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The meeting was called to order at 3.20 p.m.

AGWDA ITEM 121 REPORT  OF THE ECONCMC  AND SOCIAL ODUNCIL  (continued) (A/42/3, 67,
321) A/42/296-8/10073, A/42/391,  A/42/402-8/10979; A/42/400, 496, 497, 490 and
Md.1,  499, 504, 506, 556 and Corr.1,  56R,  612 and Md.1,  641 and Corr .l, 645, 646,
648,  658,  661,  667 and Corr.1,  677,  665,  690,  7251  A/42/734-5/192621  A/C.3/42/1.,  6 ,
81 A/C.3,‘42/L.2,  L . 5 ,  L.8, L.89/Rev.l,  L.90, L.91)

1. Mt. STROHAL  (Aurtria) said thet the United Nations had developed over theP-L-
years an impressive body of instruments and  procedurea to deal with human rights
violat.ionid. Dedication to the protection and peanotion of those rights was a
corner-&ant  of his country’s political thinking, the individual must be at the
centre of all hunan  rights tndoavoura. As the reports before the Committee showed,
howwti’,  the mtandarda  enshrined in the Universal Declarat.ion  and subsequent
inrtrurnrnta had not been attained. The world community had a continuing duty to
,tduct  the gap ktwrtn norms and reality , a task which intimately involved the work
of the various monitoring mechanisms and eptcial  procedures.

2. The increasing co-operation extended to special rapporteurs and special
rtprtrentativts  by the competent authorities of the countries cancer ntd wag a
welcome lsign  of growing recognition that international efforts for the protection
and promotion of human rights and fundamaqtal free&me  could not be deemed
interference in  a country’s internal  affairs. Austria expressed its appreciation
to thoee  Jovtcnmentr  which had co-operated and appealed to them and al.1 other
countrite  to inttnr  ify such co-operation.

3. Some elamonta  in the latest  inter im report of  the Special  Sbpporttur  on the
situation in Afghanistan, and the fact that the Special Rapporttur had been able to
viait that country for the first time were welcome nigne. Grave violati.ons
cant inued  to occur, however, and his delegation hoped sincerely that the human
rightr  situation in Afghanistan wou1.d improve. The latest inter k report on the
sihration  in Iran alto reflected some improvements and the possibility of increased
gOVtrnmtnt  co%iperation  with the Special  Representative in  future.  Continuing
grave violationr,  particularly with regard to religious minorities, remained a
matter for concern, hoWwar,  and he hoped that the Special Representative would
soon be all.owod to  virit  Iran. His delegation noted the comprehensive report on
the situation in Chila,  it remained particul*  cly disturbed at measures taken in
Chile under tha various rtates of emergency and appealed to the Government not only
to expand it8 exemplary co-operation with the Special Rapporteur  but also to take
imwdiatt mtaaurtt to improve the human rights ei tuation in Chile. In El Salvador,
hman rights continued to be violated  despite some  positive  devel~pmtnte and his
delegation atsoniated  itself with the recommendation? contained in the Special
Representative’s inter in report.

I 4- Another important mechanism, the procedure established  under Economic and
I &Cial  Cou?cl!.  resolution 1503 (XLVIII) for dealing with communications  on alleged

hum&n  rights violations, needed to be strengthened. The appointment of special
rapportour  or waking groups to considler  epecific  aspects of human rights
violations  wa6 also  important in that it permitted an impartial aeroach. Hi5
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delegation camtndtd  the Special Rapportturs on tk. questions of torture and
religious intolerance on their excellent reports and welcomed t.he  work of the
Spscial Rapporteur on sumnary or arbitrary executions, particularly his report that
national commissions had been established in several countries to investigate casts
of human rights violations. Concerning the praiseworthy efforts of the Working
Group on Enforced or Involuntary Disappearances, he appealed to all Governmsnts
contacted by the Working Group to follow the example of those which had established
full  co-operation with i t .

5. The examples he had cited sLowed the growing need for co-operation not only
bttwttn countries and the United Nation5 system but also among the latter’s various
human rights  mschanlsms,  for instance, in considering the question of human rights
in the administration of justice. His delegation looked forward to the meeting of
the chairperson5 of the various human rights monitoring bodies. Such co-operation
was also urgently needed in considering the practice of arbitrary or unacknowledged
ackninistrativt  detention.

6. Human rights violation5 were not confined to the countries currently being
dealt with by United Nation5 human rights mechanisms, however. His delegation had
already given its views on the situations in southern Africa, the Arab territories
occupisd by Israel since 1967 and Central America. The situation in South-East
Asia was also cause for concern , although his delegation welcomed the measures
taken by the Govtrrnntnt oi: the Philippine5 in regard to that country. The
situation in Europe also called for further improvement. Efforts were being made,
within the framework of the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, to
take practical measures to improve the human rights situation t,here and the process
provided an excellent opportunity for snhancing cooperation  among countries with
different tconcmic,  social and cultural systems. The machinery established under
the Europsan  Convention on Human  Righta also provided hitherto unsurpassed judicial
protect ion.

.

7. Armed conflict was a common feature of many human rights violations, the most
flagrant example being the war in the Persian Gulf. It wa5  important  to call  for
Strict  observance of the relevant provisions of international htnnanitarian  law.

0. The advisory services provided by the Secretariat affcrded  valuable assistance
t0 tivernments  in their efforts to improve human rights; those sc,rvices  should
therefore be strengthened. His delegation wtlcased the establishment of a
Voluntary Fund for Advisory Services but believed that the effort5 of the
Under-Secretary-General for Human Rights and the staff of the Centre for Human
Rights should be primarily support.ed not by voluntary fund5 but rather by
increasing the percentage of the United Nations budget earmarked for human rights.

9. SillCt  the adoption of the Universal. Declaration of Human Rights almost
40 years previously, the world comnuni  ty had achieved much in the areas ol
standard-setting, monitoring and practical assistance in reducing the gap between
norms and reality, Such measures were effective only if the requisite steps were
taken at the national level, however) the United Nation5 syr’;em provided an
invaluable framework for co-operation to that end and shoul” be used in full.
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1 0 . Mrs. OTUNBAEVA (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the work of the
Third Connrittee rzresentsd  a constructive joint approach to many of the worid’s
most prossing  human rights problems and reflected a great !x&ential  for prorjreas.
She  wondsrsd, therefore, what had prompted the representative of the United States
to try to stir up an atmosphere of political confrontation in the Committee. Such
a massive outburst against so many countries was hardly calculated to further the
Committee’s work or enhance diplomatic relations. Whatever the motivation, the
style alone had aroused surprise and dismnnay.

11. She was forced to conclude, to her regret, that thd United States aim was
propaganda and political confrontation , not the promotion of human rights. Clues
to its intentions were to be found in that country’s relations with the South
African racist dgime,  the Chilean dictatorship and tt\ 0 reactionary Governments of
a nu&sr of other countries. The United States delegation was as aware as any
other of its Government’s political and moral support for reactionary dictatorships
which  flagrantly violated human rights. Whalt  roundly condemning human rights
violat  ions before the Comni  ttee, that country tried to justify or conceal its own
act ions by select ivity and the distortion of facts. The real reason for its absurd
allegations against Nicaragua and Cuba, for instance, was the fact that those
countries had dared to opt for true independence. It was, moreover, irodc that
the United States should talk about the human rights situation in countries against
whose Governments it was waging open armed intervention and exerting economic and
other pressures.

12. The United States delegation’s spiteful outburst against the Government of
Afghanistan, and its rejsction  of that COvernment’s  recent cease-fire offers., were
intended to cover up the undeclared war that the United States was waging against
that legitimate Government and its peace-loving people. Clearly, the United States
did not really want to end the bloodshed and promote hrrman  rights and democracy in
Afghanistan. The Committee must not be taken in; it must give Afghanistan every
assfstsnce  by helping to establish normal conditions in the region.

13. The United States delegation’s remarks about the so-called Turkish minority in
Bulgaria has also been designed simply to sow discord between neighbouring States.
As for that delegation’s lengthy diatribe against the Soviet Union, its tasteless
blend of condescension and censure served no constructive purpose whatsoever. The
Uhited States could learn a great deal from the Soviet Union, but the latter did
not presume to give lectures. It simply wished to point art that socialism and
socialist democracy went beyond the adoption of I egal texts and took practical
measures to erasure  equality and justice for everyone , and the exercise of all human
rights . In 70 years of  social ist  development, marked by achievements and problems
alike, the Soviet Union had established a socialist society without profiting from
world conflict or the oppression of colonial and dependent territories. It had
resinted aggression, freed other nations from fascism and provided genuine support
to those in need. The United States del.eqation’s  attempt to blacken the record
merely reflected a refusal to achncwledge  the humanitarian nature of socialism and
its real contribution to world equality.
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14. As for the so-called problems of emigration, lack of religious freedom and
anti-Semitism in the Eoviet  Union, her Go?rerrment  consistertly  op.)nsed,  both at
home and in international fora, all forms of racismr  discrimination and
inequality. If the Unitea  States had actually pursued the no1 icies tt preached,
the evils of which it spoke would have been el!.ninated  long since from it8 own
country . That was far fran being the case, however. The United States delegation
would do well to consider the standard of living in its own country, where there
were at least 7 million unemployed ,  at  least  3 mil l ion hcmeles,, and over
20 million people went hungry. To such people, the claim that there wac  no better
life in any other country must ring hollow, to say the least. The United States
delegation had no right to speak of conditions elsewhere, conditions which were in
any case not I subject for derision. The level of deprivation in its own country -
a disease for which i ta society seemed to have no cure - was a grave indictment Of
so-called American democracy, which was democratic only for the rich.

15. A recurrent theme in the United States delegation’s assertions had been that
everyone wanted to enter the United States and live there. The reality faced by
many innigrant  workers was tragically different, however. As for polit ical  r ights
in that country, the claim that political pcmer  was exercised by the  masses was  not
borne out by the huge sums required for election to political office or the iact
that the millions of unemployed and hungry had no political means of changing their
situation.

16. The United States delegation, therefore, had absolutely no right to lecture
others about human rights but should be considering how its own country might
conform more fully to generally recognised internationaJ.  norms in that area. The
Soviet Union believed that international disloque could and should be the bSSi8  for
genuine respect and sincere co-operation among all States with a view to prcmoting
true respect for human rights and observance of international human rights
instruments. Constructive results in the Cunmitteels  work would move towards that
end. ,

17. Mr. CONSTANTINESCU  (Romania) Raid that, despite undeniable ti..~fferences  in
approach to the means, within the United Nations system, for improving the exercise
of human rights and fundamental freedana, it was essential to recognise the value
of true dialogue to that end. His delegation based its  posit ion 311  nStiOna1
realities and the relevant international instruments to which it was a party.
Certain elements had, however, tried to use the Co~ittee’s  deliberations to
emphasise marginal issues and ignore the essential aspects of the task of pranoting
human rights and fundamental freedoms, in order to distract attention fran Certain
grave social ananalies which warranted constant attention in any serious debate.
The purpose of any human rights debate should be to overcoIIIc the acute problems
facing peoples and guarantee their fundamental rig&s, in 1 articular,  the right to
life, peace and a iree and independent existence. Many Stater rightly shared the
view that inter:ntional  peace and security were essential to the full exercise of
human rights, including the right to developneqt , and that all problnms should be
solved in a mantx which respected States’ individual sovereignty.
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18. The promotion and or iervance of hr. an rights depended 01 national and
international econanic and political stablility/  all human rights were indivisible
and interdependent and deserved equal attention. As the General Assembly had
stressed repatedly,  the whole question of the promotion and enjoyment of human
rights should be approached from the standpoint of the need to establish a new
international eccnanic order and also the need to eliminate such causes of human
rights violat~ions  as colonislism and neo-colonialism, apartheid, raaism  and racial
discrimination, nat’onalism,  foreign domination and sggress4on and threats to
national  sovereigr.ty and territorial  integrity. Many delegations had stressed the
need to establish a new international order which was firmly based on the norms of
internstional  law, justice and equity, and to seek ways of pranoting  human rights
and fundamental freedans in their entirety.

19. In consideriq  practical measures to enhance international co-operation, i.t
was important to focus on fundamental issues rather than marginal ones and to avoid
polit icsl  and ideological  di8tractions. Strengthening the Orqanitation’s  role and
authority dopetied on the political will of Member States, but some of the latter
were trying  to poison the polit ical  cl imate, His delegation stood ready to
perticipate  in a genuine dialogue, however’v  based on fundamental principles of
international law.

20. MS. ASTOh’ZA  (Nicaragua) said that the subject of hunan  rights was becoming
increasingly complex owing to its frequent manipulation for politicsl purposes. It
was essential therefore to take a cmnprehensive  approach to the issue, and to place
it  in an historical  context . Failure to do so resulted in an incomplete assessment
of s Governnsnt’s human rights record , which wss then used  as a basis for
evaluating the moral leqitimscy of the Government in question. Any assessment  of a
Government’s human rights record must be impartial and based on reliable evidence.
In making such assessments, it was necessary to consider those factors which
facilitated or impeded the protection and promotion of human rights, such as the
level of development, political stability and econcmic prosperity in the country
concerned.

21. Civil and political rights and economic , social  and cultural rights were
undeniably indivisible. Human rights could not be enjoyed fully without peace and
sustained econanic and social development , and peace and  development could not be
sustained without efforts to eliminate inequality, discrimination and
exploitation. Unfortunately, some sectors remained unmwed by the despair of the
developing  wuntries and continued to oppose their legitimate demands for a new
international econcmic order which would enab1.e  pcopies  to exercise their right to
political,  eccnanic and social development.

22. Flagrant violations of the prfnciples  of international, iaw persisted in
southern Africa and the Middle East  . The history of Latin America was also replete
with human rights violations perpetrated by dictatoLia1  rCgimerJ,  some which were
sti l l  in power. That continent’s long history of undsrdevslopment  and social
injustice had forced its peoples to rebel and to initiate processes of democratic
change. In the cam of her own country, the very Governments who lectured others

/ . . .
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on reapct  for human rights were thoua who frequently perpetuated  hunan  rights
violations. The recent spurious allegations made by the United States concerning
human rights violationr  in Nicaragua thus came as no rurprise.  The United States
Government had used that same excuse many tinea  before to justify its illegal
policy of aggression sgainat her cauntry , even though those allegations had already
been refuted by aeveral humanitarian organirationa, ahe nevertheless appealed to
the United States Government to put an end to ita acts of aggression  and to atop
financing terrorism in her country. It wae high time that the United Statea
acknowledged the new realities in Central Ameriaa, and she hoped that the 8igning
of the historic  Central American peace plan would signal the beginni.tig of an era of
co-operation and respect between Nicaragua and the United States.

23. Ms. MARIANO  (Portugal) endorsed fully the atatement on human rights made by
the representative of Detnnark  on behalf of the twelve member countries of the
European Community. Her country, which had reo?ntly  been elected to the Commission
on Human Rights,  had a long tradition of tolerance and its current policy was ona
of strict respect for human rights and fundamental freedana  and the granting of
individual and collective rights which were pmtectbd by law. In that same spirit,
she welcanr-d the renewal of the mandate of the Special Rapportour  on religious
intolerance.

24. The human righta  nituation  world wide was far fran satisfactory. However ,
that situation would be far worae were it not for the efforts of international
organizations, which enaured that hunan  rights violations received international
attention. Her country had acceded to the variaua international h\radn rights
instruments and also to the European Convention for the Protection of Hunsn  Right:
and FUndsmanta  1 Freedoms. It also attached importance to the follow-up meeting Of
the Conference on Security and Co-operation in Europe, which was considering a
number of fundamental hunan  rights issues.

25. Her country was deeply concerned that the iight  of peoplea to
aelf-detennination  continued to be denied in many area8,  giving rise to situations
of oppresaion and actual or potential conflict. In particular,  the policy of
deetabilization pursued by the apartheid r&ime of south Africa against
neighbouring countries threatened to trigger a generalized regional conflict and
was,  moreover, hindering the front-l ine Stateb’  development  efforts .  Portugal
pledgod  its continuing solidarity with Angola and Mozambique in that regard and
condermed  all  r6gimea which violated hunan  rights .

26. The situation in Latin America was of special interest to her Government
because of the close historical and cultural tier between her country and that
region, and it hoped that democracy would soon be established throughout that
region.

27. Ms. AIOUAZE (Aiger is) , retracing the history of international  efforts  to
prunote and protect hunan  rights, recalled that the African Charter of HWan and
Peoples’ Rights had been adopted on 21 October 1966 and that the African Commission
on Hunan and Peoples’ Rights had been eetnbl  ished in July 1987.
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28. The protection and pranotion of hunan  rights had never been possible in
situations of subjugation of entire peoples. The right of peoples to
self-determination was fundamental and without it no other rights could be
implemented. The colonial system had always been exemplified by massive violations
of the most fundamental rights and it was deplorable therefore that the right of
self-determination was still being denied to some  peop:es,  including the people of
Weatern Sahaca and the Palest.inian  people. The South African and Namibian peoples
were ahowing heroic resistance to cpartheid,  but an international comnitmont was
needed to finally put an end to racial oppression.

29. Hunan  rights were indivisible and interdependent and any notion that one
category of rights predaninated over another must be abandoned. For example p the
riqht  to vote or to freedom of movement had no meaning when the satisfaction of the
most elementary needs  was not guaranteed. A global amroach  to human rights,
according equal importance to each aspect of that questi - was the only possible
basis for future action.

30. Mr. FERNANDO (Sri Lanka) said that political , social or economic development
could be assured only in an atmonphere conducive to 3uch development. Nation 8
concerned with promoting freedom and human rights must not thwart the efforts being
made in various parts of the world to pranote thase  concepts in the face of
onslaughts by elements hostile to them. Terrorism was being used by certain qroups
to denounce established law and order and those confronted with terrorist acts had
no choice but to meet the challenge. Developed nations had the sophisticated
technology and weaponry to crush terrorist movements but developing countries did
not and their only solution was therefore to strengthen their emergency powers and
use convent ional  force . It was obvious that every safeguard had to be applied to
enaure the protection of captured terrorists under the criminal law of the country
concerned. Efforts to co&at terrorism inevitably resulted in casualties not Only
among terrorists but also among the armed services and the civilian population,
however. Unfortunately, reports on civilian casualties were often exaggerated out
of all proportion and criticized as serious human rights violations when the
country concerned was not in political favour internationally.

31. Sri Lanka had suffered many years of terrorist onslaught against its
established parliamentary democracy and civilian population by groups who had
refused repeated peace offers, including amnesty. The Special RappOrteUr,
reporting to the the Sub-Conrnission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection
of Minorities, had commended the government of Sri Lanka for finding a solution to
the conflict in Sri Lanka and the Commonwealth  Heads of Government had acclaimed
the Indo-Sri  Lanka accord as an act of high statesmanship. The Government of
Sri Lanka had always been comnitted  to a political settlement oi the COUntrY’S
ethnic problems and had taken positive and constructive initiatives to persuade the
terrorist groups to lay down their arms and come to the negotiating table. Massive
violations of h~nran  Lights by terrorist groups continued in the north and east of
Sri Lanka, however. Although certain terrorist groups had shown a desire  to
co-operate, one group in particular had clung desperately to terrorist tactics and
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was refusing to take part in the peace process and abide by the cease-fire,
persist ing instead in i ts  objective of  establishing a separate State by violent
means.

32. His delegation was gratified that the report of the Economic and Social
Quncil  had not deemed it necessary to even refer to the situation in Sri lanka, in
contrast to the orchestrated criticisms of the Sri Lankan  human rights aituation in
other fora. Delegations should understand the plight of a small developing State
which was committed tc and practised parliamentary democracy but must combat lethal
attacks on it and its people by mnall terrorist groups who had enjoyed a favourable
press in the past. The people and Goverr..lent of Sri Lanka would continue to deal
firmly with terrorism within a democratic framework.

33. Mr. CAIDERON  (Chile) said that it was absurd to request Chile’s co-operation
in ensuring respect for hunan  rights and then, on receiving its unrestricted
co-operation, to do everything possible to discourage it by adopting unfair and
irregular procedures ar d resolutions. The situation described by the
representative of Denmark , speaking on behalf of the European Community, and by
other speakers, and also in the draft resolution which had been sponsored by, anr~ng
others, Mexiw, that pillar of democracy, bore ll~ relation to the real  s ituation,
as all those  who free1 y visited Chile knew perfectly well. The Special Rapportcur
himself had placed on record that he enjoyed complete freedom of action during him
visits to Chile and that all sectors of the press followed him and reported without
restriction on both his activities and his statements.

3 4 . The statment  made on behalf of the European Community was a mass of
falsehoods. Facts were distorted - for instance, the statement referred to “death
squads” when what in fact existed in Chile was terrorism, predominantly of the far
left, instigated by the Chilean Cummunist  Party , which claimed responsibility for
i t  dai ly on Pad10  Moscow. Facts were also concealed, even though they were public
knowledge. For instance, there was no mention that the Special Rapporteur himaelf
had noted that the process of bringing an end to the exile of Chilean citizena
continued uninterrupted (A/42/556, para.  89’. Lastly, facts were denied or cnly
half stated; it was said that there was no freedom of assembly or freedan of
speech, but an open-air meeting of omosition  parties had just taken place in
Sairtiago  without any impediment, like many others held in recent months in Chile.
Mortwer,  over 25 newspapers and magazines of the most divrrse persuasions
circulated freely in Chiie and there were 42 opposition radio stations.

35. One might ask whether countries with conflict situations co-operated in the
same manner as Chile; whether they allowed visits by individuals known to be
opposed to their Governmentis,  or the holding of hostile meetings~ whether they had
limited their powers as Chile had done; whether they had agreed to co-operate  with
the 1nter:~tional  Committee of the Red Cross in the area of hunan rights as Chile
had don*; whether they all had established electoral systems which guaranteed full
participation of citizens and adequate  supervisory mechanisms to prevent electoral
fraud . Dnly those who genuinely fulfilled all those criteria had the right to make
comments and criticisms about Chile. The arclnnents  put forward by the
representative of Bolivia in that connection were patently absurd.
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36. Despite Chile’s co-opel,ation, the procedure amlied to Chile both in the
General Assetily and in the Coareisb!.on  on Human  Rights continua9  to be
di8criminatory,  selective and unjust . The limitations impo8ed  on thu . ?ngth  of
Spcial  wporteur’a  reports was not applied to Chile, although the situation in
other cruntries  wan far more serious. The question of Chile wa8 still a separate
item on the agenda of the Conmnis8ion  on Hunen  Rights, while other countr?cS  were
included in a general item. The time had come to coneider  where the annual
exercise  wa8 leadirrg . It did not correct or solve the fundamental, genuine
problem8 that existed, it preserved the impunity of recognised massive flrrgrant  and
sy8tanatic  violator8 of hunan  right8 , and it diecouraged  those who CO-Operated  in
good f a i t h .

37. With regard to the draft reaa!ation,  one : again one of the spon8ors was a
wuntry which, a8 was generally recognized,  was not democratic, where there was
blatant electoral frauG,  where Presidents were appointed not elected, and where a
single part) reigned supreme. lbe draf t  rceo lu t ion  itoelf was to ta l ly
unacceptable: it simply regurgitated the previous  year’8 resolution and ignored
the Special Ra.porteur’s  reports , none of whL8e  positive  conclueicne  were
endorsed. There wa8  only a lukewarm recognition of tire Government’8 continued
co-operation and all tho legislative and administrative  measures taken by it, which
the Special Rapporteur had canmenll*d, were dianireed  a priori because they did not
“con8titute an expreseion  of tht Hople’a  sovereignty’ although nothing could be
more in accord with the popular will than elections and the existence of political
parties . There wa8 no reference to terrorism, which in the Special Rapporteur’s
view was essential to a proper understanding of the Chilean eituation. Al l  t h a t
the Goverrraent  had done in the labour , 8ocia1,  econani~~  and cultural areas was
ignOred,  and it war merely stated that the full onjoyment and  exercieu  of right8 in
those areae, must be restored, without making sptcific recommendations  or taking
accalnt  of the report8 and resolution8 of techni.cal  bodies  of the United Nations
system (CEFAL,  FAO, ILO, UNESCO, etc.).

38. In his laetest report, the Special :;appor  teur had expressed sa tief act ion that
the Goverrnrent  of Chile was pitting  into effect his rectmnnendat1ons,  although much
remained to be done. His Government would continue to heed the Special
Rapportour’s  recoarnendatione, in so far a8 they were wneistent with his mandate,
in particular tne followingr the Chilean people alone must decide on their
political future, without outside interference7 terrorism and the climate of
ViGlence  it created must be tirelessly combatedI  and the process e8tabliehed  in the
Qnrtitution for a full return to representative democracy must be complied with
etrict;y.

29. The Committee must concorn itself with respect for and the promotion of hunan
right8 everywhere, without exception and without offering impunity to anyone for
p o l i t i c a l  rea8on8. That was why, on the baeis of reliable reports from respected
non-goverrmental  organiaatione,  press reports and the undeniable reality of the
very precarious situation of hunan ,  c ivi l  and polit ical  right8 in Mexico,  his
delegation had sulxnitted  a draft  resolution axpressing  wncern at  that  sit*lation
and calling on the United Nations to take action in that regard. Most of the
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delegations consulted had VI ‘.:ed  agreement with the draft resolution but had maid
that for political reaaona  they could not support it. That showed once again  that
politics prevailed over  hlsnanitarian  considerations in the Coavnittee.  Hia
delegation had decided to withdraw the draft resolution but it should be clear to
the Comnittee that its procedures were fundamentally flawed since they permitted
all kinds of abuses against small countries but prevent.ed  the United Nation8 fran
taking a fair posit ion when the situation real ly dananded  it .  At least  hia
delegation had blen able to unmask a country which had the audacity to criticiro
others with far older and mure respected  democratic traditions, and had crested an
awareness in the international canmunity of the tragic rituation of hunan  rights in
Mexico.

49. Durirg  the debate, situation8 had been described which were infinitely more
serious than the situation in Chile. Much had been eaid about the atrocitie8  which
had occurred in Afghanistan, Iran, Kampuchea and Viet Nam, yet when the time came
to adopt forceful reeolutione , everything degenerated into ineffectual, repetitive
rhetoric. In the case of Chile, however, no negative epithets or judgments were
spared, grotesque in their dishonesty and political motivation. Chile had
maintained its co-operation for reaeone of principle but reserved the right to
review it8 position in the light of what was happening.

41. Mr. NBIWWABU  (Israel) said that there had been little change in the
conditione  o f  cppreesed  Jewish comnunities. In Syria, thouaande of Jews remained
captive, prisoner8 of a cynical and brutal r&gime. Even young Jewish women were
prevented from leaving the country to find eligible Jewish husbands. That
situation was  not rurprisinq  under a dgime that used hoetage-taking aa  a mainstay
of ite foreign policy; terrorist6  from Syria had perpetrated the massacre in an
Ietanbul synagogue and the moat notorious Nazi war criminal, Aloie Brunner, enjoyed
Government  protection and hospitslity  in the Syrian capital.

42. Half the Jews of Ethiopia, who had come to Israel, en joyed life and freedom in
their new home. He hoped that the other half, including parents separated from
their children, would soon be permitted to join their families Cn  Israel.

43. The : argeet Jewish camnunity still deprived of the elementary right to be
repatriated to iir tl+eeland, was the Jewish community in the Soviet Union. There
had been sane welcana  changes  in their situation; those who had been arrested for
the Soviet nrimrl  of  indicating a desire to join their families  in  Iecael,  or for
teaching Hebrew, had been released. Sane who had been refused exit permits for
years had been allowed to leave and the number of Jewish emigrants had increased
elightly. Ttwxe  were surface improvements, however. There was Still b tragic
chaem between the ~lanll  lumber allowed to leave and the great number of thoee  who
had indicated a desire ta do so, a chasm filled with thouaande of personal
tragedies which ma?- a mockery of the international obligations and agreement8
which the Soviet Union had solemnly signed , eepecially  the  Helsinki  Accords,  a n d
cast a shadow over the reliability of pronouncements by the current Soviet
leadership. Dfficiale  of the Soviet Government had stated repeatedly  that exit
Permits would  be denied only for reaeons  of national security, and then only for
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poriodr  not exeeding five to 10 years. No democratic country imposed ouch
re8ttiction8 o n  i t s  citiaenr. IWon so, Soviet official8 had abused Soviet
regulationa,  arbitrari ly  dashing applicant8’  hopes. In October 1985 and again fn
April 19U7,  general Seoretary Gorbaahov had said that the maximum period for
rofuralr baaed on poasea8ion of national aecrrtr  would be 10 years! that prcxniee
had not been kept. (buntlera  Jewieh families had been waiting for longer than
10 yorra for permi88ion to leave. Scoroa of new refusals M security ground8 had
been iarued to many long-term “refuaenika”, including aom former prisoner8 of
Zion. Vladimir Slepak  and hie family, who were present in the meeting  room, h8d
finally been allowed to loavc the Soviet Union after waiting  for 17 years. WanY
thcuaandr were leas well-known. Sane “refueeniks-  who had been previoucrly denied
exit permits on other grounds had now been refused on security grounds even though
their objective circunrtancea  had not changed.

44. The world-wide campaign for Soviet Jewry, for justice and freedom and for
Soviet adherence to international obligations wan being depicted in the Soviet
Union aa a CIA conspiracy to ferret out Soviet secrete. Official newspapers
dolcribed  Jewish familira seeking to join their relativea in 18rael  as allies of
the enemies of the U58R. Children of parents who were allegedly privy to recreta
were also being denied exit permits. Jews who wished to emigrate alro had to
8ubAit statements from rolativea  atteeting that they had no outstanding financial
obligations I since January 1987, that requirement had been extended to cover  a
broader category of relatives, in effect granting veto power to any relative of a
person wishing to leave for Israel . The Soviet authorities had also resumed the
practice of not delivering invitation8 from relatives in 18rael  to prospective
applicantr. That  such  invitation8 were required wa8 in itself  a violation of
international law? that they were not delivered was a further infringement of
international agreements and common decency. New Soviet regulation8 limited the
right to apply for an exit visa to those who had an invitation from relatives of
the fir8t degree living cutaide  the USSR effectively excluding 90 per cent of
potential  applicants,  in blatant violation of  al l  international  accords  on hunan
rights .

44. Soviet law was also being flouted. The 100 recognised nationalities in the
Soviet Union all had the right to study and to pass  on their history, traditionr,
Culture and language to their children1 all except the Jews. Only the Jews were
singled out for perseaution and suffered cultural and religfoua die :rimination  as
part of  off icial  State policy. The auppreaaion of Hebrew, of Jewish religioua
practices,  cultural  activit ies  and l ink8 with co-rel igioniats  abroad,  in a
cceununity  of over 2 million people , waa a md commentary on a country that had been
a partner in the war againet  naziem. Anti-Semitic discrimination and propaganda,
usually under  the guise of nanti-zioniem”, Lemained  a continuing feature of Soviet
lifr. CUrrent  Soviet policy enabled anti-Semitic tendencies in the Soviet
population to flourish. Anti-Semitic groups euch (YI Pamyat, Spaaenie and
Otecheatvo  had appeared which circulated venous anti-Semitic propaganda. While
such groups wsre free to demonstrate, Jewish groups regueatirq  permieaion to
aeaeablo  had been refueed. In September 1987, an attempt by a group of Mosww Jews
t0 form an aeaociation to counter anti-Semitism had 136 to their arreat and
detention and virulent condemnation in the State-wntrolled media.
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46. In a peculiar InversIon  of its  r tated goala,  glasnost  was giving unbridled
licence to anti-Semit  ism. In two incidents in 1967, Jewish cemeterier in Leningrad
and Gorky had been deascratedl  undergrcrI~nd  anti-Semitic literature was being
distributed  and irrecpanrible  ataternenta  were being made in the State-run media.

47. There wan only ena rolution  to the rituationr the Soviet Union must grant
Soviet Jewe the right to repatriate to their  historic  haneland,  Israel .  By
granting that elementary, democratic hunan  right to the Jewa of the Soviet Union,
the Soviet Government could demonstrate that glasnort,  democratization  and change
were not simply slogans in the rervice of propaganda, but sincere expreaaiona  of
gwdwi 1.1.

40. Mr. GARVALGV  (Bulgaria) said that the Ccmmittee’a  consideration of the report
of the Ewnanic  and Social Cbuncil  provided an opportunity not only tc hear
delegationa’ viewe on the iaeue of hunan  rights ,  but alro to aaaeaa  their
preparedness to achieve international co-operation and pranote respect  for and
observance of hunan  rights and fundamental freedoms. The debate on human rights
was alwaya marked by a variety of wncurrent ,  ccmpeting a n d  ranetimea wnf l io t ing
opinione,  which was understandable  since the world comprised many different kinds
of eocietiea. His delegation saw in the expression of such varied opinions the
opportunity to achieve genuine international co-operation and aurnount  the
obstacles to full achievement of the objective6 eet forth in the Charter.

49. The repeated attempts by come delegationa  to ignore the potential which the
variety of experience6 offered for developing a truly fruiLfu1  dialogue on hucrn
rights constituted one such obstacle. Bather than join in the search  for viable,
realirtic  solutionr to presring  problems , noma Western delegationr indulged
persistently in the self-congratulatory claim that they poaaeaaed  the ultimate
truth about hunan  rights. Those delegatlone  maintained that hunan  rights cc.cpriaed
only those rights which were intended to protect the individual againrt  the State.
Thus,  t h e  S t a t e  was, by de f in i t ion ,  hos t i l e  to  the  ind iv idua l .  Beverth81e88,  in
societies where that  view prevailed,  there were sti l l  haneleaa,  pwr, unanployed
end hungry people who probably knew from  experience that many of the basic rights
needed to make their lives worthwhile and fulfilling were not considered hlrraan
right8  hy their Goverment. File delegation found it hard to accept such a modoi  as
the ultimate truth abcut  human rightr, for it  believed that  individual  rights  rwant
aqua1  human rights for each and every individual, backed by legal and maturial
gcllrantees .

50. Those WA held such a view of hunan  rights and the relationship of the
individual to the State failed to take into account that thera wae more than one
kina Of State and society, yet other type of societies and States  had emerged ay
bhe result of the struggle  of peoples to pit an end to racial  0: Lolonial
OPPreasion and restore to every hunan  being his or her dignity and rights. Many
States had been born of the determination of their peoples to be independent and to
decide for thernaelvee  what their right6  were.
their tit izene  as inherently hostile.

Such States were not perceived by
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51. His delegation believed that universally accepted value6 of morality and
hunaniam  should prevail and guide mankind in its efforts to ensure the survival of
human civilization. BulgarL\ therefore strove to promote international
co-operation in the field of hunan  rightn on t,ho  basis of genuine mutual respect,
fairness, objectivity and the widest possible exchange  of views and experience.
The Ul?ted Nations offered an appropriate forum for such an exchange. The concept
of hunan  rights had already evolved within the United Nationar  thone rights were
now viewed as comprising individual civil and political rights as well as
collective economic,  social  and cultural  rights,  an3 al l  such  righta  were
considered indivisible and interdependent. That that continuing evolution waa the
result of a truly democratic decision-making mechanism ahould, in itself, be a
convincing argument to thoae who wished to set themaelvea up aa models of
democracy, even if they more often than not cast  negative votea on the various
human rights iaauea dealt with in the United Nationa.

52. His delegation believed that increaaAngly  effective uae should be made of
exist ing machinery in t.he field of hunan  r ights , which meant that the potential of
the United Nations ayatem for prranoting  international co-operation on human rights
ahould be utilised in accordance with the priorities identified by Member States ih
that area. The elimination of massive and flagrant violationa  of hunan  righta was
o f  foremoat  lmoortance. Qntinuinq efforts to achieve univeraal adherence to and
observance of legally binding international human rights instruments  were also
important. The achievement of broad and r;.eaningful  international co-operation on
human righta  required the consistent application of the principi, of equitable
representation of all geographical regions, regional groups and legal and
aocio-political systems in the various Unitdl  Nationa bodies and organs, aa  well aa
in the use of the various mechanisma for promoting respect for human righta,
including the appointment of special rapporteura. Application of that principle
would improve the proapecta for drawing the wealth of valuable ideas and experience
of all S+-.tea  and societies to enhance international co-operation.

53. 5. IRlMBA  (Uganda) observed that in the paat 40 years the United Nationa  had
made considerable  progress in atandard-setting , codification and monitoring in the
field of hunan  r ights. The Cormnission  on Hwnan Rights, in particular, had worked
diligently to monitor violations of such righta  and the Univeraal Declaration of
Hunan  Rights and other j.mportant  human righta instrumenta were teetimony to the
concern and contribution of the United Nations in that field. In that regard, his
delegation awaited eagerly the early completion  of the draft conventions on the
rights of the child and the protection of migrant workers.

54. His delegation was aware that the implementation of existing human rights
instruments continued to be far from satisfactory but was also fully cognizant of
the intrinsic values and norms which they established. The failure to attain
universal observance of those instruments stemmed not fran the tenets of the
instruments themselves but from the various political, economic and social faCtOr6
that  had a direct bearing on them. There was a clear interrelationship between the
protection and enjoyment of fundamental huran rights and the promotion of economic
and social development. Human rights included such vital needs as food, clothing,
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shelter, health care and education. However, government indifference, inaction or
corruption often greatly threatened the enjoyment  of such rights.

55. His delegation continued to attach great importance to the right t
development,  which it considered an integral part of the rights anbodieo the
International Covenant on Econanic,  Social and Cultural Rights. Any serious
analysis  of the global human rights aituation would reveal a direct relationship
between countries’ stages of developnent  and their capacity to guarantee human
righta  and fundamental freedoms. In other worda, where abject poverty prevailed,
the implementation of human rights and fundamental freedana was aerioualy
undermined. His del-qation  reiterated i ts  hope that ,  in i ts  future work on the
nature and ec.ope  c* right to development, the Cosmeittee  would continue to
accord the highest lrity to recognition of the indivisibility  of all human
rights - c i v i l  and mlitical,  and  econanic, - :ial a n d  c u l t u r a l .

56. Concerns regarding the role of the Qrg-.,rLa: ation in monitoring violations of
human rights had been expressed both within the Coseeittee and in other United
Nations fora. His delegation believed that the Unit.ed Nations must not downplay
any flagrant, massive and systematic violation of hunan  rights, wherever it
occurred. While it was important to take contextual conaiderationa into account,
it was also vital to apply uniform standards of judgement to all human righta
violations.

57. United Nations efforts notwithstanding, racism and racial discrimination
ranained g loba l  phencmena. Systematic violations of hunan  righta  in both South
Af r lea and Namibia cant inued. The determination of all the countries  represented
in the Comnittee to take the issue of human rights aerioualy was perhaps nowhere
more  tested than in their attitudes towarda  wuthern Africa. I t  waa  disturbing
that those who showed seal in combatting other Nari-like  criminals did not ahoW the
same zeal against the Nazi-like rdgime in South Africa. Uganda renewed ita
unequivocal condemnation of South Africa for itsablatant,  continuing oppreaaion Of
the peoples of South Africa and Namibia and reiterated that the imposition  of
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa wad the only appropriate
response to the ~apartheid system and the illegal occupation of Wamibia.

58. The situation in the Middle East continued to be of great concern t0 his
delegation. The Arab and Palestinian populations continued to be subjected to
various forma of hunan  rights violations in ‘.he territories under Israeli
occupation. The United Nations must take all necessary measures to enforce its
resolutions on the question of Palestine and the situation in the Middle East,
eSPecially  those relating to Israel’8  withdraw1 fran the occupied territories and
the full  restoration of the rights of  the Palestinian  people.

59. His delegation emphasised its solidarity with the peoples of Latin America in
their search for social justice and the freedom to shape their economic and
polit ical  destiny without foreign interference, i n t e r v e n t i o n  and  aggrtsaion.  I t
believed that the peace plan proposed by Costa Rican Presidenl: Oscar Arias provided
a viable basis for solving the problems of the Central American region. In that
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regard, it alao  applauded the po8itive  attitude taken by Nicaragua and welcomed the
recent eftorta mad8  by the Prerident  of El Salvador.

60. In Uganda, the prerent  Nation81 Rerirtance  Movement Government had made
rerpwt for and enjoyment of hunan  right8 the corner-8tom of both it8 dunertic  and
foreign poliaie8. It had 8ot up a 8pwial cosunirrion to investigate human right8
violationr,  a8 a re8ult of which many people had already been charged in oourts of
law. The independence of the Ugandan  judiciary had been re8tored,  and the armed
foroer were rubject  to 8 rigorour  diwiplin8ry code whioh was cltrictly  enforced.
A# hir deizgation h8d  rtated  earlier in the Ccmmittee when dircunaing  the report of
the Mite8  Nation8 High Cosrnl88ioner  for Refugee8 , thare wa8 no 8urer indication of
a return to nornalcy than the return of refugee8 to their country, and thcurands of
refugee8 had returned to Uganda 8ince  the National Rlnirtance  Movement Government
had come to power. Effort8 were al80 under way to pranote econanic developn#nt  and
robial  welfare with 8 view to guaranteeing full enjoymsnt  of human rightr.  The
objective wa8 to ensure  that the benefit8 of Woncmic  growth accrued to the Uqandan

* people a8 a whole, and not ju8t  to the well-off few who !n the pant had siphoned
off reaource8  abroad. The international caamunity’r  reaponre to Uganda’8  efforts
thus far had ken l ncourcrging and hl8 delegation hoped that it8 8upport  would
cant inue .

61. Mr. KAM (Panama) raid that, instead of 8psaking  about human rightr, he felt
canplled  to refer to the painful rp8ctacle  witnessal  by the Gnmnittee  the previour
d*JI. There had been a debate in whiah the moat elementary rule8 of parliamentary
conduct bed been violated, and per8on8 had been named 80101~ to cau- of.knce and
injury to partloipant8  and which had been tr8n8formsd fran a d8b8te on human right8
into a forum for revenge and retaljation. The subject of human right8 had been
loot in an end1088 diatrib. Panama had frequently 8tres8ed that the subject of
bimsan  right8 rhould not k u8ed  by countries that set themrelve8  up a8 cenror8  of
othera,  nor to justify aggression, nor a8 a pretext for interfering in the internal
affair8 of otherm. It waa di8reapectful  to the Cormsiseion  on Human Rights and the
Sub-Commi88lon  on Prevention of Diwrimination and Protection of Minoritier  to
refer to the Genera1 k8esbly  a aituation on which thore bodie8  had decided not to
act or had not even con8idered. The Ccmmittee had before it the report of the
Econanic  and Social ODuncil, not an empty page to fill with gratuitous  allu8ion8  to
countrier Gnd  Government8.

62. United Nation8 re8olutions on hranaa  right8 should help to pranote
intorn8tional  action to implement them. The fact that a country wa8  not named in a
resolution did not abrolve  it frao it8 ~bligationa  under the Charter or other
international inrtrmentrl and countries that were name  in than should not point
the f inger at  other ccuntrier  on the principle ‘Iat attack we8 the beet form of
defence. The will to implement a resolution was more important than it6 formal
adopt ion.

63. The Third Committee muat  demonstrate once and for all that it would have
nothing to do with tactic8 that diverted it fran it8 tasks and that it would tackle
the 8ubject  of hunan  right8 seriously  and responsibly.
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64. HO. MARCOULLIS  (CypruB)  maid that, Bime  the po8itiCKl  Of (&XUB  On a11  lB888iVO
violation8 of hm8n right8 warn Well known, ahe would confine her l t8tement to
ViOlatiOl'l8 of hunan  right8 ill QQrUB 88 8 rO8ult Of the Turkish  inV88iOn  and
military occupation of nearly 40 per cent of the territory. That rituation had
been the 8ubjeCt of nUecou8  UIited Nation8 rero~utions,  Including re8olution8  of
the %Inmi88ion  on Hum8n  Right8 urd  the Yub-C!unmr88ion  on Prevention of
Dircrimination  and Protection of Minorities. The ongoing Turkirh 8ggre88ion  and
occupation of Cyprur wee  the root cause  of the per8i8knoe  of the flagrant human
right8 violation8 in that  oountry. The withdrawal of the Tuckirrh  JcCUptiOn  toto*
war therefore e88ential  to a mutually acceptable solution of Ihe problen. Having
consolidated  it8 rei~ure  of th8 occupied aceaa, the Turkirh  a&my  hd 8y8t~atically
evict8d  the remaining Greek Cypriot8 fran their hmO8,  in violation of the
hunanitarian  8greement  reach8d at Vienna in August 1975. !Phe original 20,000 Greek
Cypriot8 enclaved  in the occupied area8 had decre88ed  to 662 because  of hararsmmt
and intimid8tiOnc  am Yam rhown by the Secretary-Gen8r81’8  periodic report8 on
UNFICYP.

65. The l xpul8ion of the indigenous  population formal  part of 8 long-*tending
TUrkiBh policy Of Creating  8 “haMgOnwU8” Turkirh region, a policy which bore a
otriking  re88mblance  to the policy of b8ntuataniration  pursued  by the BPaKtrOid
r&he in gouth Atrium. At the aam8  time, Turkey warn pur8uing  8 aettlement poliay
dOBign8d  to BltOr  the demographic structure  of the occupied areaa.  The tirrt
Turkish rettlerr had arrived am %earonal  workers" immedi8tely after the
1974 invasion  and their  arrival  had ahown that  the invasion wae not derigned  to
protect the Turkirh Oypriotr  or remtore con8titutiondl  order, l e Turkey Claimed,
but fOrm8d part of TUrkOy’B  l xpan8ioni8t policies and 8trategic  intererta in Cyprus.

66. The aettlanent  policy warn  rtrongly  cppoaed by the Turkish Cypriot*,  who were
being Oppre88ed  not only by the Turkirh army ant)  it8 agent8 but al80 by the
8ettler8  from Turkey and were gravely concerned about th8 dangera  inherent in ttr
situation. In an article in the Qily paper Yenidu8en on 29 June 1987, the Turkish
Cypriot 108dOr  of the Republican Turkish Party hed raid that the Turkish  Cypriot8
were gradually kcaing a minority. The Turkish target would be BChieVed  through
the l Iiminatron of Turkish  Cypriot8 and their political and cultural Identity. The
naIllea  of loCa~itie8 and l treeta had been changed arbitrarily ti Turkish  Mm08  and
everything caninircent  of the indigenous  inhrbitantr  had been obliterated. ‘Ihat
inhuman policy, which wee intend8d  to deetroy.the  continuity  of the cultural
identity of thorn8  aroma, violated United Nation8  reaolutionr,  especially  thor  of
the Third United Nation8 Conference on the Standardisation of C~ograpbical  Naaea.

67. Turkey warn  al80 re8pon8ible  for the conrtant  plunder and de8truction  Of
archaeological Biter and mu8eum8  and for desecrating snd stealing  from church88  and
cemeterie8. Th8 cultural hOtit8gO  Of Cyprus  warn being Bold off intOrn8tiOnally  and
her delegation appealed for conoerted effort6  to contain that destruction  for, am
atated  in the preanble  to the 1954 Hague Convention for the Protection of Cultural
PropJrtY  in the Event of Arm8d Conflict, damage to cultural property belonging to
any people what8oever  meant d-age to th8 cultural heritage of all mankind.
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66. The flagrant violations of hunan  rights in Cyprus  pct8ed  a 8eriou8  challenge to
the effectiveness  and even the credibility of the United Nationr.  The Turkish
repre8entative  had even had the hypocc isy to preach &out  respeot  for human c ights
in the Third Connittee,  with the obvious aim of diverting attention Fran hi8
country ‘8 own act ions. However, the victims of Turkey’8  atrocities in 1915
since 1974 spoke so loudly that the hypocritical statement8 of Turkish
representatives could not be heard.

69. Mrs.  MATVBBVA (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) eaid that the report of
the lkonanic  and So4al  Council showed that the struggle against such gross
violation8 of hunan  r ights  a8 racism , apartheid  and other forms of racial
diraciminstion was  a t  the  hear t  o f  i t s  ac t iv i t i e s . Her country shard the concern
expraa8ed  at aeaaions of the Council and of the Commission on Hums? Rights about
such violations in southern Africa, Namibia and the CFccupied  Arab trrritoriea. It
therefore supported the dec,isiona  taken on thme m&teca  at the forty-third session
of the Cosrnission  on Human Rights and oonsidecd that the way to restore the
inalienable rights of the peoples affected was to eliminate apartheid and end the
illegal occupation of Arab lands.

70. The human rights situation in El Salvador was still alarming and out of
keeping with the agreed procedure for the establistunent  of a firm and lasting peace
in Central America signed by the President of that country.

71. The hunan  right8 situation in Chile was also cau8e for serious conoern.
Repression and terror continued and oFpcment8  of the rbgime  were being persecuted
and assassinated. The cynicism of the Chilean delegation in introducing a draft
re8olution on the human rights situation in Mexico was outrageous.

72. Chile’s rulers had tried to achieve a measure of respectability for the?c
rigime but their cosmetic changes were blatantly demagogic. The dictatorship had
left repressive laws in force which allowed it to continue its crimes with a
semblance of legality . As for its action in allowing a rumbec  of political
refugees to return, one of them had barely landed in Chile after 12 years in exile
when he had been arrested, and there was reason to fear for his life. Tulle same
fate might be awaiting oth,.,:s  who had fallen for the dictatorship’s trick.

73. A number of church ocganizations in Chile had reported that human cCghts
continued to be grossly violated, that detainees were being cruelly tortured ..,a,1
that those who defended human rights were being intimidated and persecuted. The
Special Rappocteuc had produced evidence to the same effect. It was significant
that the r&gime  effeotively concealed fccm the Chilean people the fact that it had
ratified the International Covenants on Human Rights, which were meaningless for
the Chilean people and nothing but a scrap of paper for their rulers. The whole
situation underlined the chgime’s  hypocritical attitude to human rights.

74. The Pinochet r6gime was openly teccocizing  the Chilean people, nine tenths of
whom rejected it. In c,tdec to  stay in pwer, the cBgims  was otcengthening its
punitive force8 and intensiiyinq rc presmion in every way. In  the  l a s t  decede i t
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had spent morn than 10 billion dollars on the armed  forces, which prompted  t 10
question why a State that wa8 threatened by 110 one should devote such huge sums to
acmamenta when the greater part of the population was living in poverty. The needs
of the Chilean people wore the least concern of the oountry’s  leaders, who saw the
people as their main enemy. But the c&ime’s  days were undoubtedly numbered.

75. In conolusion,  the Chilean situation demanded that the United Nations continue
to pay unremitting attention to hunan  rights violstiona ‘there as one of the
foremost problems it had to tackle. The Special Rappocteur’s  contribution to the
struggle against gross violations of hunan  rights in Chile must also be more
signif  icant.

76. MC. AKYOL (Turkey) said that he wished to speak on the question of Cyprus for
th roe reasons I first, it was a question on which there waa by no means unanimity,
as was shown by the voting on Commission on Human Rights cesolution  1987/50  on the
same subject; second, he wished to draw attention to the contradictory attitude
taken by the delegation which had introduced the question of Cyprus to virtually
all the items on the Cocmaittee’a agenda; lastly, because Greece, which was really
cespcasible for the problem, had made statements on the paat and present history of
Cyprus which were far from true.

77. The State of .Lpcua, in which twO nations co-existed, had been established in
1960 to be governed by a bicanaunal  government. It w*a baaed on the association,
on an equal footing, of two sovereign communities which had jointly exercised their
right of self-determination. The basic provisions of its Qnstitution had been
vinlated  unilaterally in 1963 by the seizure of power by force and, from 1963 to
1974, by the transformation of the State of Cyprus , when all power had been
monopolized by one of the two communities, the declared aim being the deportation
or total  annihilation of  the other. Finally, on 15 July 1974, a military coup has
been staged, aimed  at annexinq  Cyprus to Greece - a fact which the representative
of Greece had anitted to mention. Turkey had ueed the prerogatives set forth in
the Treaty of Guarantee to prevent the mup and iestore  to the Turkish Cypriots
their economic and social  rights.

76. There was nc problem of refugees or displaced persons In Cyprus. The physical
regrouping of each carmunity  had started in 1955 and had been completed in
August 1975, under the Population Exchange Agciement concluded under United Nations
supervision. To demand the return of all refugees to their homes was contrary not
only to that Agreement and the bi-sonal and bi-communal nature of the State as
described in the Denktash-Makacios Agreement but also to the Secretary-General’s
draft framework agreement of 29 March 1986. Moreover, the recommendation in the
World Bank’s latest report on the Cypriot eoonomy to halt investment in the housing
SeCtOr  showed that there was adequate houaing and therefoce co longer any haneleas
displaced persons.

79. The question of missing persons in Cyprus was a hunanitarian  problem which
concerned both concnunities,  the Turkish concnunity having been the f icst to suffer
from it. The Tripartite Committee on Missing Persons, estahlished by mutual

/ . . .



A/C.3/42/SR.66
Rngliah
Page 20 ‘(

(Mr. Akyol, Turkey)

agreement in 1981, was the moat appropriate body to solve that problem. It was
regrettable that  one of  the three parties  canposing  that  Committee  had caiacd the
quoation  of amending it8 terms of reference.  It should also be noted that that
same party had adapted daseatic  legislation treating all miaaing  persona as dead.

80. The question of “settlera” was also largely imaginary. There was no
l ettlanent policy in northern Cyprus and moat of the so-called *settlers* were
Turkish Cypriots who had returned to the oountcy after years of imposed exile.

81. The Turkish Cypriots were pecfectlv oontent with the living conditions they
had enjoyed since 1974 under a democratic Government. They were not,  bra/ever,
opposed to a new aaaociation  with the Greek Cypriots, but demanded a conatitutiona1
framework which would guarantee than a status of political equality. They had
therefore accepted the draft framework agreement proposed by the Secretary-General
on 29 March 1966 (S/16102),  which covered all problems, including hununitarian
pcoblsma, and which was their only possible way of achieving a just and lasting
solution. Any attempt to divert attention fran such a mlution and pursue a
strategy deaigled  to isolate the various aspects of the queation would make any
future aolution impossible.

82. The Third Committee ohould therefore call on all interested parties to
contribute to the success of the Secretary-General’s misnion. The Turkish Cypriots
had accepted the\  frcnnework  agreement and hoped that the Greek Cypriots would soon
do likewise.

8 3 . The Greek Cypriots had chollsn  to have the report of the European ‘Commiaaion  of
BuMn Rights of the Council of Europe published, at great coat to the United
Nations, knowing full well that it had not been approved during the second stage of
the procedure in force at the Quncil of Europe. Since the European Colrmiaaion  of
Human Rights had failed to study the complaints and supporting evidence submitted
by the Turkish Cypriots, it was not surprising that the Consnittee of Ministers of
the Council of Europe had decided on 20 January 1979 not to adopt the report but to
distribute it at the sane time as the canprehensive  co)mnenta  made by the Turkish
Cypriot authocitiea.

84. Mr. KITTIKHOIRSP  (Lao People’s Democratic Republic) said that, in a pluralistic
world, co-operation among  States to protect hunan  rights and fundamental freedane
was particularly important in the context of relations between States with
different social  ?nd pol it ical  syatema. States must take appropriate measures to
apply the standards that the United Nations had laid down over the years, each
accordi,,g to its own legal, social and political systems and its history,
traditions and culture, and with due regard to the priorities set forth in General
Assembly  resolution 32/130.

8 5 . The report of the Bconunic and Social Council presented a gloomy picture.
Violations of hunan  rights persisted in southern Africa , where Pretoria’s bloody
repression of the black population, continued with the support of imperialism  and
c e r t a i n  Matern a l l i e s . Along with the majority of States, his Government believed

/ . . .



A/C.3/42/SR.60
Bng 11 ah
Page 21

(Mr. Kittikhoune, Lao People’s
Democratic Republic)

that comprehensive mandatory sanctions against 8outh Africa offered the only
peaceful and effective means of ending the apartheid rdgime.

96. Israel*8  violationa of hunan  rights in the occupied Arab tecritoriea also
continued, and his country called on the occupying Power to comply with the
provisions of the 1949 Geneva Convention relative to the Protection of Civilian
Persons in Time of War.

87. HIS government supported the efforts of the Democratic People’s Republic of
Korea to create favourable conditions for accelerating the peaceful reunification
of Korea. It deplored the report of the Special Rapporteur on the so-called
question of hunan  rights in Afghanistan , which failed to give an objective account
of the real situation in that country , and would be unable to support the relevant
draf t resolution. In Central America. imperialist forces should give the peoples
of the region a chance to pursue their caamendable efforts to achieve peace through
the l&quipulas II agreement.

88. Human rights were not static. The adoption of the Declaration on the Right to
Developent  was an important lan&nack  in United Nations efforts to develop
international law in the f ield of  hman righta  for developing countries.

89. It was a sad fact that in sane Western countries, Nazi, Faaciat, neo-Fascist
and totalitarian  practices baaed on racial intolerance, hatred and terror continued
unabated, and that under the pretext of safeguarding freedam of expression
ultra-right-wing organiaationa were allowed to propagate doctrines of racial
superiority, while freedcan of expression was denied to recognize  liberation
movements such as the Palestine Liberation Organisation.

90. Values, concepts and achievements were a national responsibility  and to
criticise thase of others was tantamount to im~aing one’s own. Current
international law in the field of hunan  rights should serve as a guids for
international co-operation baaed on peaceful co-existence. Efforts to protect and
pccmote hunan  rights and fundamental freeddana  should bs pursued in a spirit Of
tolerance, understanding and respect , rather than condemnation and revenge.

91. Mrs. de LEON-BSCRIBANO  (tiatemala)  said ‘that her delegation was gratified by
the expreasiona  of appreciation of her Wverment’a efforts in the field of hWa.n
rights-and the great-progress made in bringing Qiatemala  badk to the democraoy
which had been lost during the many years in which it had suffered from not only
polit ical  violence but alao  social  injustice and oppceasio.  rhich dated back to  it8
colonisation. In barely two years, the present Covecnment  laid the legal
foundations for consolidating the democratic process and guacantceing full
enjoyment of hunan  rights and fundamental freedoms. The Guatemalan delegation had
given the Conrniasion  on Hunan  Rights at its forty-third session a detailed account
of the measures taken and the same information was available to members of the
Committee.
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92. Briefly, a prorecutor for human rights had been appointed and had started a
full investigation into caaea of diaap~arance , with the co-operation of the
families concerned, so aa to prevent political capital fran beih made out of the
probler,.  . A prabidential hunan  rights coaeaiasion had been s& up. A law bed been
pa8sed under which local communities could set up urban and rural development
councils for solving their own problems through which, for the first time in
%Iatem~la8s  history, ethnic groups would have acces8  to decision-making. A
coxeeission  on irdigenous  cameunities  had drafted laws to meet the most pressing
needs, for instance, assistance to victtmo of past violence and the neturalization
of children of Ouatanalan refugees , who were returning to the country in increasing
number&  under the voluntary repatriation programme  started in 1986. The
Constitution had also been published in the four main Mayan languages, and in a
children’s version, aa part of a campaign for education ir. democracy and human
rights assisted by the bited  Nations Develolpment  Prograne.

93. Guatemala we7 ala0 working actively fbr Central American peace through the
gequipulas  II procedure, believing that the problems of Latin America should be
discussed and solved by the Latin American countries thanselves.  It had fulfilled
all its connitmonts  under the Esquipulas II agreement and hxl agreed to meet with
representatives of insurgent groups to veaff irm its guarantees for their
reintegration into the democratic life of the country under the armesty  decree,
with full political freedom, if they renounced the use of force for ideological
ends.

9 4 .  D e - .e the progress of recent years, however, there were still isolated
voices that denied the facts - through ignorance or lack of information, for
political  or sectarian reasons or out of ideological prejudice. Among speakers in
the Conenittee;  she had in mind particularly the representative of a Caribbean
island whose rbgime gave him no moral authority to speak about human rights.

95. Her Goverrmnent  shared the concerns expressed by the delegations of countries
which supported and encouraged its effort@ to strengthen democracy hd promote the
full enjoyment of hunan  rights and fundamental freedans. It could not countenance
attacks based on false and inaccurate press and other reports or information from
disloyal minority groups outside the country. She reaffirmed her country’s
open-door policy. In the light of the obvious progress being made, which visiting
delegutions from countries represented on the Committee  had observed and cOmnendtd,
she appealed for support for the people and the democratically elected Government
of tiatanala  in their efforts to strengthen democracy and conciliation, through
financial and technical assistance,for  their programmes for praeoting  hunan  rights
and for ,econaaic,  social and cultural development  with a view to building a more
just and stable society.

96. In conclusion, her delegation reiterated its request thet Guatemala be deleted
from the list of sponsors o draft  resolution AJC.3/42/L.62.
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Right8 of reply

97. Mr. NAVON (Israel)  , speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that at
the 59th meeting the representative  of Iran had referred to the Government of Iraq
aa a 2 ionist  entity . As far  as he warn  aware,  no application had been received frca
Iraq to join the World Zioniat Organisation.

98. Me. AL-TURAIHI ‘Iraq), speaking QI a point of order, deplored the tactics of
the Iaraeli delegation, wttich made the aame statement annually in the context Of
religioua intolerance or cny other issue under agenda item 12. The Israeli
repreaentative should desist from cheap manueuvres  in the Third Committee.

99. Mr. NAVON (Israel),  continuing to ap,ak in exercise  of the right of reply,
assured the Ccxmaittee  that such an ~plication, when received, would be promptly
processed. In conaidsring itr Israel would have before the 12 April 1986 ianue of
The New Yorker in which ))I’. Bliaa Farah,  an eminent Baathirt, waa reported aa
laying  that Baathism could not be rigid, tha.. it acknowledged a dependency on
outside ideaa, and that It hod much in conenon  with aionimn,  whose purpose was a
Jewiah renaissance,  while the purpose  of Beathism  waa an Arab renaisaance.

100. Be requested the Chairman tc remind members of the Ccnmnitt~ that States
Member8 of the United Nation8 should be referred to by their official namea,  in
accordance with previous rulings to that of feet. He aaamed  that the delegation of
Iraq would join in that request, having also been referred to as a Zionist entity.

101. Mr. ARN  (Observer  for the Republic  of Korea) p apeaking  in  exerc i se  of  thu
right of reply, said that the representative of Caachoslovckia, who had criticired
the Republic of Korea at the 59th meeting, waa not qualified to do so. The
Republic of Korea waa moving towarda full democracy and its people could freely
criticize and oppose the Uoverrraent , aa the preaent election campaign showed) they
had recently approved by 93 per cent a aonotitutional  reform agreed to by the
ruling party and the opposition. The represenfative  of Czechoslovakia,  a country
with no opposition party, no free elections and no comparable individual civil and
political rights, waa not entitled to criticise the Republic of Korear he should
aimply listen and learn. The Czechoslovakia representative could talk about human
rights if there were a new Prague Spring and the people of Czechoslovakia regained
those righta.

102. With respect to the atatement by the Mongolian representative, the Republic of
Korea had been a poor country in the years imeediately  following the Korean War,
but since then per capita income had risen f raRl  $00  to $2,500 and his country wa8
nw one of the world’8 leadinq  trading nations.
its people enjoyed the benefits of prosperity.

In the oontcxt  of human rights,
Mongolia, on the other hand, had

not been able to offer its citixens  much in the way of material benefitat t rave l ,
jobs and housing were determined by the needs of the State, not by individual
desires and capabil i t ies . In the Republic of Korea, people were not subject to
State security and controls on internal travel, realdance,  jobs or rel igious
practice.
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103. Ms. MARCUULLIS  (Cyprus) ,  speaking in exercise of the right  of  reply,  said rhat
Turkoy’a  desperate efforts to purauade the Colnnittee  and the international
community that the 1974 invasion of Cyprus by the Turkish army had not been an wt.
of aggression, but the exercise of a legitimate right and a so-called peace
operation, had been rejected repeatedly in the Canmittee and other fora.  The
attempt to justify the invasion under a provision of the Treaty of Guarantee
ignored the principles and purposes of the United Nations  Charter, in particular
Article 2 (4) . Cyprus categorically repudiated t%e claim that there had been any
agreement, at Vienna CL elsewhere , cm any kind of so-called exchange of
populations, or that the 200,000 Greek Cypriots had moved voluntarily to the free
areas of the Republic of Cyprus: they had been forced to leave their ancestral
hanea  and land by fear of Tut kiah napalm bombs, massacre, murder, rape end
brutal i ty . The document referred to by Turkey as a population exchange agreement
was in fact a United Nations comauniqu&  on the Cyprus talks issued at Vienna on
2 August 1975 and reproduced in document B/11709. It was a humanitarian agreement
providing for freedom of movement and settlement of Turkish Cypriots and fCr
improvement of the living conditions of the Greek Cypriot enclave in the occupied
areas. The Turkish side had flagrantly violated those humanitarian provisions.

104. On the question of risaing  persons, arhe  had avoided Iraming  Turkey in her
statement the previous day beceuse  the icaue was too important and eenaitive to be
explo i ted  f o r  pol i t i ca l  purpo8es.

105. Roaolutions 1987/50  of the Cammiaaion  on Human Pqghts  and 1987/19  of the
Sub-Conmission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of ~inoritiea  were
landmarks whore va!idity did not depend on approval by the aggressor or ,ts agents
in the occupied  areas. It was for members of the Qnniarion  and the sub-Conuniasion
to adopt resolutions on the situation and for Turkey to comply with than. As for
the question of settlers, Turkey’s entire diplomacy and history were baaed on
l i e s . As the leader of the Turkish Republican Party had made clear, no one could
take seriously the attempt to present mainland Turks as returning Turkish Cypriots.

106. Mr. STIRLING (United States) , speaking in exercise of the right of reply,
expressed surprise at the virulent attack on his delegation by the representative
of i la Soviet Union, given that human rights violations in the Soviet Union
featured in every major discussion between the two countries. The Soviet Union had
made significant advances in the past 70 years, but at the cost of mil?.iona  of
I ivea. Its claim to equal attention on the world stage could only be backed UP by
military meana  and it would be unable to achieve the respect it craved until it
stopped treating its own people with contempt aml accorded tl. - the dignity they
deserved.

107. With regard to allegations of hunan  rights abuses in the United States, a
canparieon  should be made of the two countries I human rights performance under any
g iven head1 ng  . Everybody knew what the outcane  of much a comparison would be.

108. Referring to the statement by the representative of Nicaragua, he said that
not only did his country support the peace process in Central America but it had
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given more aid to the Sandiniataa in the 18 monthe following the revolution than it
had given to the previous r6gime in 50 years. The United States objected, hwever,
to Nicaragua*a links with Havana and lbacow since that meant that observance of
hman rights was no longer assured.

109. Mr. TSEPOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), apeeking in exercise of the
right of reply, said that the Israeli reprerentative  had indulged in yet another
display of Zionist anti-Soviet propaganda , which he likened to e provincial
c i rcus . The Soviet Union had in fact saved millions of Jews from extermination
during the Second World War. The Israeli representative also chcse to ignore the
fact  that  Jew8 enjoyed the same  rights  am all  other  cit iaena in the Soviet  Union,
and sought  only to denigrate that country bemuse it condemned, mong other things,
Iarael’a eggreaaive policies in the Middle Rest.

110. The United Nations had defined aioniam  as racim on a par with apartheid, and
the whole world condenmed  the Israeli authoritiea~  massive violationa of human
rights, particularly with regard to the Paleatiniana. The Soviet Union
categorically condemned all forma of racist ideology.

111. Mr. SEIPU  (Ethiopia), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, urged the
Israeli Govermont  to allow the so-called Ethiopian Jews to return to their wn
country, to be reunited with their femiliea and to live in peace, free from racial
or religioua discrimination.

112. MrS. ZGGRAFW (Greece), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that
the representative of Turkey had yet again made unfounded allegations. Numroue
General Assembly and Security Council resolutions had conf irmd  that Turkey alone
was reaponaible for the continuing military occupation of a wvereign State. There
was irrefutable evidence of grave violationa of hman rights both during and after
the Turkish invasion. The Turkish representative should ackowledge  the various
reaolutiona adopted by the United Nations , rather than indulge in diatribes or
distortions of the facta.

113. WK. ARUU-HADID  (Syrian Arab Republic) , speaking in exercise of the right of
reply, raid thet the Israeli representative  had mentioned Syria by name in an
attack on his country and others.

114. Mr. NAVON (Israel), speaking cn a point of order , raid that he had mentioned
Syria neither directly nor indirectly when speaking in exercise of the right Of
reply.

115. Mr. ARDU-HADID  (Syrian Arab Republic) , speaking in exercise of the right of
reply, repeated that Syria had been mentioned. The Israeli representative had
expounded the Zionlet thwry of expansionism  whereby all Palertiniana and other
Arabs were to be expelled from their haeeland  by terrorist means. The Israelis
themaelvua had introduced terrorism into the Middle East when they had established
the Zionist  entity,  and it  was their intenticn  to allow Jr.wa from all over the
world to replace the expelled Lndigenoua  population.
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1 1 6 .  IsraelBs  f a l s e l y  iderlistic  insge  ooncerled t h e  esistencc o f  situstions  o f  t h e
type that had prevailed in Hitler’s pro-war Germany. Itr rasist policies and acts
of sg9ression were familiar to all and paralleled only by the racist rigiam in
S o u t h  A f r i c a .

117. Syria supported the legitimte  struggle of peoples living in occ,pied
torritoriea  to win frsedca  and isdependence , and distinguished  between thst
struggle and acts of terrorism.

118. Mr. NAVON (Israel), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that the
Jewish people would not forget the Soviet tmion’r  l umrt of the Zionist State of
fsrsol imadistely after its founding. Nevertheless, when l aseaaiWg Soviet efforts
vie-&vi8 t h e  paacaaakihg  proceaa, Israel would bear in mind  the Soviet Union’s
continuing support for the thesis that aioniss  war egual  to racism.

119. Has. VAROAB  (Nicaragua) , speaking in exercise of the right of reply,
acknowledged United States support for the Bsguipulas  II agreement but said that
suoh support must also be reflected in respect for the terms of that agreement.
Despite the fact that the agreement called for an end to financing of the contras,
the Uited States Goverment  had recently announced its decision to regueat
$IB 270 aillion for that purpose.

120. Since the revolution, the people of Nicaragua had been free to conduct
politicel and diplmatic relations with whichever countries they chore.

121. Mr. ARYOL  (Turkey), speaking in l xeroise of the right of reply, raid that
there wss so doubt about who had invadsd Qprua.  Rs quoted from
Arohbiahop  Hskarios, who had urged the Security Council tc call upon the military
r(piu in Greece to withdraw its offioera  tram the Cyprus National Guard and to Put
an l sd to the invasion.

122. He said that there were m longer sny refugees in Cyprus and cited as proof
the Vienna agreement of 1975. It  was not the f irst  tiam  that  tha existence of  that
agreement  had been denied. With regard to niasing persons, Turkey’s position had
bssn sad8 clear in docuent  A/42/690. As a huanitarian  issue, that problem
oonoerned both caamunitks, not only the Greek Cypriots MO  continued to exploit
the  s i tua t ion  po l i t i ca l ly . Lastly, the report of the European Comalesion  of Human
Rights wsa psrtial and incomplete  and he did not intend to reply to the remarks
concerning  i t .

123. Miss BROBNAKOVA  (Caechoslovakia) , l pssking in exercise of the right of reply,
said that her delegation did not nomslly  reply to unfounded allegstiona but that
rhe guemtioned  the democratic nsture  of the Republic of Korea, whose representative
hsd rsissU qusationa about another country and then answered thaa! inmediately
hinmelf.
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1 2 4 .  MI.  HARWULLIS  (Cypru8) , OpeLking  in exercire  of the right of reply, reminded
the repre8entativo  of Turkey of another rtatement  made by Archbirhop  Makarior at
the twenty-ninth 8e88ion  of tha General Ae8enMy, following the Turki8h inv88ion  of
Cyprur,  in which he h8d  delcribed  the tran8formation  of  the is land a8 a re8ult  of
indi.mcriminate  killing and the bombing of undefended town8 and villager. A third
of the population hrd been uprooted and made refugeor.

125. Mr. AKYUL  (Turkey) , rpeaking  in exerci8e of the right of reply, 8aid that
Greece w8nted  to annex Cyprus and make it an exclu8ively  Greek Btate. The
aacusations  directed at Turkey were intended to remove the main ob8tacle to the
achievement of that dream.

126. There wa8 to be 8 debate on all a8pect8  of the queetion  of Cypru8 in the
plenary . The Greek ride obviourly  intended to di8reqard  the draft framework
agreement prOpo88d  to the two rides  in 1986, hoping to win the support of Member
State8. That aqrement  providad  for the creation of a federal State based on an
a8sociation of the two communitierr  which would, in effect, put 8n end to all hope8
of Greek supremacy over the Turkirh  Cypriots. Member State8 had, however, refu8ed
to be p8rtiO8 to 8uch  a m8noeuvre.

127. HO haped  that the Greek side would understand that the i8rue of Cypru8  called
no longer for debate but for a fair and lasting settlement,  which could be achieved
only through constructive negotiation8 within the appropriate franework propo8ed  by
the Secretary-General.

128. Mr. YOCN (Ob8erver  for the Republic of Korea) , 8peakinq in exerciee of the
right of reply, said that hi8 country had an open, plurslistic 8OciOty  baaed on
democratic inetitutions. Given it8 awn dianal  record, which wa8 well-docmented,
C8echo8lovakia  ~88 not in 8 position to a88088  the human right8 situation in other
countr  ice. Totalitarian rCgime8  nhould not be allowed to escape scrutiny in that
re8pect. Hi8 own country war conaitted to the promotion and protection of human
right8  and fund8mental  freednm8. .

129. Mrr. ZOGRAPW (Greece), spe8king in exercilre of  the right of reply,  s8id that
the Turki8h  rGentative’8  referelrce  to the 1968 military :. in Greece wa8
surprising, since it had not appeared to upeet Turkey at the time. The fact
remained that Turkey had invaded Cyprus in 1974 and the earlier caup in Greeae
could not justify another i l legal  action that  was plainly contrary to the United
Nation8 Charter.

130. M8. FUME2  (Cub@, rpeakinq  in exercise of the right  of reply,  raid that  the
reference made to her country by the United State8 representative in connection
with Nicaragua wa8 ill-considered. It waa Cuban policy to a88i8t  other people8,  in
a epirit of international 8olidarity,  and her country wa8 proud to b8 helping
Nicaragua a8 it had helped other countriee elrewhere in the rrorld. Cuban policy
wa8 unlike that of the United Statem, which had been attacking, inv8dinq and
interfering in the intern81 affairs of other countriee in the hanisphere since
1633. The United State8 Government appeared to be incapable of referring to her
country without attacking it, and seemed bent on continuing it8 imperiali&  policy
of eeeking  to control other countriee and decide their future8 a8 it had in the
past.
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131. The CHAIRMAN raid that the Committee had concluded it8 general debate on
aq~ndiXGm 1 2 .

Dra!!t  rerolution A/C. 3/42/L. 89/Rev.l

132. Mr. MATSCURA  (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic), introducing draft ’
rerolution AK.3/42/L.89/Rev.l  on behalf  of  the CO-8ponsOr8,  8aid that
C8echorlovakia, the Lao People’8 Psnocratic  Republic and Viet Nam had al8o  beccme
8pOn8Or  8. A8 a reeult of ongoing broad coneultation8 , a number of revisions had
been mada  to the firtrt and fifth preambular paragraphs and paragraphs 1, 4, 7, 8
and 12 of the original draft reeolution. In addition, the third preambular
naraqraph  ehould be amended by inserting the words *norm8  and” before the words
“principle8 embodied in the Univereal  Declaration of Human Rightr”.  The sponsor8
were trying to the be& of their cbility,  through the proceee  of consultations, to
take full account of other Metier States’ different approach08 to human right8
que8tiOn8 and hoped to reach a8 broad a consensue  a8 possible.

133. Mr&  CASTRO de BARISH (Beta  Rica) expresacd  her delegation’8 concern at the
OIni88iOn  of any specific reference in draft re8olution A/C.3/42/L.89/Rev.l  to the
Cptional  Protocol-to the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural
Riqht8,  even though both the third preambular paragraph and operative paragraph 2
referred to the Universal  Declaration of IiWn Rights and the International
Covenantr. The Optional Protocol provided for international jurisdiction over the
protection of the riqht8 of the individual and conrtituted  proof that a State party
to the Covenant must fulfil it8 obl; Itionrr. It8 Cd88iOn  fran a document on
international co-operation in the fL, ld of hunan  right8 was extremely reriour  and
al80 coneiderably  weakened the affirmation in paragraph 7. Mention of it in the
draft re8olution  might al80 draw Statee’ attention to the Optional Protocol and
encourage them to accede to it.

134. Her delegation also believed that the requeet  in paragraph 15 would impose an
unneceesary  burden on the Commission on Hunan  Right8 and might prevent it from
di8cursing  more spacific  question87 her delegation ~:lerefore  Euqqerted that that
pscagraph  be deleted. That would also require amending paragraph 16 by deleting
the phrase “and taking into account the work of the Canmierion  on Human Right8 at
i t 8  fo r ty - four th  BeBsion*. Such an amendment would make it easier for the
Secretary-General to 8ubmit  the report requested in that paragraph to the
forty-third eeeeion of the General Ibsembly. Since the Comniesion  on Human Rights
wa8 in any case the focal  point for international  co-operation in that f ield,  i t
qppeared  unneceaeary to requerrt i t  to  study the matter.

135. Mr. ALVAREZ-VITA (Peru) asked whether the Costa Rican representative was
proposing focal  mencfment8  or simply making comments.

136. Mr8.  CASTRO de BARISH (Co&a Rica) replied that she had not made a rormal
proposal but would be very pleased to see her suggestions adopted if the eFon8Ors
accepted them.
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Draft  reeolution A/C.3/42/L.S  (A/C.3/42/L.90)

137. Mr. HAMER  (Netherlands)  proposed that the tffth preambular paragraph and
paragraph 2 of draft reeolution A/C.3/42/L.5  be amended by adding the words *and
family-like group units of society* after the word “family*. Hie~ proposal was not,
aa had been alleged, a joke or an attempt to prevent  conseneua on the draft
resolution, but wae intended to take account of the diveroity of conditions and
attitudes in different Member Statea. Rir delegat;on was concerned that the
original draft appeared to focue on the traditional nuclear family and that other
family-type situations might be overlooked. The amendment was intended to ensure
that all Governments could caDnent on their family policies and ao pranote
understanding among the very diverse cultures and peoples of the world.

138. Because the fifth preambular paragraph of the draft reeolution recognised the
necereity of consolidating the efforta  of  al l  States  in carrying out @wifiC
programme8 concerning the family, in which the United Nations might have an
important role to play, he wanted the final text to be one that hie country could
support. It had been ouggested that the word “family” alone covered every
situation,  but his delegation bel ieved that i t  was not eufficiently explicit . The
implicit focus wae on the traditional nuclear fanily. The third preambular
paragraph, in particular, quoted the description of the family a8 a basic Unit of
society contained in the Declaration on Social Progress and Development. In hi8
delegation’s view, the draft resolution should be amended to ehow clearly that it
was concerned with all family-type situations that conrituted basic unit6 of
soc i e ty . Hi8 delegation had endeavoured to explain its position to au many other
delegationa  a8 possible and was prepared to dimuss  the problem in order to reach
coneeneua and avoid calling for a vote on the draft resolution. The proposed
amendments did not exclude possible alternatives but he wau introducing than as
they stood because there was aa yet no agreement on the matter.

139. Mr. AROU-HADID  (Syrian Arab Republic) oaid that the mendmenta proposed by the
representative of the Netherlands to draft reedlution A&.3/42/t.  5 would undermine
and destroy the family, rather than protect it aa intendId.  The family was bard
on superior religious and moral values  which constituted the basic etrength of
society. If such valuus  were undermined by condoning illegitimate situation8 there
would be a deterioration in moral values  and the fabric of society would crumble.
Illicit family-type relationships should not’ be encouraged but punished. I f  the
Committee  did not reject the proposed  amendments, it might one day find itself
aeked to approve proposals that encouraged illicit sexual relations and abu8e of
narcotic drugs. The forces abroad in the world that were trying to destroy the
fabric of society must be resisted. He therefore appealed to the representative of
the Netherlands to withdraw his amendment6  and support the original draft
reeolution.

140. Me. AIOUAZE (Algeria) pointed out that article 10.1 of the International
Covenant on Economic, Sociai  and Cultural Rights did in fact say that the family
was “the natural and fundamental group unit of society”.-

/ . . .



AJC.3/42/SR’.tiO
English
Page 30

141. Mr. HAMKR  (Netherlands) reminded the Committee that he had said that the third
preambular paragraph of the draft reeolution correctly quoted the Declaration on
Social ProgreEn and Development, which referred to the family as “s basic unit of
society”. lhat Declaration must surely be taken as representative of thinking in
1969. He had also said that article 16 of t:le Universal Declaration of Human
Rights, after two subparagraphs referring specifically to marriage, referred to the
family in its third and final rubparagraphs an “the natural and fundaaantal group
unit  of  society”. It  was thue very diff icult  to‘terpret draft reeolution
A/C.3/42/L.5  as referring to anything other than the tradbtional  nuclear family.

142. The representative of Syria had advised  him to, abandon nit secular  approach.
If the Netherlands delegation was being asked to conform to religioue  precepts, he
saw little point in the fifth preambular paragraph of the draft resolution, which
recognized  “the neceaeity of  coneolidating  the efforts of all  Staten”.  Any act ion
taken in the United Nations should take account of the diversity of norms, values
and beliefs represented in it. He himself repceeented a eociety  whose members
chose their rel igion individually but decided on policies collectively,  through a
democratic system of government. He hoped that the respect among diverse cultures
and beliefs which would be engendered if Governments  like his own were asked about
their approach to the family might yet be achieved.

143. Mr. ZAWACKI (Poland) said that, emn after diecueeiona  with the repreaentative
of the Netherlands, his delegation had serionln  reeervatione about the anendmente to
draft reeolution L. 5 set forth in document A/C.3/42/L.90,  especialiy  since the
terminology proposed was unusual  in United Nations parlance. It wan unwise to
impose a new concept without appropriate legal significance and he hoped that it
would be possible to reach a cornpranise acceptable to all.

144. Mr. GALAL  (Egypt) endorsed the Netherlands representative’s insistence on the
need to take account of different culturea, a fact which should be borne in mind
when proposing any amendments. His delegation reserved the right to propose a
further amendment to draft resolution A/C.3/42/L.  5, as well as to the an’  ndments ir
document A/C.3/42/L.90.

Draft resolution A/C. 3/42/L. 72 (A/C. 3/42/L.91)

145. Mr. NARAS (United States of America) propwxd  that a paragraph should be added
to draft  re!eolution  A/C.3/42/L.72,  call ing upon all  parties  in Ethiopia to
faci l i tate the distribution of  humanitarian aeeietance to al l  civi l ians in need
without distinction and to ensure that convoys o f such  assistance went unmolested.
The proposed amendment  was ptcmpted by his Government’s concern, as a major
provider of assistance, that nothing should prevent euch  assietance  from reaching
victims of the Ethiopian drought zu-~I famine promptly. While eupporting the
original  draft  resolution, his delegation felt that it did not address the main
problem. The amendment proposed in document AJC.3/42/L.91  was designed to ensure
that relief assistance flowed freely and without diacrirination to all those in
need, regardless of their occupation , ethnic arigin or any other consideration.
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146. Mr. SEIFU  (Ethiopia) said that hi8 delegation had a fundamental objection to
the amendment propoeed  to draft resolution  A/C.3/42/L.72  but, in view of the
lateneee of the hour, would explain it at the next meeting.

The meeting rose at 8.50 p.m.


