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cmiSIDERATION OF REPORTS AJD COi'i?IBJTS SUBMITTED BY S'rATES PARTIES UND3R ARTICLE 9 
OF 'l'BE COlJ\TE~,i':·IOI-: (continued): 

(a) SE80HD PERIODIC REPORTS OF STATES PARTIES DUE IN 1972 (C:ZRD/C/R.30/Acid.23 ; 
24 and 37) (_con_!,_inue d) 

Philin1?j.nes . ( CERD/C/R,30/Add.ll und Add.37) 

At the invitation of the Chairman, Mr. Valderrama (Philippines) took a place 

at the Committee table . 

. The CHAiill~_N recalled that the COr-h""littee hac"'t. considered the initial 

r en0rt of the Philippines (CERD/C/R.3/Add.13) at its third session and ha d found it 

s'.ltisfactory. The second -periodic r eport of the Philippines ( CERD/C/R. 30/Add..ll 

a:nj Add. 37) was now before t}ie Co'":ll!ll.ttec . 

Mr. Hf,ASTRUP said that the initial report of the Philippines ,-rns one 

of tbc very f c,~ reparts which had followed the guidelines established by the 

Com.mi ttee. Si!1ce that report had been found satisfa.ctory, and since the current 

report stated that there had been no new developr;ients in the Philippines during 

the interval between the two r eports, the Conmri.ttee should consider the current 

report to be s'.ltisfactory also. Moreov-er, the suppler.1ent to the second periodic 

rep')rt ( CERD/C/R. 30/ Add. 37) provided. information concerning the status of Philippi:::-,e: 

relations ,li th the radst regimes in South Africa and Southern Rhodesia and was 

thus in conformity with the Committee I s general recommendation III. 

Mrs ~_9WUSU-ADDO a greed with Mr. Haastrup that the initial r eport of the 

Philippines ho.d been one of the most comprehensive reports received by the 

Committee and had fully met the requirements l aid down in document CERD/C/R.12 •. 

In the.t repo-rt, the Government ha d stated its intention to consider wh2,t 

legislative and ad~nistrative measures could be adopte d to give effect to the 

provisions of the Convention. In view of the short time that had elapsed since 

the presentation of the initial report , it was re~-_sonable to assu."!le t h 3.t , thus far, 

it hi d not b een possible for the Government to adopt new measures based on the 

Convention's provisions. 

She noted with satisfaction that the Government of the Philippines not only 

rn.aintained no di:plomatic relations with Soµth Africa and Southern R'l-iodesia, but had 

also taken positive me~sur0s to boycott those regimes. In particulcr, she noted 
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(Mrs. Owusu-Ac1~.o) 

that Rhodesia:1 passports issued o:c or after 11 novemoer 1965 were not recogni zed by 

Philippine foreign service establishments and that Philippine visas were not gr 2.n t ecl 

to nr~tionals of South Africa. Such measures demonstrated the desire of t he 

?hilippine Government tp observe the political and economic s c.nctions a,~a inst the 

illegal regimes in southern Africa. 

-~:;:_~ SU.KATI s aid that the report of the Philippines wo.s complete ~nd. 

fulfilled that countr.1 · s obligations under the Convention. He was particularly 

impressed by the detailed account of adrrinistrati ve measures acainst the illege..l 

regimes in southern Africa which were embodied in foreign service circulars and • 

executive orders. It would be useful for the work of the Committee if ether 

States Parties could provide similar detailed information. 

Mr. CALOVSKI said that, had he been present during the discussion oT the 

initial report of the Philippines, he would have a5reed with the consensus of the • 

Committee that it was satisfactory and could well serve as an exanple to be 

followed by other States Parties. It had clearly shown the determination of 

the C-overnment of tne Philippines to combat all forms of racial discrimination, . 

to implement fully the provisions of the Convention and to co-operate with the 

Committee. 

The Committee should simply take note of the f acts stated in t he s econd. 

:periodic report, welcome the willingness of the Government of' the Philippines 

to continue to co-operate with it~ and request that Govern::nent to inform it in 

future reports of any measures taken by the Philippines which related to the 

Convention or to any recommendations that the Committee had already adopted or 

would adopt in the future. 

_11r. TOM:CO agreed with Mr. Calovski that the Co!IlL""U.t tee shall note that 

there had been no changes in Philippine legislation relevant to the Conveution 

during the interval between the initial and second periodic reports . an ri should 

t ~1 n t ~ th Ph"l" • to pro"1·d~ ,· 1·n 1·ts third r,eriodic report, r eques ., 1e vovernmen o.i: e i 1pp1nes . • -

an:r information relating to new developments in that countl'y. 
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i:1i -:::i~l rep'Jrt of -tl:e Philippines had refe::.1 red to the establishr:1ent of c.. Co!I"ms s ion 

oo ifa-+;ion2l Integre.tion. He hoped that the next periodic repo:ct w0uld con•~ain 

infor,'12.tion about t he Yesults achieved by that Commission. He c~2rr!J.em:ed. th2 

Gover:::rn:ent of .the Philippines on thi:! ,my in which it fu.lfilled. its intern'ltional 

o1)lig?.tions cmd on the fact that it hc.d. no economic, political or other relations 

with tb.0 re::;imes of f.,outil Afric~J. and Southern Rhodesia. T'ne second periodic 

l'i:?::p:J1"-t, liki:: the initial report, should be considered to be sat is factory. 

Hr. VALDERRA.'f:\ (Philinpines)) expressed his Goverr,.ment 's gratitude to 

the Co!":rc1it·tee for consentinc; to defer consideration of the second periodic report 

o-f the Philippines from the pr1;::vious week in order to en2.b1e Hr. Ingles to be 

present at th_c meeting. Unfortunately, Y.1r. Ingles h~,d been unable to attend the 

c1.1.1~:cent n1eeti;n.:s O\lin ,1 to the pressure of his duties. 

:::Ie th?..ntea. '~11er:1uers for their ldnd wo:cds concerning the ir.itia.l report and 

·the second perio1.i.c report of tbe Philippines. He would convey the views they 

naei expressed to his Goverm::1.ent ~ which wo ,1ld do ever:rthing possible to provide 

the Co:.T,ittce with ar3.ditio ,.,8.l info .~ation on points raised by rienibers, including 

fr1for,n~:rtion ahout the achieveI!le::ts o f the Coi::unission on :::fationc:' l Lrtcgra tion. 

'The Fhili~)pines , as a me'r:b c~r of the Special Corm.riittee on Apartheid, had. 

&cti vel.y s s poused. th•= struggle of the peoples of southern Africa against the 

r acist regimes in their countries, in both words and deeds. 

The CHAim1.1rn said he took it that the Committee considered the second 

pe:dodic l1 eport of the Philippines to be s::i.tis f~ctory and to fulfil that coun·cry 's 

o1)li :!P.:tions und.~~r article ') of the Convention, and. that it hoped the,t the 

P::ilippiner, would continue to co-•01Jerate with the Com1ni ttee as it had done in the 

Hr. Valderrama withdrew. 
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!Jyelorussi~m __ Soviet Socialist Ilepublic ( C:SRD/C/R. 30/ Add.23) 

At the invitation of the Chairman, Hr. Pashkevich (Byelorussian Soviet. 

Socialist Republic) too}~ a place at the Committee table. 

}:'he _g:~JRHJ)}! said that the initial report of the Byelor:1s::;:i.o.n E!2E 

(CEHD/C/R. 3/Ad.cl.31 ) had. been conside1·e d by the Com.'1ri.ttee at its third session 3.nd 

he.d been f0u"1:d satisfactor.r. 'l'he second. periodic report of the Byel:)russi e.n ss:q 

(CERD/C/R.30/Add.23) w2.s now before the Committee . 

.0!-.:..• ___ E-4.AS'rRUP said that there was an error 1.n the first parag1·s,ph c,f t :ie 

report now before the Committee. Docw:nent CERD/C/R.JO/Add.23 should be considered 

as the second periodic report of the Byelorussian SSR and not as e. supplement 

t o tl1e first report . . 

The report was just as detailed as the initial report and providc- d further 

information relatine to ti1e various sectio~1s of the Constitution ,rhich had bee!'. 

cited in that earlier document. It pla ced e:::uphssis on government o.ctivities 

designed to combat all forms of racial discrimi.n:.::.tion. 'l'he report provi de d a 

,'.',reat. de~l of information e.bout State p;~ojects to promote the welfare of tl.te 

people in various fields, such as education and public hen.lth. 

Mention was also macle of government activities at the international l evel, 

incluc:ing various United liations resolutions sponsored by the GoYernment of 

the_Byelorusd.an SSR, one of which h acl been t aken into account in the prepare,tion 

of a Declt1.rqt:i.on conde·,;ming the evil policy of .~12~_rtt1e:icl. 'l.'he Byclorussian SSH 

had also r;ponso:..~ed n resolution : on the question of.' the implementation of t!1e 

Declaration ou the Strengthening of International Secu:dty , and J3yelorussinn 

dele;-:~ations h a'.l taken an active part in conferences of UNESCO anr! the ILO, 

eqJecially in the consideration of qu estions connected with :i.·a cism and re,ci~l 

In response to gener a l r ecoumend.ation III or the C'o1:1nri ttee, it was s ta.ted. in 

the 1·2port that the Govern,,1ent of th •:· . .Byelor1 ... ssisn SSR h ad !lo relations with the 

racist ree;fo1es in southern l\f rica and the.t it was strictly i mplementing United 

l'Iation.s decisions concerning the · policies of ~3'.::I.:.th-ei4_, the question of ffnodesia 

and "the ::;.i. tu.aLion in T-!A.mibi.a 211d the Portuguese colonies. 
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(~,1r. Haastrup) 

The report was lucid and cor-iprehensive and provided information of the: t ype 

required by the CoITUll ttee. It should be regarded as satisfactory. 'lhe Government 

of the Byei.orussian SSR was to be commended for co-operating fully with the 

Co:n.mitt ee and for properly discharging its responsibilities under the Convention. · 

Hr. Tm~m said that the current report of the Byelorussian SSR should 

be resarded as a supplement to the initial report in so far as it provided · new 

information about government ectivitie·s in the sphere of political education 

aimed at ensuring the political equality of citizens of all nationalities resident 

in the country and at bringing the interests of all citizens into line with the 

broader aspirations of socialist development. The process of political 

~ducat ion was strengthened by resolutions adopted at the twenty-fourth · Congress 

of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and the twenty-seventh Congress of the 

Communi s t Party of Byelorussia. 

He welcomed the new information contained . in the report with reference to 

the provisions of the Law on Public Health and the Code on Marriage and FamilJr, 

which were designed to ensure equal treatment for all citizens, irrespective 

of' their nation3,1ity, race or attitude towards religion. He also noted with 

satisfaction that the Byelorussian SSR was actively involved in the adoption of 

intern:::.tional measures to combat colonialism~ racism and racial discrimin::i.tion 

anc. was strictly implementing United lfotions decisions concerning racist regimes. 

He agreed with the previous speaker that the report was satisfactory. 

dr. SOLER agreed that the report was satisfactory. It contained some 

theoretical excesses but they were understandable if not entirely relevant. 

Some of the methods dealt with in· the report pertained to problems ' which had 

been frequently discussed by the Corr.mi ttee. In that connexion, he laid particular 

stress en article 41 of the Law on Public Health, which provided that aliens and 

stateless persons Jlermanently domiciled in the USSR were entitled to medical 

care on un equal footing with Soviet citizens. The question of the definition of 

citizenship and the ' st::i,tus of aliens and stateless persons was of considerable 

interest to the Committee and had been discussed in relation to other reports. He 

askerl the representative of the Byelorussian SSR whether and to what · e:~tent other 

laws in his country provided for equal treatment for all persons permanently 

domiciled in the USSR, including aliens and stateless persons• 
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Soler) 

He had asked the representative of the USSR at a previous meeting about the 

scope of the legislation in force in the USSR relating to taxes levied on 
emigra."lts and about the experience of different nationalities in the USSR uith the 

provisions of that legislation. He had r~ceived no reply to that question and he 

wondered whether t he representativ-e of the Byeloruss ian SSR woc1ld b e able to 

throw some J.ig:.1t on the matter. 

Mr. DEHLAVI agreed with previous speakers that the rencrt of -t l:e 

Byelorussian SSR was entirely satisfactory. 

Mr. SAFROHCHUK said that the last part of Mr. Soler's statement was in 

violation of the provisional rules of procedure. It brought up a question which was 

not mentioned. in the report of the }3yelorussian SSR and which was within the ' 

exclusive competence of that country's Government. Mr. Soler had sufficient 

experience as an interr.ational jurist to lmow that he had no risht to raise that 

question. He himself, in his capacity as a.1'.l expert, wished to register a protest 

against Mr. Soler 's statement, which Yiolated the provisions of article 9 of the 

Convention. Moreover, it was difficult to see what exactl~r Mr. Soler had . meant 

in his statement. If he was referring to .the question of compensation for 

educational expenses :o he should have. known that that measure was in • no way 

discriminatory, but was applicable · to all citizens who wished to leave th~ 

country permanently. 

Mr. M.ACDOHALD said. that the report contained much valuable information 

concerning the economic, social and cultural rights enjoyed in the Byelorussian SSR 

:=md the measures taken by the Government to give effect to articl ,.; s 3 and 7 

of the Convention. Those articles were being effectively implemented. 

He found the report acceptable in e~rery way. He noted the statement in the 

fourth paragraph that all the legislative enactments and regulations referred 

to in the first report remained fully in force and continued to be fully implemented. 

In that connexion, he wondered . whether the representative of the Byelorussir.n SSR 

could inform the Committee of any new deYelopments, particularly in relation to 

the implementation of articles 5 and G of the Convention. 

I .. . 
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Mr·. CALOVSKI said that, had he been present __ during the Corrilllitt2e' s 

discussion of the initial report, he would have agreed with the consensus that it 

was satisfactory and that it fulfilled the obligations of the Byelorussian SSH 

under article 9 of the Convention. · The same .was true of the second periodic report, 

It was clear that the Gover!llli.ent of the Byelorussian SSR was maintaining its 

traditional anti-racist policy. He noted that ·citizens of all ne:tioneJ.ities 

resident in the country lived and worked in conditions of complete equality, 

friendship and brotherliness and that the whole population was consistently 

educated in the spirit 01, mut·,rnl understanding and internationalism. 'l'ha:t clearly 

showed the deterrilination of the Govern.>nent to implement fully the provisions or.~ 

the Convention. 

The ma in feature of the report was the information it contained about 

administrative ruid policy measures. He hoped that more States Parties would follow 

the practice of provid~ng such information in their future reports, since it 

ennblec1 the Committee to discuss the de facto situation prevailing in a country, 

as well as its legal provisions. 

He agreed with Mr. Safronchuk that members of the Committee should refrain 

f1•0Jr, bringing up matters which the Committee was not competent to consider. 

Mr. DAYAL said that the current report of the Byelorussian SSR, like the 

initial report, was full of interesting information. While the initial report had 

quoted at length various articles of the Constitution and legislative provisions 

designed to guarantee the equality of all citizens, regardless of race and 

nationality, the current report dealt more with the philosophical background to • 

the policy followed by the Government. Eeference was made in it to resolutions 

adopte d at the twenty-fourth Congress of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union 

and the twenty-seventh Congress of the Cornmu.l'list Party of Byelorussia. On 

page 3 of the report, mention was made of the building of a new hi~toric community 

in the USSR and of the devotion of Soviet man to the cause of conununism, 

internationalism and intolerance of national and racial prejudices. That waE all 

part of a deliberate government policy, which was strengthened by the adoption 

of measures in the spheres of legislation, education, public inforL1ation and so on. 

/ ... 
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I · - D • 1) \Hr. a,ya , 

He noted with satisfaction that the B-,1elorussian SSR had taken ar1 active 
,: 

part i r: the work of various organs of the United Nations -connected with the 

·struggle against racism and racist theories. In particular, it had U:ade a , strong 

contribution to the st:rnggle against- apartheid. 

He felt thut the report fully met the requirements of the Committee. 

Mr. SAYEGH said he agreed with those member~, who considered that the 

second p~riodic report of .the Byelorussian SSR satisfactorily -met the obligationf:: 

of States Parties under article 9 of the Convention. 

/ 

With 1·egard to Mr. 'Soler' s statement he said that any member of the Committee, 

and a fortio1·i the Committee itself, had the ri ght to ask Ste.tes Parties about 

:matters which had not been raised in their reports if the subject matter of the 

question fell within the scope of the Convention. For instance, many members 

were asking States Parties about their res:ponse to general recommendation 3 of the . 

Committee concerning relations with the racist regimes of southern Africa even 

if the reports did not mention those relations. Yowever, nembers could not ask 

q_uest:i.ons on a subject which was not relevant to the obligations undertaken b:y 

States Parties under the Convention. He was greatly surprised at M1·. Soler's 

attitude, for Mr. Soler had shown himself to be a champion of legality as he -saw it 

even if his conception of legality seemed at variance with the majority 

decisions taken. by the Committee and endorsed 1,y a majority of the General· Assembly. 

Mr. Sol,2r could the1•efore not ignore legality in another context. Mr . Soler' s 

question was related to ·article 5 of the Convention, which referred to various 

rights. Hovever, the Convention did not actually proclaim that States Parties 

were obliged to observe those rights but simply stated that they undertook to 

guarantee the right of everyone to equality before the law in the enjoyment of 

such rights. 'I'hus, to t he extent that the rights mentioned in that article were 

enjoyed within their territory, States Parties were obliged to ensure that such 

ri CThts were en,joyed without discrimination and without distinction as to race, 

I . .. 
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colour, or national or ethnic origin. The Committee therefore could not interrogate 

Sto.tes Parties on the status of the right to freedom of thought, conscience and 

religion of persons under their juri:,diction but could only inquir.e whether, in 

enjqying those rights, ell citizens were equal before the law or whether some 

citizens were alloued to en~1oy those rights while other citizens were deprived of 

them on the basis of race, colour or religion. A State Party was certainly 

entitled to say that questions regardinr, the right to freedom of movement and the 

rigllt to leave any country and to return to a country, were not within the 

Com:ni ttee' s competence unde~r the Convention if all citizens of the State Party 

concerned were governed by the same laws without distinction, regardless of whether 

the laws on the matter were restrictive or liberal. The Conmdttee should remember 

that it was a body whose concern was not human rights as such but racial 

discriminaiton and that the Convention did not deal with obligations in respect 

of all democratic i·ights without exception but related only to discrimination on 

grounds of race. For that reason, at a previous session at wh:ich the Co!lllllittee 

had discussed article 5 and the rights mentioned in it, he had proposed that a 

decision should be taken on the scope of the article. At the beginning of the 

current session he had agreed that consicleration of the item should be postponed 

but he now regretted that ~e had done so. 

Mr. ANCEL agreed that the Committee's right to raise questions was not 

lindted to matters mentioned in the reports of States Parties, since if that were 

the case the State Party need only say nothing in ord~r to avoid being questioned. 

Indeed~ on certain points, such as relations with the racist re~i:c1es of southern 

Africa, the Committee had often questioned States Parties· precisely because those 

points had not been mentioned in their reports. However, questions coula be 

raised only within the framework and :perspective of the Convention. 'rhe Committee 

should not concern itself with the extent to which .the rights mentioned in 

article 5 were guara.~teed to citizens of States Parties; its only concern in 

relation to that article was whether in the implementation o:f those rights 

racial discrimination did or :did not occur. 

He considered that the second :periodic report of the Byelorussian SSR was 

interesting and complete and entirely met the requirements of article 9 of the 

Convention. 
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Mr. SOLER said that he wished to clarify the scope of his question. He 

could not agree with Mr. Safronchuk that the Committee could not raise questions 

on matters not reentioned in the reports of States Parties ; that would be the worst 

possible c·ourse to ad.opt in the case of States Parties which had s_omething to hide. 

He recognized that the enumeration of rights in article 5 of the Convention 

did not constitute a new declaration of human rights and that those rights should 

be viewed by the Committee _only in the context of racial discrimination. He had 

not meant to criticize or pass judgement on the existence of certain provisions, 

such as the imposition of a tax o~ citizens wishing to leave their country, but 

had simply wanted _some information on the matter, since he had read in the press _ 

that some legislative changes had occurred on the matter and it appeared that 

some nationals of the States involved had complained that those changes affected 

them more than citizens of other nationalities in the same countrf. 

Mr. SAFRONCHUK, speaking on a .point of order, said that he agreed with 

Mr. Sayegh 's interpretation of articles 5 and . 9. Mr. Soler was speaking in 

violation of those articles, which made it abundantly clear that the members of 

the Committee could not raise questions not directly related to racial 

discrimination. It had already been stated before the Committee that legislation 

affecting the right of Soviet citizens to leave_ their country applied equally to 

all Soviet citizens, as did ·Soviet legislation on all other rights. The reports 

of the Soviet Union, the Byelorussian SSR and the Ukrainian SSR had made that 

quite clear. Mr. Soler was referring to matters extraneous to the Co~JJ1ittee 1 s 

competence ; discussion of those matters by the Committee would clearly be a 

violation of articles 5 and 9 of the Convention as well as of the provisional 

rules of procedure. 

Mr. Soler had referred to 11theoretical excesses" in the report of the 

Byelorussian SSR. He wondered whether the phrase covered such statements as those 

in the sixth and eighth paragraphs, or the statement in the twelfth paragraph 

which mentioned the treaty concerning the founding of the USSR. That treaty ,,as 

the basic law under which the nationalities of the Soviet Union enjoyed certain 

rights and had certain responsibilities; under that treaty the multinational 

cominunity of the Soviet Union had been making great progress for the past 50 years. 

/ ... 



I 

-116-

The C!rP.IRI1A~1 c1aid that Mr. Sole::- could continue his stater:1cnt if he 

intend2d. to r ~fer exclusiveli· to questions of racial discriminat ion. '.foe 0enerc.l 

points raised r.-y Mr. Sayegh would be very useful to the Cormri.ttee ; s discussion on 

the scope of article 5 of .t h e Convention at its next session. 

Mr. EAASTRUP said that the authors of the Convention had undouttec12.y 

considered the differing legislations of Members of' the United Nations before 

writing article 5. • He agreed with the Cha,irman that the controversy to ,-;l1ich 

Hr. Soler' s r8I:'lD-rks had gi\ren rise si1oul1 be postponed until the ne;:t session of 

the Corrr:iitt-2e, particularly in view of r-Ir. Ss,yegh ~s statement. 

;rhe _ CiiAIRMlUJ, speaking as a member of the Committee , saic! that he shared 

the view of his collea.cnes who had stated that the report of the i',yelorus s i sn SSH 

satisfied the requirements of the Convention and supplemented the valu;:ble 

inform:3.tion supplie•l in the first perio,lic report . ?iatters which were not 

strictly connected. with racial cliscrim:tnation had ·ceen dealt with in the report 

in order ~o show tµe e fforts of the Byelorussian E:l SR to raise the standard of 

living of all its citizens? without racial discrimination. He W9.S plet!sed. ~-ith 

both the form and the su1Js te,nce of the r eport. 

Nr. PASHfCEV~CH (Byelorussi an Soviet Socialist Republic) said that 

his country's full implementation of the Convention was the logical 

r esult of the social structure in the Byelorussian SSR. Historic ;;;J.ly, the people 

of that coui~.try had · suffered Greatly f r om :racial injustice 6.Ild the:r.-ef'ore acti,rely 

s,..:.pported the Communist Party in its efforts to buil<l a new society in which 

abs olute eg_ualit~, among all r aces and n~t:.onalities would be guaranteed. The , . 

1·ef'on,s ca.rried out in the Byelorussian SSR had removed. the caus es of racial 

di3c::ird.nation. His country ;31::1,ported the Convention because it considered that 

:.:.11 -pe0ples of t he world should have equal rights free from such racial 

dis crimination as stiJ.l occurred in some countries. The Constitution and the penal 

and civil codes ~11 embodied provisions concerning the equality of citizens without 

dist inctior.. The report also showed. that the Byelorussian SSR fully supported the 

:measures taken by the United ifations and international bodies to abol ish t he last 

I 
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vestig1::s of racial disc:cimination; he assu!'ed the Cormnittee that his 

,,oulcl cOntiuue to abide by that policy. 

Goverm!ient 

Durin6 the Committee 1 s discass :i.on of ~he~ report one ILe:mher had ·asked whether 

alien£ and stateless :pe:c:-.:ons p2rm2.nently domiciled. in the iiSSR enjo:fed eqaaJ. 

:rights in areas other than medical care. In reply, he stated that in education, 

for in::;tancc, such :persons received f~ee ed• .. .1catio!1 and had the s3_.me :rir;hts of 

Soviet citizens ~ the same am;lied in other areas , subject to some restrictions due 

to their being citizens of othe::.~ Gtates. His Governr:1ent intended ·::.o p:r.omul[;ate 

additional legisl.9.tion reflecting the provisions of the Convention and. ~n coins 

so it would continue to apply a' formula of absolute equality, similar to that. 

which regulated permanent departure fro11 the B:'.relorussian SSR. The :popuJ.e.tion 

was quit8 honogenec.1s: 81 per cent of th2 inhabitants we>re Byelorussians, 

10,9 per cent Russ:Lar1.s, 4.2 per cent Poles, 2.1 pe::: cent Ukrainians; the rest; were 

other nationalities. In 1970 the ByelorilSsian popttl3.tion had regr-dned the level 

o-Z the period before thr~ Second World. War, in the course of wbich the Germans h a.d 

elimimtt. ~d one in four of the population, in purl::uance of their :racist a.nu 

i11i1"t.£nE.1n•2 theories. Thet destruction l ent emphasis to the Ey,;loruss:ia!; S.SR I s 

<le~ermination to co:r,(bat any i'orm of racist hatred and other inhrnnane theories of 

racial s'..,periority. 

In its next reports hi.s Goverrunent would talre ac-~ount of the corri.:il8nts by th•2 

Con:mittee and would try t,:i reflect as much information as possible on the n:armer 

in which it ,ras fulfilling its obligations under the Convention. 

The CHA]RMAN thaP.ked Mr. Pashkevich a!'ld hoped that the Governeent of the 

Byelorussian SSR would continue to co-operate vith the Committee. If he be2.ro. no 

objection, he would take it that the second periodic report of the Byelorussian SSTI 

was considered s~1tisf,1ctory. 

Hr. Pashkevich withdrew. 

India (CERD/C/R.30/Add,24) 

At the invitation of the Chairm~, Hr._ Mani (India) took a place at the 

Committee table. 

The CHAIRMAN said th~t the Committee had before it the second periodic 

report of India contained in document CERD/C/R.30/Add.24. The Committee had 
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(~_e Chairman) 

consid.e:red India's initial and supplementa.ryreports (CERD/C/R.3/Add.3/Rcv.l and 

Add.39) at its second and third sessions and had found them to be satisfactory. 

Mr. HA.L\.STRUP welcomed the second periodic report of India, which was as 

sa.tisfact::iry as its predecessors. The Committee had now recei,red detailed 

infor:i;mtion on the ethnic composition of the country and had been told of the 

measures taken to improve the sts.tus of the backward elements of Indian society. 

Of particular interest was the information that 11untouchability 11 had been abolished 

and th_at a N1?.tional Integration Council had been established to review a.11 matters 

pertaining_ to national integration. 

India had aJ.so made reference to those provisions of the Indian Constitution 

which prohibited racial discrimination and provided a basis for the effective 

L11plementation of the Convention in its territory. 

One paragraph should not have been included in the second periodic report 

since it referred to an incident involving a country which was not .a State Party 

to the Corivention. The context was clearly political and he would refre.in from 

ma.~ing any corm:1ents on it . . 

He did not think the omission of information regarding the Government I s 

::.·elations with the racist regimes in southern Africa was deliberate. As was 

.well l:nown, the Government of India was the architect of the policy of non-alignment, 

which provided an excellent basis for combating racial discrimination and inequities 
, 

vherever they existed. However , he hoped that ,information on that subject would 'be 

provided i:1 subsequent reports. 

':i:he Government should be conm1ended for · its full co•-operation with the Ccmmi ttee 

:md. its E'7ident willingness to discharge its obligations under the Convention. 'l'he 

report under consideration. taken in conjunction with the previous reports was 

entirely satisfactory. 

:Mr. CALOVSY.I said that, had' he been present when the Co:nunittee had 

f.iscussed the initial and supplementary reports transmitted by India, he would have 

noted that they met all the requirements of article ~ of the Convention and cle~ly 

testified to India is detennination to apply an anti-racial policy in accordance with 

the provisions of the Convention. The previ9us reports together with the report 

under consideration amply demonstrated Indfo/s willingness to co-operate fully with 

the Con::nittee. Bearing in mind the contents of the second report and the provisions 
I .. -. 
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in the Indian Constitution prohibiting racial discrimination, it could be safely 

ass11,_-ned that various measures had been taken in the past two years to combat 

actively all foms of racial discrimination. Indeed, the Cornmi ttee should 

welcome the continuous efforts of the Government in that direction. He hoped that 

the Government's efforts to implement the Convention would continue and thQt 

would keep the Committee informed of ·any neu developments and would comply with auy 

past or future recommendations adopted by the Committee. 

Speaking on a personal note, he said that he had worked closely with Indian 

colleagues and was well aware of their devotion to the goals of the Conventfon and 

of the leading role they had played in the international struggle , particularly in 

the United Nc~tions, against racial discrimination. 

Mr. ABOUL~NASR said that the information supplied in the report under 

consideration complied with the Committee's guidelines in document CERD/C/R.12 and 

with the requirements of article' 9 of the Convention a11d was as satisfactory as the 

information transmitted in the earlier reports. He hoped that the Government would 

continue to co-operate with the Committee. 

It was the Government of India that had drawn the General Assembly 1 s attention 

to the evils of ~~rthei,9; many years earlier. The drafting and adoption of the 

Convention ;,ere also largely due to that Government •1 s efforts. 

Some weeks earlier he had learned of an extremely interesting experiment that 

was being conducted by an Indian philosopher. The project, which was sponsored 

by UNESCO, was an experiment in community living in which all feeli~gs of racial 

disharmony were rigorously excluded and brotherhood and love prevailed. He hoped 

that the representative of India would be able to provide the Committee with some 

further oral or written information on that experiment. 

Mr. PARTSCH recalled that the first periodic report o~ India had t'lroused 

particular interest because of the lucid picture it ha.d painted of the situation 

in that country. It had been excellently drafted and its portrayal of India 1s 

problems had teen vivid. 

I . .. 
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'Ihe second report was devoted r10st1:• to tt,e i'.c.tional Integration Council 2.nd 

. its wo:.~k. Ee wr.G sornew11at 1~uzi.lef\ by the stat0T:lent in the :cenultimr:,.te pe:':'.'s,eraph 

o:t' the report to the e ffect that the problem of racial discriminat ion had not 

a'l'.'1s2n in t~1e coP'1try in a nanner which we,rr11,."1ted specific consi<1eration r.,;r the 

Council or its c01:'.!llittees. Did that rneen that t :-ie C!ouncil' s task was t o eliminate 

or ;~r cv r:- nt discrimination at .a level 'belm,~ the ethnic level? Or was it to disnel 

any tensions that might arise l)etwe:en tribes a!lc! peoples within the India:1 nation? 

\ He KouJ.d G.ppreciate some cla:..~ifications b~{ the representati ,re of India on that 

:point. 

r'ir. Ei\CDOHALD 22ir3. that he h Hd not been a m2nber of the Co;:;irrii t tee when 

the earlier re ~~ort. 3 had been considered , b:!t that having n,::,w lcckt~d. e.t then,_ i :::1 trte 

light of the second periocl.ic re:nort, be was st:!.·uck by India v s inv,~ntiveness i n 

L'811Y areas - ::;,r, clnd:i.ng la.I , r;overr:ment G.nd ac'.!''Jinistration - l:lllO. felt t l1at the 

e:-::perience i·t had acquired could l·e extr'=mely useful to other coun.tries. In that 

cc,c-:nexion ~ he was ;10nd.2ring whether India had a~1ything 'vo report on the role :played 5 

for exan,:ple, t-y the ccr,:uissic-ns on bum2.n rights or ombudsmen which might usefull:r 

be brought to th8 Cornr,,ittee ' s r,-;t·cerrciou in future rep0rts and couJ.d 1irove helpful 

to othe r St.ates Parties. 

tlJdle he i !aS extremely grateful for the baf3ic information supplied in document 

CER~/C/R. 3/Add. 39, he wm.1.ld apprecio.te some details of the administre,tive 

infr::1st·ucture, if an~r, which dealt with questions relatins to the •3limine.tion 

of r a cici disc:dmination. 

1-i:;.~. SP,FROHCHUK said that he h3.d not participe.ted in the work of the third 

ses::iion and wotLlo. like to include ,che earJ.i~r reports in his comments. From the 

it1form:'.!.tive re:!_)orts co:::it ,dned in documents CERD/C/R. 3/Add. 3/Rev .1 and .A.0.0. 39 it 

1-1r,s cl22.r that -chE 8011st i'tution provided eque.l opportunities for all citizens 

ii~respective of :-cace or thE co:nmunity to which they belonged. A striking aspect 

of . In6.ian :;ociety "·rns its va:degatec:. ethnic composition ; India we.s truly a 

- , · t ~ · l Of pa.~+1'cular interest, too .. were the efforts bein8 ::.e.L,.1..i.g-po ~ 01 many peep es. .L v , 

;:;i.ade by the Governrr.cnt to help socially backward Scheduled Castes and Scheduled 

Tribes catch up with the mainstream of the J?Opulation. He welcomed the Government's 

concern to protect and. promote th~ interests of that consic1.erable segment of the 

population. 
• 1 't d ..... His own country, the Soviet Union O he.d also J.n 1er1 ~e co1'!1Illun1,.,J.es, 

tribes ~md ethnic f~roups w~ich ~-rcre still at a feudalistic and even primitive s;age 
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of development. They had req_uired direct assistance from the more advanced 

r e;;iublics. He hoped .that tbe equalizing process would continue in India an (:_ tliat 

the Committee would l ea:rn of the progress made in future reports. 

The main feature of the second periodic report vas the interesting information 

provided on the machinery for national integra.tion. 'I'hat r enort . like its 

r,redecessors, was entirely satisfactory. 

The CHAIRHJ\N , speaking as a member of the Committee, noted that Indie. 1 s 

second report in t he absence of any ri.ajor new developments, consisted cf 

mod:i..fi ca.ti cns to information previously ccweyed to the Corunittee. 

He welcomed the i nformation regarding article 46 of the Indian Constitution ~ 

the contents of ~thich showed that India 1.;as taJdng appropriate protective measure s 

0!1 behalf of li!inority groups, in conformity with article 4 of the Convention. The 

infor~e.tion re3arding the purposes and achievements of the National Integration 

Counci l an .-3. its committees 1:ras particularly welcome s ince he ha(:1. asked for fur ther 

information regardin0 the CouI1cil ' s work at t he time of ·the discussion of the 

initial reI)ort. The achievements were entirely sati:::fyinr:;; not only ha rl the 

Council adopted a Declaration of Objectives and mad2 specific recommend.ations, it 

had also set up a standing committee to rf~view the :9rogress of i mpl ementation of 

those recommendatio~s. 

The ;, econd report was very comprehensive an(i contained sowe irnpo:;-•tant 

modificatior,s to the initial and supplementary r eports. 

f;Ir. DEHIJ1.VI said that Le wished to make it aiJsoJ_utely clear that he we.s 

sp2;:u,:ing i n 2.n incli vidual capacit~, . He hopc>d that his rernarlr.s woulc. not be 

misconstrued, for they would be made i n an entirely obj ective spil•it, 

It was common knew.ledge that the great leaders of India and its many 

distingui shed representatives . had played a prominent role in the struggle against 

all for ms of racial discrirrfr!Rtion and auartheid in the different internat ional 

foru~ns. He . himr;elf hP..d worked for Mahatma Gandhi, one of the gr eatest lead.er ::; t hat 

the worll'i. had kno-,m, who had devoted his li:fe ,:;o the creatiorJ of communal harmony 

and the elir1i~ation of . racism. He, and many others, deserved the utr:ost respect 

and grat itude. 

I .. . 
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Ind.i;:,. new ba,:l a secular Constitution; its leaders were doing all in their 

po·:rer to elimfoe.te any existing discrimination by legislative 1 adt..i.inistra.tive end 

other ineasures, including the establishment of the Eational Integration Council. 

'l'he q_u•::::;t.ions he wished to put to the representative of India were the following. 

Firstly, to what ext<::nt had the measures adopted produced positive :results and hov 

successfuJ. haf.. they been in eliminating discrimination? Secondly, what judicial 

or other steps had been tai;:en during the years since independence to punish those 

respondble for communal disturbances, discord and discrimination'? 

Hhile he applauded the :purpose of E:rticle 46 of the Indian Constitution, 

naw.ely to :pron:ote the educational anc1 economic interests of the Scheduled Castes, 

Scheduled Tribes and other weaker sections of the population~ he wondered whether 

the_ discrimination and difficulties actually encountered by those backward people 

~-rere as acute as some press reports P12,de them ou-t to be. • The problem, as he saw 

it,. was that the caste system, ...-hich had come into being many centuries ago3 was 

an extremely deep-rooted social system which could not be abolished by the mere 

stroke of a -pen. He could not help feeling that, despite the rosy picture painted 

in the report, to eliminate the age-old feelings of discrimination as between one 

caste and another would not- be an easy or quick :91·ocess . . nuntouchabiliti1 , vhich 

was a form of .§1?5~cthr:id, had fortunately been abolished by le,w; but had the actual 

rractice and the concept that others were polluted by association with 

nuntouchables 11 , ceased to exist? 

In the Soviet Union, the m1thorities had been remarkably successful in their 

integration efforts and. had at the same time managed to cater to local~ ethnic 

A.nd linguist i .-.: differences. However~ they had not had to overcome the problenis 

posed in India by strong ano. deep-rooted relifious beliefs. If attempts at 

inte.c;ration rode roughshod over such beliefs, it would be tantamount to an 

interference with the rir,hts of r,-,.inority groups. In that connexion, he had read 

that changes in educational institutions for minority corimunities in India had met 

with 2:.lverse reaction f.ror! ,the members of one minority group. 

The ::-'.'eport was, on the surface, a goo a. one. However, it did not explain hew 

the e.uthorities ,,ere overcoming the problems he had just outlined, nor did it 

describe the extent of the .feelings of discrimination between one caste and another. 

I . .. 
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. CERD/C/S:R.140 

(~Jr. Dehlavi_} 

He agreed with Mr. Haastrup that the :paragraph . containing a political 

allusion was gratuitous and should have been omitted. 

Hr. ANCEL said. that he w~s obliged to return ·to Paris later that day and 

would unfortunately not be able to attend the remainder of the session. He stateo. 

that it h?.d been a great pleasure for him to be abJ.e to participate in the 

Committee's work under the chairmanship of Mr. Valencia Rodriguez. 

T'ne meeting rose at 1.05 ~-




