentfoned race, because it
was a proven scientific fact that there was but one
human race.

37. The purpose of the item under discussion was
to devise means of evadicating the evils of racial
prejudice and national and rzligious intolerance wher-
ever they were still practised. Those evils were at
least as old as colonialism. Asthe days of colonialism
were numbered, she hoped that the Committee would
hasten the end of those problems too. No one could
say what price the world would have to pay if they
wers not discussed objectively and dispassicnately,
for men were still dying for the right to self-deter-
mination and other fundamental human rights, Nations
and individuals practising racialdiscrimination feared

A/ See jprervations) n, vol. XL1, 1988,
No.2,
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that they would be overrun if the oppressed were
granted the right of sef~determination, but they were
wrong; the oppressed peoples wanted only to live a
free and decent life, however humble. Every individual
was endowed with potentialities which, channelled in
the right direction, could serve peace, brotherhood
and goodwill; but if the individual lived in an environ-
ment of liate, mistrust and cppression, he was bound
to be shayed by it. Thanks to the United Nations, the
world had become one community, and one nation's
problems automatically involved all others. Her dele-
gation wished to see a lasting peace, which could not
be had so long as men were denied their rights as
individuals, and it would unreservedly join any others
in condemning the enemies of humanity and in adopting
drastic measures to wipe out the degrading practices
under consideration.

38. Liberia was a Christian nation, and although al-
most all the religious groups of the woridwere repre-
sented there, there was no discrimination against any
of them, nor was any religious test required in order
to qualify for public office. That being so, her dele-
gation had whole-heartedly co-sporsors the revised
draft resolution and had also introduced an amend-
ment 4/ according to which the proposed draft declara-
tion and international convention would deal with reli-
gious, as well as racial, discrimination.

4/ Subsequerily circulated as document A/C.3/1.1012.

39, Mr. BAROODY (Saudi Arabia) in presenting an
amendment ¥ to the revised draft resolution empha~-
sized that it did not affect the substance of the toxt,
but related to the machinery to be set in motion in
order to achieve the objectives contemplated. Work
on the draft declaration might be delayed if it was
referred to the Sub-Commission on Prevention of
Discrimination and Protection of Minorities, whose
members were experts appointed in their personal
capacity; the debate might well be reopened in the
Commission on Human Rights, composed of repre=
sentatives of Member States.

40. Operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolutionwas
not worded correctly, since the General Assembly
itself would not prepare the convention. Operative
paragraph 3 should not specify that the “raft conven-
tion must be transmitted to the General assembly for
consideration at its n‘neteenth session since, in the
event of any delay in the drafting, a further decision
by the General Assembly would be necessary before
the work could proceed. Lastly, the invitation to
Member States, in operative paragraph 4, to submit
their comments and proposals was too far removed
from the decision to prepare a draft convention, thus
giving the impreasion that such comments wvere un=
important; that part of the text should be combined
with operative paragraph 2.

The meeting rose at 1.5 p.m.
3/ Subsequenty circulated as docum :nt A/C.3/L.1011.

Litho in LLN.

77301~ January 1963--2,128



