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AGENDA ITEl'1 87: ALTERNATIVE APPROACHES AND HAYS AND lvJEJUIJS \liTHIN THE UNITED 
NATIONS SYSTEI1 FOR Il:IPROVING THE EFFECTIVE ENJOYf'lENT OF HUI1AN RIGHTS AND 
FUNDA!1ENTAL FREEDOMS (continued) (A/C. 3/34/L. 20) 

1. ltrs. SIBAL (India)~ speaking on behalf of the sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C. 3T34/1.2o:-announced that~ follmling consultations, the sponsors had agreed 
to mal;:e the follmling amendments: (a) a neu second preanbular paragraph should 
be inserted to read as follous: llRecalling also that its resolution A/34/ .•. 
emphasizes the need to create conditions on the-;1ational and international levels 
for the full promotion and protection of the human rights of individuals and 
peoples n, (b) operative paragraph 1 should be reformulated to read as follovlS: 
ninvites all l1ember States to take appropriate steps for the establishment of 
national institutions for the promotion and protection of human rights, bearing 
in mind the guidelines referred to above;"~ and (c) the text should include" as 
operative paragraphs 2 and 3~ the tvro additional paragraphs suggested by the 
United Kingdom, which read as follows: 112. Emphasizes the importance of the 
integrity and independence of such national institutions in accordance 1-lith 
national legislation, 3. Drm·rs attention to the constructive role vrhich national 
non-governmental organizations can play in the vork of national institutions_, ;1

• 

2. She hoped that draft resolution A/C. 3/34/1.20 uould be adopted by consensus. 

3. jJir. PAPADEi'IAS (Secretary of the Committee) announced that the delegations of 
Hauritius-:-l'Tonray" Peru and Philippines had become co~·sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C.3/34/L.20. 

4. The CHAIRHAN said that, if he heard no objections" he 1wuld take it that the 
Comraittee~adopted by consensus draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.20, as orally amended. 

5. ~..r.a:ft_resol~tion A.C.3/34/L.20, as orally amende_9-_,_::r_a~ adopted by consensus. 

G. r-1r. CABRERA (Spain) said that his delegation uould have liked draft 
resolution A/C-:3/34/1.15 /Rev .2 to be adopted by consensus. It had voted for that 
draft resolution because it believed that Hember States should adopt a united) 
global approach to human rights. The draft resolution could~ however, have been 
more precisely formulated. The eighth and tenth preaob~uar paragraphs and 
operative paragraphs 2, 7~ 8 and 12 reproduced as definitive a number of important 
concepts uhich had yet to be w·orked out fully. His delegation trusted that 
efforts uould continue vri th a vieu to arriving at a more precise definition of 
those concepts and to achievine; a greater balance betueen traditional civil and 
political rights and economic and social rights. 

7. lls. Pi\DUA (Portugal) said that her delegation had voted in favour of draft 
resolution~/C.3/34/L.l5/Rev.2 because it endorsed the fundamental principles on 
vrhich it vras based. That did not mean, hm·rever, that her delegation agreed fully 
v.rith the formulation of the draft resolution v.rhich could have been improved. 
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8. Mr. HEL.Al'1ED (Israel) said that his delegation !lad abstained in the vote on 
draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.l5/Rev.2. The text of that draft resolution was based 
on General Assembly resolution 32/130, on which his delegation had also abstained 
because it cited documents which condemned zionism, the national liberation 
movement of the Jewish people. In particular, the draft resolution mentioned the 
Final Declaration of the Sixth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the 
Non-Aligned Countries which, by e~uating zionism with racial discrimination, had 
carried that cal~.:unny to new extremes. 

9. Mr. OKOTH (Uganda) said that the scope of the resolutions adopted on the 
question of human rights was inade~uate. Existing machinery must be made more 
effective. 

10. His delegation had reservations with regard to the final preambular paragraph 
of draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.l5/Rev.2. but intended to vote in favour of the draft 
resolution in the General Assembly. 

11. His delegation 1 s only regret with regard to draft resolution 
A/C.3/34/L.l6/Rev.l was that the amendments made to the original draft had reduced 
its scope. 

12. His delegation had co-sponsored draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.l9 and had already 
expressed its views on that resolution. 

13. Mr. CALERO-RODRIGUEZ (Brazil) said that his delegation had voted in favour of 
draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.l5/Rev.2, although it had some reservations about its 
wording. Paragraph 7 was not drafted satisfactorily and the usefulness of 
paragraph 12 was somewhat questionable. Too much emphasis was placed on the 
importance of the International Covenants since, in the view of his delegation, 
human rights could be promoted by domestic legislation without Governments having to 
ratify the Covenants. 

14. His delegation had abstained in the vote on draft resolution 
A/C.3/34/L.l6/Rev.l for it believed that the mere redesignation of a Secretariat 
division did not warrant a separate General Assembly resolution. His delegation 
had also abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.9, which it regarded 
as premature. In its view, the item in question required further consideration. 

15. if~s. LORAJTGER (Canada) said that her delegation had voted in favour of draft 
resolution A/C.3/34/L.l5/Rev.2 for the same reasons for which it had two years 
previously endorsed General Assembly resolution 32/130, on which the draft 
resolution was based. The essential elements of that resolution were the 
interdependence and the e~ual importance of civil and political rights and economic, 
social and cultural rights. The new draft resolution represented a further step in 
that direction. 

16. None the less, her delegation regarded as inappropriate the inclusion in 
paragraph 1 of the reference to worker participation in ~anagement, which was not a 
human right. Her delegation also believed that the scope and time-limit for the 
study entrusted to the Secretary-General under paragraph 12 were unrealistic and 
that the list of topics was incomplete. Her delegation also had reservations with 
regard to paragraphs 8 and 10. 
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17. Mrs. CRATER (Tunisia) said that the political system which had prevailed in 
her country since its independence had been one of democracy based on human rights. 
Tunisia had ratified all the international instruments on human rights and 
supported the efforts made to promote them. Although the enjoyment of human rights 
was governed by economic and social conditions and such conditions must therefore 
be improved, civil and political rights must be safeguarded in all cases. 

18. Her delegation believed that the Human Rights Division must be strengthened 
so that it could deal vri th its increasing 1-mrkload. 

19. Her delegation had voted in favour of draft resolutions A/C.3/34/L.l5/Rev.2, 
A/C.3/34/L.l6/Rev.l and A/C.3/34/L.l9 and had joined in the consensus on draft 
resolution A/C, 3/3L~/L. 20. All those resolutions vrould help to improve the 
functioning of the United Nations system in the area of human rights. 

20. Mr. SHERIFIS (Cyprus) said that his delegation had voted in favour of draft 
resolution A/C.3/34/L.l6/Rev.l because of its consistent position of principle 
i·rith regard to human rights. It agreed that paragraph 1 should be interpreted as 
indicated by the representative of India. 

21. Mr. DABO (Guinea) expressed satisfaction at the adoption of draft 
resolutions A/C. 3/34/1.15/Rev. 2 and A/C. 3/34/1.20, in -vrhich the amendments 
proposed by his delegation had been included. Those amendments Hould help to 
emphasize the corr@on and global nature of measures to protect human rights. 

22, Hr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) recalled that the text of 
draft resolution A/C.3/34/1.16/Rev.l, which the Committee had already adopted 7 

had been amended following consultations bet>-Teen the delegations of Italy and 
India. The final version requested the Secretary-General to consider the 
question of the designation of the Human Rights Division. It did not prejudge the 
Secretary-General's consideration of that matter. That question could be 
considered only if the Commission on Human Rights, in its study of alternative ways 
and means for improving the effective enjoyment of human rights, found that it 
could decide in favour of such an initiative. 

23. Mr. HANG Jie-chen (China) said that the main provisions of draft resolution 
A/C.3/34/1.15/Rev.2 reflected the majority opinion opposed to imperialism, 
hegemonism and expansionism. The Chinese delegation had voted in favour of the 
draft, although it felt that it ought to have been pointed out in it that 
hegemonism was the principal cause of violations of human rights. Both at the 
international and the regional level, countries that followed policies of hegemony 
committed acts of aggression and genocide and massive violations of human rights. 
The organs of the United Nations should recognize and confront that fact. 

24. Mr. S:S:i.ITE (Senegal) said that he had voted in favour of draft resolution 
A/C. 3/34/1.20 ifhich -vrould make it possible to improve the effective enjoyment of 
h~man rights and fundamental freedoms. There was already a national committee in 
Senegal engaged in disseminating information on human rights and related material 
and in publicizing the recourse procedures available to victims whose rights had 
been violated. 
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25. Hr. OULD SID 1 AH1mD VALL (~.1auri tania) said that he had voted in favour of all 
the draft resolutions adopted, because of his delegation 1 s deep conviction that 
violations of hurnan rights should be condemned wherever they were committed, 
There 'Jere particularly serious situations, as in the Middle East and South-East 
Asia~ where tlle rights of entire peoples vrere being violated in total disregard 
of the provisions of the United Nations Charter. Respect for human rights 1vas 
an imperative necessity for safeguarding international peace and security. 

26. Mr. GARVALOV (Bulgaria) said that his delegation had abstained in the vote 
on draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.l6/Rev.l. It had been averred that the importance 
of human rights made it necessary to alter the title of the Division of Human 
Rights. He could not agree vrith such an argument, and pointed out that other 
Secretariat departments had carried out their duties excellently w·ithout it having 
been necessary to alter their names or their place in the administrative 
hierarchy. 

27. 'l'he CHAIRMAN declared the consideration of agenda item 87 concluded. 

AGENDA ITFH 84: INTERNATIONAL COVENANTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS (continued) (A/C.3/34/l, 
A/C.3/34/3; A/34/491, A/34/559, A/34/566, A/34/568, A/34/6i4 and Corr.l 
(French only), A/34/621; A/C.3/34/6, A/C.3/34/9; A/C.3/34/L.29: A/C.3/34/L.33) 

(a) REPORT OF THE HUJ11AN RIGHTS COMMITTEE (A/34/40) 

(b) S'rATUS OF TH~ INTERNATIONAL COVENANT OU ~CONOHIC, SOCIAL .AJ.IJD CULTURAL RIGHTS, 
'rl{8 INTERNATIONAL COVENANT ON CIVIL AND POLITICAL RIGHTS ABD THIC OPTIOHAL 
PROTOCOL TO THE INTER1\JATI01ifAL COVENANT ON CIVIL AND POLITICAL RIGaTS; REPORT OF 
THE SECRETARY-GE~EPAL (A/34/440) 

28. Mr. VAN BOVEN (Director, Division of Human Rights) responding to a question 
asked by the Italian delegation during the general debate on whether in future 
it would be possible to provide information on the third annual session of the 
Human Rights Committee, which generally met in October, said that he had dra1m 
the Committee's attention to one or two important aspects of the work done at that 
session during the current Assembly and that next year he might be able to provide 
more complete information in that respect in his introductory statement. 
Similarly, as the Italian delegation had suggested, study might be given to the 
possibility of preparing an information circular in that connexion. 

29. In reply to the concern expressed by the Canadian delegation about the way 
in which the secretariat of the Division of Human Rights was dealing with 
communications related to the Optional Protocol, he said that the Division had 
been trying to recruit someone to I·Tork exclusively on communications related to 
the Protocol, but the arrangements had taken longer than expected and other staff 
members, already occupied vTith other >mrk, had had to be asked to take charge of 
dealing with those communications. The shortage of personnel sometimes caused 
considerable delays. Only \·Then the Division 1 s staff needs had been met would it 
be able to operate more speedily and effectively. 

I ... 
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30. Miss RICHTER (Argentina) suggested to the Director of the Division of Human 
Rights that, bearing in mind the reports that had to be submitted to the ~conomic 
and Social Council and to the General Assembly, he should consider the 
possibility of the Human Rishts Committee meeting only tvrice a year instead of 
three times, since the third session created difficulties in regard to 
documentation. 

31. l1r. DYRLUND (Denmark), on behalf of the delegations of Barbados, Canada, 
Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Denmar~~, Ecuador, Italy, Peru, the United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Uganda and Venezuela, introduced draft 
resolution A/C.3/34/L.29, noting that in the second line of operative paragraph l 
of the English text the vrord .?to" should be changed to 11 and". He also said that, 
after consultations 1rith a number of delegations, the sponsors of the draft 
resolution had decided to reword operative paragraph 12 as follows: "12. Urges 
the Secretary-General to tal~e all possible steps to ensure that the Division·-;r 
Human Bights is able to assist effectively the Hun:an Rights Committee and the 
~conomic and Social Council in the implementation of their respective functions 
under the International Covenants on Human Rights, taking into account General 
Assembly resolutions 3534 (XXX) of 1'7 December 1975 and 31/93 of 14 December 1976 .. : 

32. He said that the Harding of draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.29 was largely based 
on that of resolutions adopted by the General Assembly at previous sessions, and 
he drevr attention to the content of paragraphs 4, 6, 9, ll and 12. The sponsors 
of the draft resolution hoped that as in previous years the Committee vrould adopt 
it by consensus. 

33. Hiss RICHTER (Argentina) said that the Human Rights Committee had devoted 
six sessions to the preparation of the International Covenants on Human Rights a.ad 
the General Assembly had only been able to adopt them in 1966 by dividing them 
into a Covenant on ~conomic, Social and Cultural Rights and a Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights. Subsequently, the international community had reaffirmed 
the indivisible and interdependent nature of those rights. It was regrettable 
that there should be not only two Covenants, but two bodies dedicated to 
considering the reports of the States that were Parties to them. 

34. It would be seen from article 40 of th"' International Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights that the Economic and Social Council ought not be excluded 
from the consideration of the governmental reports on both Covenants; 
unfortunately, the timing of the meetings of the Human Rights Committee made it 
difficult to submit reports to the Economic and Social Council, thus preventing 
the latter from rece1v1ng the Conunittee 1 s annual report at the session at which 
it examined the report of the Harking Group on Economic, Social and Cultural 
Rights. 

35. The delegation of Argentina had suggested to the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.3/34/L.29 that a new paragraph should be inserted into the preamble 
stating the principle of the indivisibility and interdependence of human rights, 
hut the sponsors had not been able to asree to it at the current session. Her 
delegation expressed the hope that at future sessions States Members would 
examine possible means of ensuring the principle of the indivisibility and 
interdependence of human rights in practice and facili-tating co-ordination among 
the bodies responsible for receiving reports on human rights. 

I . .. 
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36. ;,1r. PAPADEHAS (Secretary of the Committee) said that draft resolution 
A/C.3/34/L.29 had no financial implications for the current session, and that the 
possible future implications were given in document A/C.3/34/L.33. 

37. l1r. HOLLHAY (Australia) said that his delegation would vote in favour of 
draft resolution A/C.3/J4/L.29. Australia Has a party to the Covenant on 
~conomic, Social and Cultural Rights, and intended to ratify the Covenant on Civil 
and Political Rights shortly. Australian law and practice -vrere already 
in substantial conformity with the Covenants. 

38. Uith regard to operative paragraph 12 of draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.29, 
he said that Australia continued to be concerned over the problems experienced by 
the Secretariat in providing adequate staff to service the Covenants on Human 
nights, and he recalled the firm support his delegation had given to Economic 
and Social Council resolution 1979/36. It was necessary to make sure that the part 
of the Secretariat which dealt with human rights always had sufficient staff and 
other resources to enable it to discharge its duties effectively. 

39. The CHAIRMAN said that, if there vrere no objections, he would take it that 
the Committee adopted draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.29 as revised by the delegation 
of Denmark on behalf of the sponsors. 

40. Draft resolution A/C.3j34/L.29, as revised,_~a~dopted w~thout a vote. 

41. The CILA.IRMAN said that the consideration of item 84 had been concluded. 

AGENDA ITEl'1 7 4: ELIHINATION OF ALL FORI IS OF RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCE (continued) 
(A/34/303, A/34/566, A/34/569 and A/34/614 and Corr.l (French only), A/34/621; 
A/C.3/34/L.3l) 

42, Miss RICHTEI\ (Argentina) said that her delegation had sponsored draft 
resolution A/C.3/34/L.3l. The slow progress in drafting the Declaration on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination Based on Religion 
or Belief justified the request in paragraph 3 that the General Assembly should 
give it high priority at its next session. 

43. The Argentine Government supported the Catholic religion, but there 'lvere also 
1,617 non-Catholic institutions in Argentina, indicating the wide variety of 
religious expression, Lmr 21.745 of 10 February 1978, which had been drafted in 
consultation with the leaders of the various religions, confirmed the right, 
enshrined in the Constitution, of all inhabitants to the free practice of their 
creed, provided order and public morals were not infringed and the rights of third 
parties were not prejudiced. 

44. Freedom of religion ivas also related to non--religious aspects of life. 
For example, under Argentine law compulsory primary education could be provided 
either in public or private schools, or in the child's home. It should also be 
pointed out that article 21 of the Constitution obliged every Argentine citizen 
to bear arms in the defence of his country and the Constitution. 
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45. Lav 21.745, to uhich she had already referred, had up-datec~ the Nationa.l 
Register of Faiths, the function of uhich ;ras to help solve the problems of the 
various religions 8.nd to provide statistical and administrative services. 

46. l1r. HIESITER (Austria) said that his delec;ation regarded the draft Declaration 
on religious intolerance as the legislative implementation of the Covenant on 
Civil and Political Rights. 

4 7. So far, agreement had been reached only on the title, the preamble and three 
articles of the draft Declaration, because of differences in approach to the 
elaboration of the text, depending on the region to uhich the participatin.o; 
countries belonged. The common denominator of all the proposals 1-ras a rather 
restricted one. 

48. Hhat 1-ras needed vras an (:;!1largement of the basis on ~~hich ac;reement could be 
reached on the implementation of international instruments concerning human 
rights in the field of religion. Hays and means must be found by uhich Governments 
1·rould not fear being overruled_ by religious aspirations, while protecting the 
rights of religious groups to profess their faith. There must be no grounds 
for fearing religious discrimination, and no privilec;es must be given to 
specific religious groups. Any excess of power exercised by the ministers 
of religious societies - of uhich a tragic example had occurred at Jonestown 
(Guyana) - must also be prevented. 

49. The drafting process Has a long one, and called for considerable patience. 
So that the Harking Group could complete its Hork as soon as possible, the 
United Nations should enable it to hold extra-sessional meetings. 

50. His delegation 1vished to Join the list of sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C.3/3L~/L.3l. Although progress made lvithin the Commission on Human Rir,hts when 
drafting the Declaration on religious intolerance should have been reflected 
in the draft resolution, his delegation vould not press for such a proposal, 
which might distrub the delicate balance of the draft. 

51. llr. ABEYvJICKREl'IA (Sri Lanka) noted that freedom of thought, conscience and 
religion uas enshrined in article 18 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, 
and that since 1974, a Worl:ing Group of the Cormnission on Human Righ~cs had been 
entrusted 1vi th the preparation of a declaration on the elimination of all forms 
of intolerance and of discrimination based on religion or belief. His delegation 
hoped for the early conclusion of the I·Torl~ on the draft and looked fonrard to the 
consultations embracing various schools of religious thought which were to take 
place later in 1979 in Bangkok under UNESCO ausnices. 

52. Sixty-seven per cent of the population of Sri Lanta professed Buddhism, 1vhich 
had largely inspired the country's culture and civilization. Since tolerance 
vas a key feature of the Buddhist philosophy, adherents of other creeds, 
including Hindus, Christians and rioslems, lived in complete harmony. Under the 
Constitution, every person uas entitled to freedom of thouc;ht, conscience and 
religion, including the freedom to have or to adopt the religion or belief of 
his choice. 
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A/C.3/34/SB.4l 
English 
Page 9 

(Hr. Jl.beyl:ickrGmo., Sri Lanka) 

53. The curriculum of state-run schools in Sri Lanka included instruction in all 
religions~ which imparted tolerance and understanding for all faiths. The 
exercise of freedom of thought, conscience and relip,;ion could tal~e different 
forms in different national circumstances. It 1-ras for each State to create the 
proper atmosphere for the exercise of religious beliefs. 

51~. The only 1-ray to achieve harmony in that sphere uas through tolerance, 
both within each nation and among nations. His delegation denlored those 
instances -vrhere objects and personages sacred to a particule"r religion Here held 
to ridicule, and also rejected the use of religious symbols and persona~es for 
commercial purnoses. Nor should pseudo-religious issues he exploited to justify 
interference in the internal affairs of other States. 

55. His delegation hoped that draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.3l would be adopted 
by consensus. 

56. Hrs. COOPERSMITH (United States of America) said that the United States had 
been founded on the precepts of religious tolerance. Its Constitution had al1vays 
encouraged and protected the freedom and right of each individual to practice 
his religion. The diversity of religious expression in the United States was a 
part of the national character. 

57. Her delegation hoped that the draft Declaration on the Elimination of All 
Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination Based on Religion or Belief ITOuld be 
completed and adopted by the General Assembly, and -vrished to be included as 
a sponsor of draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.3l. 

58. In the light of the -vrave of religious intolerance against various creeds 
Hhich uas occurring in several countries, it Has incumbent upon States Hembers 
of the United Nat ions to combat religious intolerance Hi th the same degree of 
conviction as they had shown in their struggle against racial discrimination. 
Religious tolerance -vras based on principles enshrined in the United Pations 
Charter and the Universal Declaration of Human Ri~hts. 

59. J:ilr. HASSA (Jordan) recalled that, in resolution 33/106, the General Assembly 
had requested the Commission on Human Rights to submit to it, at its thirty-fourth 
session, a draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of 
Discrimination Based on Religion or Belief. The Cow..mission 1ms discharging 
its task in an effective and objective manner, and nobody could be blame(! for 
the delay in its vorl'i.. Jordan -vmuld not grudc;e its support for international 
efforts to achieve a free and dignified life for all peoples of the VTorld. 
The elimination of all forms of intolerance and discrimination was an essential 
condition for life in peace. 

60. All religions contained clear precepts 'Tith regard to tolerance and 
neighbourly love. However~ there were regions of the 1rorld where thousands of 
people were victims of oppression and even physical extermination, for the sole 
reason that they professed a religion different from that of the majority. For 
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its part, the Constitution of Jordan, in accordance vith the prevailinp; tradition 
of the country upheld the freedom of religion anc1 protection for religious 
observances~ provided they did not infringe public order or morality. 

61. All aspects of human rights were interrelated, and it was impossible to 
implement human rights vri thout also conceding self-determination to oppressed 
peoples under the colonial yoke. The purposes of the Charter could only be 
fulfilled by so doing. 

62. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) said that his country 1-:as thoroughly opposed to 
religious intolerance; people of many religions freely practised them within the 
United Kingdom. Yet there were still some ree;imes vrhich tried to control 
people's thoughts and, although the Universal Declaration of Human RiQ;hts 
proclaimed the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion, it had 
still not yet been possible to embody that right in a legally binding 
international convention. 

63. lUthout;h 27 years had passed since the question of an international 
instrument of that type had been put before a col"lpetent organ of the United 
Nations, no major progress had been made in that regard because of the 
filibustering activities of a r;roup of atheist Goverv~ents. In February and 
Barch 1979, the Commission on Human I\ights had mcmaged to adopt the first three 
articles of a draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious 
Intolerance. That mic;ht be the first step tow·ards the eventual drafting of a 
legally binding convention on the subject. 

64. His delegation attached importance to the draft Declaration and hcped that 
in 1980 further progress ~:wuld be made on it by the -vrorking group to be set up 
by the Cormnission on Human Rights at its thirty-sixth session. His country fully 
supported draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.31. 

65. Mr. HEINEl'WITN (Netherlands) said that, on the basis of the principle of the 
equality of mankind, the Charter stipulated that there should be respect for 
11.uman rights and fundamental freedoms for all 1-1i thout distinction as to race, 
sex, language or religion. nevertheless, discrimination still existed in the 
present-day world. 

66. All forms of discrimination deserved attention, if full recop;nition of the 
inherent dignity and of the inalienable rights of all persons was to be attained. 
The United Hations had done much to combat racial discrimination and 
discrimination against -vromen, but it had been unable to make the ssme degree of 
progress in other areas. 

67. His delee;ation deplored the fact the"t the 1Torlc of the Com.mission on Human 
Rights on the draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious 
Intolerance 11as proceeding so slovrly. It smr no reason vrhy any delegation should 
object to such an instrument, vhich merely aimed at fulfilling one of the purposes 
of the Charter. 

68. At its thirty-fifth session, the Commission on Human Bights had adopted the 
first three articles of the draft Declaration; that vras coin.mendable. It was 
also encouraging that, as indicated in document A/34/303 submitted by the 

I . .. 
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Secretary-General, the differences of opinion among the members of the Comrnission 
with regard to the Declaration uere of form and not of substance. It might 
be assumed, therefore, that the Commission on Human Rights \Wulo_ ado-pt the rest 
of the draft at its next session. 

69. He introduced draft resolution A/C. 3/34/L. 31 and announced that Austria, 
Egypt, El Salvador, Peru anG the United States of ftmerica had become sponsors 
of it. 

70. As the Commission on Human Rights had not yet finalized its vrork on the 
elaboration of an international instrument on the elimination of all forms of 
religious intolerance, the spcmsors deemed it preferable that the General 
Assembly should limit itself, at the present stage, to a procedural resolution. 
It had been possible to incorporate in the text nearly all the amenQments 
proposed by other delegations. 

71. The draft resolution requested the Commission on Human Ri~hts to continue to 
give high priority to the drafting of the Declaration on the Elimim~,tion of 
P~l Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination Based on Relip,ion or Belief. The 
sponsors hoped that the draft Declaration could be considered at the thirty-
fifth session of the General Assembly and, to that end, requested the Commission 
on Human Rights to give high priority to the item. If the Corrmission on Human 
Rights 1vas unable to complete its 1-rorl' at its next session, it might be sufficient 
for the Assembly to hold a brief debate to review the progress r,1_ac.te. He hoped 
that the Commission on Human Rights -vmuld ta};:e those consic1erations into account 
when organizing its programme of lvork and allocating time to the various i terns 
on its agenda. In parac;raph 3 of the draft resolution, the sponsors had opted 
for the positive and optimistic hypothesis that the Assembly -vrould be able 
to consider the draft Declaration at its next session. 

72. ~Ir. LEJEUNE (France) recalled that his country ·was a republican and secular 
State -vmich, in its history, had overcome long, bitter internal struggles 
arisin(j out of relie;ious intolerance. Religious tolerance nov appeared such a 
self-evident thin(j that there should be no difficulties in proclaiminr: it in 
a formal declaration. nevertheless, the Commission on Human Rights at its 
latest session had managed to adopt only the first three articles of the draft 
Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination 
Based on Religion or Belief. It had thus not fully carried out the mandate 
given it by the General Assembly in resolution 33/lOG. That wa,s unsatisfactory 
progress, if it vas recalled that the General Assembly had entrusted that task 
to the Commission on Human Rights at its tuenty-ninth session, and even more so 
if it was borne in mind that the question of religious intolerance had been on 
the Assembly's agenda since 19G2. 

73. France ree;retted the slouness of those procedures. The very basis of human 
rights was the prohibition of discrimination, i.e., the virtue of tolerance uith 
rec;ard to religion and other beliefs. Until that 1-ras reflected in universally and 
sincerely recognized precise rules, the foundation of those rights uoulc'_ not be 
solid. 

I . .. 
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74. It uas c,enerally aclmmrledged that no one could be denied on religious grounds 
ric;hts that 1rere allouec1 to others ancl~ in particular, the right to hold 2:Jublic 
office. Nevertheless, not all countries quite seened to understand that the 
rejection of religious intolerance required that IJL:blic authorities should assume 
a position of neutrality not only vi th regard to different religions but also 
-vrith regard to religion itself. Tolerance did not exclude the right of criticizine>: 
the beliefs of others; it might even be said that tolerance presup2:JOSed the 
existence of that right. But the State, precisely because it vras the State, 
should abstain from professing an ideology. A State lvhich actively militated 1n 
favour of atheism vras violating article 18 of the Universal Declaration, even if 
it took no discriminatory measure against persons professine; a religion. If the 
State militated in favour of theism, it vas violating the same article for similar 
reasons. The State should be neutral and shot'-ld refrain from any propaganda for 
or against religion. 

75. His dele[!;ation therefore believed that the General Assembly should request 
tbe Conwission on Human Rights t~ submit to it at its next session a draft 
Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination 
Based on Tieligion or Belief and. that the Commission should assign to that task all 
the time that was necessary. 

76. uir. HOLLWAY (Australia), r.fter a brief revie"I·T of the efforts made since 1963 
in the United Nations for the elimination of all forn1s of racia: intolerance, said 
that the lack of progress made over all those years nas disappointing, because that 
objective should not arouse controversy. The United Nations Charter already 
provided for the Ilromotion of human rights and fundamental freedoms for all 
uithout distinction as to religion. Similarly, the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights proclaimed that everyone had the right to freedom of religion, as vvell as to 
freedorn of thought and conscience. Ileligion anc belief existed in all narts of the 
1mrld, and distinctions could not be cl.ra•m betvreen North and South or behreen 
developed and developinc; countries. 

77. It had been a matter of satisfaction to the Australian Government that the 
Commission on Human RiG;hts at its thirty-fifth session had adopted, b;r vote, the 
first three articles of the proposed draft :Ceclaration, although it uould have been 
preferable if the text had been adopted by consensus. 

78. Religious freedom ua_s no less a l,o;ritimate concern than other areas of human 
rights which had received attention, for example, in conventions and declarations 
relating to racial discrimination, civil and political rights, economic, social and 
cultural rights, torture and the mass media. Tl1e international community had 
Haited too lone for similar action against racial intolerance, and it 1-ms therefore 
desirable that the Coiiiillission on Human Ric;hts should press ahead uith its iTOrk in 
that area. It 1vould be very desirable if a declaration could be submitted to the 
General AsseElbly at its thirty-fifth session. 

79. His delegation supported and vras a sponsor of draft resolution A/C. 3/3lr/L. 31. 

80. Archbishop CHELI (Observer for the Holy See) said he regarded as an encouraging 
step the adoption by the Commission on Human Rights of resolution 20 (XXXV), \vhich 
contained three draft articles, and the Commission's decision to continue at its 
thirty-sixth sesison the elaboration of the remainin8 articles of the draft 
Declaration on the Flimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of Discrimination 
Based on Religion or Belief. / ••• 
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81. The subject of religious freedom vras of utmost importance to the Holy See. 
'rhe Catholic Church strove to serve the common good of mankind, which consisted 
above all in safesuarding the rif!hts and duties of human beings. Referring to 
the systematic threats against men and their inalienable ric;;hts in the modern 
world, His Holiness Pope John Paul II, in his recent messaf:e to the General 
Assembly, had emphasized the injustices existing in the spiritual field and had 
recalled that, in today' s vorld, structures of social life often existed in 
which the practical exercise of religious freedom condemned man to become a 
second-class or third-class citizen, to see compromised his chances of social 
advancement, his professional career or his access to certain posts of 
responsibility, and to lose even the possibility of educatinz his children freely. 

G2. History had demonstrated that, whenever the right to religious freedom had 
not been respected, no other human right had been respected either. The Minister 
for Forei~n Affairs of Yugoslavia, in his statement before the General Assembly, 
had said that it -vras difficult to promote human rights unless they were linked 
to the rights of national minorities and of ethnic, religious and other groups, 
and unless they enabled the individual to determine the conditions of his life and 
to be a free person Hithout being exposed to any system of discrimination. 

83. The Holy See hoped that the General Assembly would take note with satisfaction 
of the three articles adopted by the Commission on Human Rights and that the 
General Assembly, at its thirty-fifth session, would consider and proclaim a 
declaration on the elimination of all forms of intolerance and of discrimination 
based on religion or belief. 

84. Mr. RAl'OOANIE (Zaire) said that in his country religious intolerance was 
almost unkno-vm and that, in accordance with the Constitution, there was no state 
religion. Everyone had the right to freedom of thought, conscience and religion. 
Accordingly, many religions were freely practised in his country. 

85. Religious intolerance was equivalent in many respects to racial discrimination: 
both stemmed from lack of respect for the dignity of the human being. Mainly as 
a result of the events of the Second 1Jorld \var, the United Nations had included 
among its objectives the promotion and encouragement of universal res~ect for 
~uman rights and fundamental freedorr:s. It had been necessary to ensure 
international protection of hwnan ri~hts, since they were an essential prerequisite 
for world peace and human progress. 

86. There -vras an urgent need to guarantee full respect for h1man rie:hts in all 
countries and to inculcate among younr, persons a respect for fundamental freedoms, 
since prejudices were passed on from one e;eneration to another. A declaration 
and a convention on the elimination of religious intolerance should be drafted as 
soon as rossible; his delegation accordingly expressed its satisfaction -vrith 
regard to the adoption by the General Assewbly of the various resolutions relating 
to the draft Declaration and to a draft international convention on the elimination 
of all fonr,:; of intolerance and of discrimination based on relgion or belief. 

/ ... 
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87. filr. BALLAS (Chile) said that freedom of thought, conscience and religion, 
enshrined in article 18 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, was one of 
the fundamental rights which the United Nations should recognize and reaffirm. 

88. The importance of spiritual values increased in historical circumstances 
such as those prevailing at the present day, characterized by the predominance 
of material values. In his address to the General Assembly on 2 October 1979, 
His Holiness Pope John Paul II had declared that the relationship between 
spiritual and material values was a constant rule of the history of humanity and 
that, in that relationship, spiritual values, which included respect for the 
freedom of conscience and respect for religious beliefs, were pre-eminent. 
Regrettably, much remained to be done in that field, since many injustices in 
the spiritual field detracted from the force of the Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights by ignoring the importance of the principles which that instrument 
sought to protect. 

89. The United Nations had not played a very effective role in that regard. 
There had been delays in co~mencing the work and its progress had been subject to 
procrastination. As a result, there was a lack of normative provisions and other 
measures. Until a consensus was reached in respect of a declaration on the 
elimination of all forms of religious intolerance and until such a consensus was 
translated into fact, there would be no fundamental changes in the current 
situation. 

90. Chile had always respected freedom of worship, which was fully enunciated in 
the country's present Constitution. His delegation, hoping that the United 
Nations would achieve progress in that field, supported draft resolution 
A/C.3/34/L.3l, submitted by the Netherlands. 

91. Ms. CAO-PINNA (Italy) considered that the absence of an international 
instrument adopted by the General Assembly on the elimination of all forms of 
religious intolerance was a denial of the inalienable rights of the human being. 
More than 30 years had elapsed since the adoption of the Universal Declaration 
of HunJan Rights, which proclaimed the right to freedom of thought, conscience and 
religion, but despite the efforts of the competent United Nations bodies, 
international co-operation in the elaboration of an international instrument on 
that question had not yet been achieved. 

92. In its resolution 3027 (XXVII), the General Assembly, recognlZlng that it 
was still premature to consider a convention on the elimination of religious 
intolerance, had decided to accord priority to the completion of a declaration 
on the subject. Later, in its resolution 3267 (XXIX), the General Assembly 
had requested the Commission on Human Rights to undertake the task of elaborating 
a single draft declaration. Since then the Commission had held five sessions, 
but only at the last one had it been able to adopt the first three articles of 
the draft Declaration. The working group established at each session to consider 
the question had achieved far-reaching agreement on several substantive aspects 
but had been unable to reach a consensus. 

I ... 
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93. Her delegation welcomed the adoption of the first three articles of the draft 
Declaration, and hoped that in 1980 even greater efforts would be made by the 
·Harking Group to proceed in the performance of its task. Only thus could the 
expression 11 international co-operation" have the meaning it was meant to have in the 
United Nations Charter. 

94. Mr. O'DONOVAN (Ireland) noted that the elaboration of an international 
instrument on the elimination of religious intolerance had suffered a marked setback. 
Various instruments relating to racial discrimination were in force and progress had 
been achieved in elaborating a convention on the elimination of discrimination 
against women. That contrasted with the difficulties encountered in the item on 
religious intolerance. The central point involved was the question of the human 
spirit: it was in the nature of the human person to seek the truth. Once found, 
the truth should be respected by others. Religious freedom should be encouraged at 
the national and internatonal levels. The human being, as indicated by His Holiness 
Pope John Paul II in his address to the General Assembly, needed to give external 
expressiou to his internal convictions. 

95. The efforts made in that respect had enabled some significant progress to be 
achieved. The Commission on Human Rights, in resolution 20 (XXXV), had noted that 
the Working Group had achieved far-reaching agreement on several substantive aspects 
but had been unable to reach a general consensus. The Commission had therefore 
adopted the text of the three draft articles in respect of which there had been far
reaching agreement. He trusted that the continuation of that work would enable the 
General Assembly to consider a complete draft declaration at its thirty-fifth 
session. Ireland was therefore co-sponsoring draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.31. 

96. Mr. SENE (Senegal) said that his country was a secular and democratic republic 
that attached great importance to religious tolerance. Senegal was a member of the 
Working Group that had drafted the preamble and three articles adopted by the 
Commission on Human Rights. 

97. Any religious discrimination, exclusion or restriction violated freedom. 
Worship and the celebration of rites should be limited only on the legitimate 
grounds of public security and conformity with the law. Religious freedom was also 
necessary for development, since the latter should include the spiritual traditions 
and heritage of each people. 

98. The Commission on Human Rights should conclude as soon as possible its current 
work on the elaboration of an international instrument on religious intolerance. 
Senegal therefore joined the list of sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.31. 

99. The CHAIRMAN said that, if there were no objections, he would assume that the 
Committee wished to adopt draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.31 without a vote. 

100. Draft resolution A/C.3/34/L.31 was adopted without a vote. 

101. The CHAiffi~ noted that consideration of item 74 was thereby concluded. 

The meeting rose at 6.25 p.m. 




