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Expression of sympothy to the Governments and peo~
ples of Cuba, Haiti, and Trinidod and Tobago on the
eccosion of the recent hyrricone

1. The CHAIRMAN expressed his sympathy with the
delegations of Cuba, Haiti, and Trinidad and Tobago,
on tne occasion of the heavy losses in lives and the
damages which those countries had suffered as a re-
sult of a recent hurricane. He hoped that the disaster
would be the vccasion, especially for States Members
of the United Nations, for giving proof of a genuine
spirit of internativnal solidarity and for coming to the
help of the many victims.

2. Mr. GOODHART (United Kingdom) and Mr. MEANS
{United States of America) also expressed their
sympathy with the delegations of the three countries
devastated by the hurricane.

AGENDA ITEM 43 ‘

Draft Declarction on the Elimination of All Forms of
Racial Discrimination (A/5459, A/5503, chop. X,
sect. I, E/3743, poros. 89-145; A/C.3/L.1057,
A/C.3/L.1072, A/C.3/L.1075/Rev.}, A/C.2/L. 1076~
1077, A/C.3/L.1085-1086, A/C.3/L.}088/Rev.1, A/
C.3/L.1089-1090 and Add.1, A/C.3/L.1101, A/C.3/
L1105, A/C.3/1..1108, A/C.3/L.1110-1113 ond
Add.l, A/C.3/L.1114/Rev.l. A/C.3/L.1115/Rev.1,
A/C.3/L.1116-1117, A/C.3/L.1119-1120) (continued)

ARTICLE 8

3. Mr. GOODHART (United Kingdom) said that, u: view
of the importance ol the text being discussed, he would
like to receive from the Chairmap an :ssuran--c that
each delegation would have the right tuexplain its Jote
bhefore each article was put (o the vote,

4. The CHAIRMAN counfirmed that eack delegation
could explain 1ts vote, as brietly as possinle, before the
vote on each article.

5. Mr. DAS (Secretary of the Committee) said that,
when an amendment was presented jointly by several
delegations, it was impossible for the Secretarict to
verify with each of the delegations concerned that it
wished to be one of the sponsors of the text in question.
Henceforth, therefore, u.e Secretariat, in order to
facilitate and speed up the work, would strictly apply
the rule that every representative who handed to it a
proposal bearing the names of several delegations was
considered to have obtained the agreement of those
uelegations.

6. Mr. SPERDUTI (Italy) doubted whether point 1 of the
amendments presented by Chad’ and Nigeria (A/C.3/
L.1115/Rev.1) was advisable, for one might wonder if
it were possible to qualify a priori as effective steps
which were yet to be taken.

Point 1 of the amendments of Chad and Nigeria
(A/C.5/L.1115/Rev.1) was adopted by 65 votes to none,
with 18 abstentions.

7. Mr. MOLINA SALAS(Argentina) said that the spon-
sors had withdrawn point 1 of their amendments to
article 8 (A/C.3/L.1110) in favour of point 2 of the
amendments presented by Chad and Nigeria (A/C.3/
L.115/Rev.1),

Point 2 of the amendments of Chad and Nigeria
(A/C.?/L.1115/Rev.1) was adopted by 89 votes to none,
with 3 abstentions.

§. The CHAIRMAN proposed that the Committee
should take a decision on point 2 of the amendments of
Argentina, Bolivia, Ecuador, Mexico and Venezuela
(A/C.3/L.1110) after the vote on article 9.

It was so decided,

Point 1 of the Tunisian amendments (A/C.3/1..1072)
wis adopted by 92 votes (o one, with 2 abstentions.

Point 2 of the Tunisian amendments was adopted by
8¢ votes to 1, with 7 abstentions.

Article 8, as a whole, as amended, was adopted by
94 votes to none, with 2 abstentions,

ARTICLE 6

9. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee
should proceed to vote on articles 3and6, and, in con-
formity with the proposal made by the USSR represen-
tative (1225th meeting), should vote first on article 6.

it was so decided.

10, Mr. ME.ANS (United States of America) said that
the text of the first sentence of article 6 proposed by
Syria (A/U.371..1120) was not in line with the aims of
ithe United States amendment (A/C.3/L.108%, Rev. 1).
As the United States delegation had not been invited to
take part in drawing up 2 newarticle 6, ne vas obhged
to tet his amrndment stand, and might perhaps form
the first paragraph of article 6, while the Syrian text
formed the sccond.
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11. The CHAIRMAN said he was ready to put to the
vote the amendments of the United States and of Syria
successively, but he wondered whether, if both the
amendments were adopted, article 6 would have a
logical structure.

12. Mr. SEGOVIA (Uruguay) thought that article 6
should be examined afresh; otherwise there mightbea
contradictiion between the two proposed paragraphs.
Moreover, it would be advisable to recast the Syrian
text for, by adopting it in its present forr:, the Com-
mittee might seem to be condoning discriminationand
rejecting only its effects. In reality, it was necessary
to condemn discrimination itself, and, as a consequence
thereof, its effects. He suggestcd that the Syrian
amendment—togethc: with the United States amend-
ment—should be reicrred back to the delegations which
had taken part in drawing it up.

13. Mr. SARMIENTO CARUNCHO (Bolivia) and Mrs,
ARIBOT (Guinea) supported the suggestion.

14, Mr. KABBANI] (Syria) observed that his amend-
ment and that of the United States were very similar,
the only difference being that the former was of more
general application, since it condemned discrimina-
tion, from whatever source it originated, whereas the
United States text mentioned oaly States,

15. Mr. Antonio BELAUNDE (Peru) felt that, o eli-
minate the idea of political rights from article 3 and
insert it in article 6, would deprive the declaration
of part of its force as regards poiitical rights. Article
3 stressed the necessity of making particular efforts
to prevent discrimination in the different fields which
it enumerated, including political rights. Article 6,on
the contriary, was an abstractd-claratinnof principles
so that, if political rights were mentiunedonly in arti-
cle 6, the dufinite and positive measures called for
in article 3 would not extend to them.

16. The CHAIRMAN shared the Uruguayanrepresen-
tative's view that, if the amendment of the United
States (A/C.3/L.1088/Rev.1) and that of Syria (A/C.3/
1..1120) were both adopted, a disjointed text would
resuit. He thought that the Syrian amendment, which
dealt with the rights of any person inhis own country,
covered the same idea as that of the United States,
which dealt with the rights of the citizens of a State;
he therefore wondered whether the United States
delegation might not withdraw its amendment.

17. Mr. MEANS (United States of America) main-
tained nis amendment, but he would be happy to take
part in the working group, if it were formed in
accordance with the Uruguayan proposal.

18. Mr. GELDERS (Belgium) was not opposed to the
Syrian text (A/C.3/L.1120}, but would prefer the order
of the second purt to be reversed, for the right to
participate ir elections should, logically, precede that
of taking part in the government.

i3. Mrs. VILLGRATTNER (Austria) was afraid the
Syrian amendment might be iaterpreted as meaning
that discrimination was authorized in so far as it did
not prevent the exercise of political rights, an idea
ohvicusly contrary to the <pirit of the draft Declara-
tion,

20. Mr. KABBANI (Svria), replying to the objections
to his amendment, pointed out, hirst, that as regards
the order of the sentence, he had tollowed that of the
orizinal text, and second, that the draft Declaration
contained other articles aime:d at preventing d:s-
crimnation in other matters thun political rights,

21. Mr. SARMIENTO CARUNCHO (Bolivia) again
urged adoption of the Uruguayan proposal, since
another meeting of the working grour, far fromdelay-
ing the Committee's work, would enable a difference to
be settled which related to form and not to substance.

22. The CHAIRMAN, on the contrary, feared that
another meeting of the working group might resuit in
further loss of time for the Committee, which had
already devoted many more than the scheduled seven
meetings to the present agenda item. Perhaps the
United States and Syrian representatives might agree
on a joint text during a brief suspensionof the meeting.

23. Mr. MEANS (United States of America) said that
he was prepared to withdraw his amendment (A/C.3/
L.108%/Rev.1).

24, Mr. IVANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
asked the Syrian representative whether, in order to
overcome certain objéctions, he could replace, in his
text, the words "shall prevent” by the words "shall be
admitted or prevent®,

25. Mr. KABBANI {Syria) accepted that suggestion.

26. Mr. SEGOVIA (Uruguay) remarked that the Com-
mittee's difficulties actually related solely to form,
since all the members agreed ihat civil rights would
be dealt with in article 3 andpolitical rights in article
6. He believed that the solution might be to add the
expression "political rights® in the original text of
article 6, which in any case seemedtobe clearer than
the Syrian text.

27. The CHAIRMAN reminded the Committee that at
that stage of the debate the only texts admissible were
sub-amendments tc the Syrian amendment.

28. Mr. MEANS (United States of Ameaica) said he
had withdrawn his amendment in consideration of the
fact that the Syrian amendment was acompromise text
which would not change the substance of article 6. That
article would be radically altered by the USSR sub-
amendment, however, and his delegation wculd there-
fore have to reconsider its position.

29, Mr. IVANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
saw no reason for withdrawing his sub-amendment, as
it had been accepted by the Syrian delegation and
merely introduced into the article the idea that dis-
crimination should not be admitted, whichwas the idea
underlying the entire draft Declaration.

3u. Mrs. ARIBOT (Guinea) believed that the Commit-
tee might save time if the meeting was suspended
briefly to enable the United States, Syrian and USSR
delegations tc consult with one another.

31. AMr. SEGOVI1A (Lruguay) formally proposed that
the meeting should be suspended for fifteen minutes.

The meeting was suspendedat4.10p.m. and resumed
at 4.45 p.m.

32. Mr. KABBANI (Syria) said thathe regrettedtoin~
form the Committee that it had not been possible to
arrive at a compromise text during the suspension of
the meeting.

33. Mr. MEANS (United States of America) recalled
that h:s delegation had withdrawn its amendment
(A/C.371..1088/Rev.]l) on the ussumption that the
Syriun amendment (A/C.2/L.1120) would be adopted,
Since the Soviet Union bad introduced a sub-amendment
which completely alicred the tenor of that text, how-
ever, his delegation v.~shed to reintroduce its an.end-
ment as a sub-amendment, The text in document
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A/C.3/L.1088/Rev.1 would be added at the end of the
Syrian amei dment, the full stop at the end being re-
placed by a comma.

34. Mr. Antonio BELAUNDE (Peru) wondered whether
in those circumstances it might not be better for the
Committee to return to the original text of article 6,
which he found excellent, and proceed to vote on it.

35. Mr. AGORSOR (Ghana) said that the delegations
which had met during the suspension of the meeting
were in fact able to submit to the Committee a text
which took into account the USSR sub-amendment and
the Belgian suggestion, as foliows:

"No discrimination by reason of race, coluur or
ethnic origin should be admi‘ted in the enjoymentby
any person of political and citizenship rights in his
country, in particular the right to participate in
elections througih universal and equal suffrage and to
take part in the government.”

36. Mr. IVANOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
added that the delegations which had collaborated with
Ghana in the drafting of that text, namely, the delega-
tions of Cameroon, the United States, Senegal, Syria
and the USSR, wished to be consideredas co-sponsors
of the proposal,

37. Mr. MEANS (United States of America) said that
his delegation could withdraw its sub-amendment if the
word "admitted” was replaced by the word "permitted®.

38. Mr. IVANOQV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)
considered the word "admitted” preferablc to "per-
mitted”, which implied the existence of an authority
competent togrant permission. He hoped that the United
States representative would not insist on a change which
seemed relatively unimportant.

39. Mr. MEANS (United States of America) formally
proposed that the word "admitted™ should be replaced
by the word "permitted”.

The United States sub-amendment was rejected by
25 votes to 24, with 40 abstentions.

40. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the joint text sub-
mitted hy the Ghanaian representative.

The joint text was adopted by 90 votes to none, with
6 abstentions.

41. Mr. DAS (Secretary of the Committee, drew atten~
tion to the amendment to the second sentence of arti-
cle 6 submitted by Austria in document A/C.3/1075,
Rev.1. That text corresponded to article 21 (2) of the
Universal Dezlaration of Human Rights. The French
and Spanish versions of the Austrian amendment should
be altered to reproducs the terms of the Universal
Declaration.

42. The CHAIRMAN put the Austrian amendment to
the vote.

The Austriun amendment (A/C.3/L.1075/Rev.1) was
adopted by 73 votes to none, with 16 abstentions.

Article 6 as a whole, as amended, was adopted by 93
voles to none, with 1 abstention.

ARTICLE 3 (concluded)
Paragraph 1

43. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote point 1 of the
Syrian amendments (A/C.3/L.1119).

DPoint 1 of the Svrian amendment(A/C.3/L.1119)was
adopted by 93 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Point 2 of the Syrian amendments (A/C.3/L.119) was
adopted by 91 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

Article 3, paragraph 1, as amended, was adopted
unanimously.

Paragraph 2
Article 3, paragraph 2 was adopted unanimously.

Article 3, as a whole, as amended, was adoptec unani-
mously.

ARTICLE 9

44. Mr. MEANS (United States of America) formaliy
proposed that the meeting should be adjourned inorder
to enable delegations to meet to draft a compromise
text,

The United States motion was adopted by 49 votes to
none, with 41 abstentions.

The meeting rose at 5.25 p.m,
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