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was callee  t o  am a t  3.w.

AGENDA ITEM 121 REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL (p~rl.tiud)  (A/43/3,
A/C,3/43/1  a n d  7 ,  A / 4 3 / 1 7 0 - E / 1 9 8 8 / 2 5 ,  A/43/305=E/lYAB/26,  A / 4 3 / 3 2 6 ,  A / 4 3 / 3 7 5  a n d
Corr.1, A / 4 3 / 4 1 0 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 3 4 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 3 5 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 3 6 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 9 2 ,  h/43/593, A / 4 3 / 5 9 4 ,
A / 4 3 / 5 9 5 ,  A / 4 3 / 6 2 4 ,  A / 4 3 / 6 3 0 ,  A / 4 3 / 7 0 5 ,  A / 4 3 / 7 0 6 ,  A / 4 3 / 7 3 6 ,  A / 4 3 / 7 3 9 ,  A / 4 3 / 7 4 2 ,
A/43/143 and Add.1,  A/43/770, A/43/122, A/43/165, A/43/214, A/43/235-6/19674,
A/43/273-S/19720, C/43/361, A/43/370,  A/43/393-8/19930, A/43/435-5/19974, A/43/446,
A / 4 3 / 4 5 7 - E / 1 9 8 8 / 1 0 2 ,  A / 4 3 / 4 6 0 - E / 1 9 8 8 / 1 0 4 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 4 4 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 0 7 ,  A / 4 3 / 5 9 0 ,  A / 4 3 / 6 0 4 ,
A / 4 3 / 6 1 7  and A/43/759)

1, &,MARROQUINJ&&&  (Guatemala)  said  that  his  country was a  par ty  to  the
American Convention on Human Rights and had recently withdrawn its reservation to
a r t i c l e  4. In lcdsfl,  i t  had acceded to the International Covenant on Economic,
Social and Cultural Rights and would shortly accede to the International Covenant
on Civi l  and Pol i t ica l  Rights , Guatemala was the only country in the history of
t h e  U n i t e d  N a t i o n s  t o  h a v e  wwJergone  a l l  t h e  varliou6  s t ages  o f  invetitigation  w i t h
respect to human rights and fundamental freedoms, I t  wae the  only country  to  have
accepted the  appointment  of  a  Specia l  Rappor teur  wi thout  any reservat ions ,  and i t
had co-operated fully with him, Fol lowing the  res tora t ion  o f  democrat ic  government
in Guatemala in 1986, the Commission on Human Right6 had appointed a Special
Representa t ive , a move which his country had also accepted without question.
F ina l ly , the Commission had requested the Secretary-General to appoint an expert
adviser to assist the Guatemalan Government in promoting the exercise of human
r igh t s ,

2, Guatemala’s  present  Government  had s ta ted repeatedly  i t s  readiness  to  ass is t
the United Nations in its human right6 work. The Pra6ident  of Guatemala had
aff i rmed in  the  General  Assembly his  commitment  to  nat ional  reconci l ia t ion,  the
Congress had decreed a general amnesty, and the Government had appealed to
in su r r ec t i on i s t  f o r ce6  t o  ava i l  themselvee  o f  t he  amnes ty  and  j o in  i n  t he
reconciliatfon  p roces s . I n d i v i d u a l s  b e l o n g i n g  t o  s e v e r a l  i n s u r r e c t i o n i s t
organisa t ion6 bed responded to  tha t  appeal .

3 . Guatemala wa6 now engaged ir the procesn in which the United Nations was most
e f f e c t i v e : advising Governments on the promotion of human rilghts, I t  ~86 g r a t e f u l
t o  t h e  e x p e r t  adviser a p p o i n t e d  by t h e  Secretar! -General  for  ths he lp  he  had
given. Wi th  t he  a s s i s t ance  o f  va r i ous  i n t e rna t i ona l  bod i e s ,  a  na t i ona l  t r a i n ing
cour66 on human tights had been held  in November 1988, an event which the expert
adviser  had descr ibed as  demonstrating  the  Government’s  de terminat ion to  ensure t.~;e
full exercise of human rights and fundamental f&.eedoms  and to consolidate democracy
in  the  country ,

4 , His Government endorsed the expert adviRer’6  finding6 and was concerned at tho
way in which certain non-governmental organisations had distorted the problem of
violence  in  the  country  by a t t r ibut ing pol i t ica l  mot ives  to  common cr imes  of
v io l ence  and  t e r ro r i sm  and  t o  i l l i c i t  t r a f f i ck ing  i n  d rugs . The exper t  adviser ,
however, had stated his belief that the Government was determined to support a

/ . . .
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policy of respect for fundamental human rights and had attributed human rights
violations to the serious arime wave in Quatemals,  adding that the protection of
humsn  rights went hand in hand with the consolidation o f  democracy. He had alro
reaommended  that  the  Q o v e r n m e n t  ehould not  l imi t  i t se l f  to  a  p o l i c y  o f
non-violation of  human rights but Bhould alto try to prevent other sectors of
oociety f r o m  committ ing violationr.

5, The President of Quatemala had created a Presidential commirrion  fo r  human
righte a8 a  f u r t h e r  4emonetration o f  hiB p e r s o n a l  CO!IUnitment~ With the
extabliehment  of  ths urban and rural development councilB, communities  could now
solve their own problems, including problems of reaurity,  and ethnic groups could
participate in deCiBiOnB on their own development. Repatriation had increared by
almoet 300 per teat and would iacrearo further when people who had fled the country
learned how the situation had changed.

6. Democracy required reoponoibility  aB well aB Bacrificee, Hir Qovernment had
therefore begun a campaign to encourage all racial groupr to help strengthen the
democratic system. The Conctitution  had been published in indigenous languages an
w a l l  a8 i n  SpaniBh, and a childrento vereion had also been iBBUeda During 1908
alone, 74 trade union organixationr had been legally regietered - a figure in
exceBB  of the total for the period 1979-1987,

7. His  country  was cer ta in ly  not  f r e e  o f  problems , b u t  t h e  Q o v e r n m e n t  waB c l e a r l y
aware  o f  the  need  to  so lve  both  t rad i t iona l  ptOblemB  a n d  the  n e w  PrOblemB of  the
contemporary world. Decade0  of opprecrion could not be overcome in two years, and
Bolvliag problems would require the participation of the entire population, aB well
ae the co-operation of  the international community. F o r  many yearo prior to the
present Government, Guatemala had Buffered not only political violence but also
Bocial injustice and oppression dating from the colonial era. The Qovernment had
now laid the legal foundrtions for tha conrolidation  of  democracy, thereby
guaranteeing the full exercise of  human rights and fundamental freedome. It muet
also be remembered that Guatemala was affected by the world economic crjeis.
Sixty-five per cent of the population of  Contra1 America lived in extreme poverty
and that figure was increasing as international markets were closed to the region’@
producte, the developed countries increased their protectionist meaBuree  and the
prices of  exports  continued to fal l .

8. HIR Government had stated iepeatedly that the human rights ieeue should not
become politicised and that the consideration of specific situations should remain
object ive . It was awarw  of  the country’s problems and waB trying to coneolidate
democr&cy,  but a democratic culture could not he established overnight, Countries
which had experienced situations of  serious violations of human rights but had now
elected democratic Governments deserved the support of the international community
in the.ir efforts  to  preserve peace,  estorbliBh  social  just ice ,  consol idate  democracy
and guarantee the full exercise of hu,,an rights and fundamental freedoms.

/ l . l
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9, m. w (Syrian Arab Republic), Bpeaking in  exerciue o f  the  r ight  o f
reply, raid that the rrprerentetive  of  Iorael had shed crocodile tears over the
s i t u a t i o n  o f  S y r i a n  citizens  of Jewish oriqin living rn Syria. He hed Bought, 88
urual, to use religion &I a memo of attrrcking  rJountrieB which stood up to the
a m b i t i o n s  o f  Israel’s Zioniet raaist rulere, Syria’8 Constitution and laws
guaranteed freedom and equality to all citiaenn  without any diecriminstion  baaed on
race, colour, rel igion or ethnic! origin, and social equality had now been
established ao Well . Icrael ohould Bave  itn tears  for the mil l ions of  Palest inians
living in refugee oamps  and for the women and ohildren killed every day merely for
re ject ing the IBraeli preeence  in the occupied territorieB.

1 0 . The representative of  the United Kingdom had referred to persons detained in
Syria and other States, but it should be the laet country to speak about human
rights or repreesion, for following the Balfour Decleration it hed dieplscod the
Palestinian people, and Ireland remained 8 blot on the United Kingdom’s record.

11. Mr. (Burma), speaking in exercise  o f  the right of reply,  Baid that
his delegation rejected out of  hand the unfounded criticisms levelled againet Burma
by the representative o f  the Netherlende. All developing countries had fought for
their human rights and their independence and for sovereignty over their national
wealth. They were also helping less fortunate countries which were still
struggling for their human rights. The Committee knew perfectly well which
countries were dragging their feet in United Nations ef for ts  to restore human
rights in such countries ae Namibia. It was therefore necessary to tske with a
grsin of ealt apparent attempte by a country to champion the cause of human rights
in other countries.

12. Mt, (Islamic Republic  o f  Iran), speaking in exercise  of  the right  of
r e p l y , recal led his  Government ’s  recent decis ion to al low the Special
Representative to carry out his mandate fully. It hoped to have an opportunity to
demonstrate to the Special Representative that the information provided to him had
been pol i t ical ly  motivated and included baseless  al legations. His country had
fu l f i l l ed  a l l  i t s  undertakings , which went far beyond the standards set in the
relevant international  instrumente, under the diff icult  circumstances o f  the
revolutionary period and the imposed werr and it challenged the Special
Representative to rect ify his  report  in that  respect.

13, The insistonce by some of  the Bponaors on a vote on the draft resolution on
the s i tuat ion  of human rights in the Islamic Republic  o f  Iran (A/C.3/43/L,41/Rev.l)
waB pussling and confrontational , for the aims of the draft resolution could better
be achieved by a consensus decieion. Such  ins i s tence  i l lus tra ted  the  po l i t i ca l
games being played by certain Wastern  countries against Iran, exploiting the issue
of human rights to further their own political agenda.

14. Insistence on adoption of the draft resolution amounted to accepting the
misinformation contained in the interim report (A/43/705) as the basis for final
action, thereby obstructing a serious effort to gather first-hand information.
Some of the sponsors clearly preferred that course to making a positive
breakthrough in resolving the issue.
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15, A double standard warJ  applied in  the approach to the rule o f  intsrnationel
law,  specif ical ly  the applicat ion o f  the 1925 Geneva Protocol  prohibit ing the uoe
of chemical weapons. The First Committee had taker a future-oriented approach, but
in the Third Committee some of the same Cslegstions  were urging the General
Assembly to dwell on the pest and to take in&o account baseless  allegetions
level led against  his  country. The same double Btlrndard  was apparent in the lack of
any action on Iraq’s policy 0 i extermination of the Kurdish minority by mean6  of
chemical weapons.

16. It was t ime to set aside allegations and premature judgements and to establish
a  true  p i c t u r e  of  the  s i tuat ion  o f  human rights in  Iran . His delegstion hoped that
the General Assembly would not be compelled to vote on a confrontational draft
resolution when a conBensuB  wes availsble  which enjoyed overwhelming support.

17, Mr,- (Netherlands), Bpeeking in exercise of the right of reply,
said that his delegation had noted the commente  about specific human rights
situations made in reeponse  to its statement. However, i t  took exception to the
statement msde by the Cuban delegstion in exerciee o f  the right of  reply. It WlB
not clear to which problems of  the Dutch minority group originating f rom the South
Moluccans the representative of  Cuba had been referring. Perhaps tho re fe rence  wae
to the Netherlands GOVerNnent’B  housing policy in that connection, which was kept
under judicial review since  any alleged violation af human rights could be taken up
before an independent court, Anyone who did not achieve setisfactibn by thst
method could apply to a number of internatkmal  organs,  for the Netherlands wae a
party to all relevant instruments prov.iding  fo r  individual complaint procedures,

18, Whenever the Netherlands Government thought that the human rights Bituation in
Cuba needed to be addressed in the Committee it would do so. His delegation took
strong objection to any al lusions in that  connection to the pol icies  o f  Goebbels .

19, h-m (Paraguay), speaking in exercise of tha rJght of reply, said that
two delegations had referred to his country in connection with what they had termed
“continuing violations” of human right6 in Paraguay. Tho in format ion,  or rather
dieinformetion,  on which they had based their allegetions  I;ad been provided by tiny
marginal po1itica.l  group6 in Peraguay with no public support and no viable
alternative  ideology or progr6nune  to offer. Their view6 had been seised upon by
certain groups and organisations  abroad which were conducti.;rg  a campaign against
his country’s Government on the pretext of solidarity with a people which needed no
such thing since its fundamental human rights were fully respected and guaranteed.

20, One delegation had gone so far as to link Paraguay with the illegal adoption
of minor6 in connection with enforced or involuntary disappearances. Such an
allegat ion wa6 absurd, since it referred to a ca6e  involving Argentine children who
had been adopted by Argentine citizen6 in Argentina, in accordance with that
country’6 regulations, and now resided in Paragu. v. It should be pointed out,
moreover, that the case had been brought before the courts through the normal,
internationally recognised channel  of  requests  for extradit ion,

/ . . I
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21. The reoord must be put straight. Peace and tranquillity reigned in his
country,. Death quada, dieappsarancre, dirty ware, execution6 and torturee in
death cells were all unknown, a8 war tertlfied to by an independent rapportour
appointed by the Commission on Human Rights.

Action-

22, The said that he had been informed that none of the draft resolutions
submitted under agenda item 12 had implications for the programme budget of the
United Nations,  with the exception of draft  resolution A/C.3/43/L.691  the
Secretary-General’s statement on the programme buJget implications of the latter
rerolution had been circulated in document A/C.3/43/L.83,

2 3 . The recalled that the draft resolution in document A/C,3/43/L.2 had
been deferred to the current sersion of the General Assembly by decision 42/424.
Since the draft  resolution was related to  draft  resolution A/C,3/43/L.78,  he
suggested that the Committee take action on both draft resolutions at a later stage
of  ite deliberations,

24. It wa,~ ao de-.

2 5 , m. MlDOUVENKO  (Ukra in ian  S o v i e t  Soc ia l i s t  Republ i c )  sa id  that  12 the
Committee did not object, hie delegation,  as the author of  the draft  resolution in
document AIC.3143IL.2,  would withdraw the draft resolution in view of the existence
o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C.3/43/L.76.

26. The aaid that the draft resolution in document A/C.3/43/L.2 was
already on the agendas  when the Committee took action on draft resolution
A/C.3/43/L.76,  the draft resolution in document A/C,3/43/L,2 would be superseded,

2 7 . Them said that the draft resolution in document A/C,3/43/L,3 had been
deferred to the current session of the General Assembly by decision 42/423. Owing
to lack of  t ime, the Committee had not had an opportunity to hold informal
coneultations  on that important iaeue. He therefore suggested that it defer
consideration o f  the draft  resolution to the forty-fourth eeseion of  the General
Aseenbly.

2 8 . Kre. W&lZA&L  (Morocco) &aid that it was  up to the oponsors of the draft
resolution to decide whether or not to defer ite consideration, Her delegation, aa
one of the sponsors, would not object to the deferral.

2 9 . Mrs,mA (Japan) said that  her delegation welcomed the draft  resolution in
view of the need to ratioraliae  the work of the Committee. E v e n  i f  connideration
o f  the draft  resolution was deferred, it wae very important that all Member States
ehould  continue their efforts for the further rationalisation of the Committee’s
work, including the consideration of  i tems every other year.

/ . . .
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30, The said that i f  ho heard no objection,  he would take it  that the
Committee agreed to defer consideration of  the draft resolution in document
A/C.3/43/L.3  to the forty-fourth session of the General Assembly.

31, -was*

32. I2mLLmUution..ALC.3/49/L.57d.

33, Mr. (Pflkistan)  said that his  delegation had gone along with the draft
resolution but considered that it did not: do justice to the subject. The basic
human right to self-determination, which was the basis of  all human rights, had
been denied in Afghanistan because of the presence of foreign troops. The draft
resolution had also failed to mention that the presence of foreign troops was also
the reason why so many refugees refused to return. That had been made clear in the
report of the Special Rapporteur (A/43/742).

34. The draft resolution also failed to call for conditions which would make it
posoible  to establ!sh  a hody which was fully representative  of  the Afghan
poI elation,  in particular a freely chosen w (triba l  a s sembly ) .  The
resolution should also have called for removal of the mines which had been laid in
Afghanistan.

35, a. TBEB (Afghanistan) said that his Government had subscribed ta all the
instruments relating to human rights and was making every effort to ensure that the
basic principles of human rights were observed in Afghanisten, In his statement to
the Committee on 25 November, he had aresented a picture of the situation and of
the practical measures which had been taken and no purpose would be served by
re ?qating his remarks.

36. Draft resolution A1C.31431L.57  was an improvement on the resolution which had
been adopted the previous year, but i t  nevertheless  fai led to mention the issues of
organised terrorism and the effort made to politicise human rights. His e legation
had not wished to thwart the cons9nsuR but he hoped that the sponsors would take
account of the considerations which he had mentioned. he wished to dstiture the
Committee that Afghanistan would co-operate fully in its work,

37. f&X&lWI?~~  ( U n i o n  o f  S o v i e t  S o c i a l i s t  R e p u b l i c s )  s a i d  t h a t  n i s  d e l e g a t i o n
h a d  n o t e d  t h a t  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  o n  t h e  s i t u a t i o n  of  h.man r i gh t s  i n  Afghan i s t an
had,  for  the  f i rs t  t ime,  been adopted  wi thout  a vote . He noted the position taken
by Afghanistan on the vote and c\lso the positive action taken by the Afghan
Government  to  asaiet. the  Special  Rappor teur  in  obta in ing a correct  impress ion of
the  s i t ua t i on  i n  Afghan i s t an .

38. I f  the  draf t  resolut ion had been put  to  the  vote ,  h is  delegat ion would  have
abs t a ined  s i nce  t he  d r a f t  r e so lu t i on  d id  no t  t ake  a  su f f i c i en t l y  ba l anced  app roach
to  the  f indings  of  the  Specia l  Rappor teur . The resolution had, however, taken notv
of the change:; which  had t aken  p l ace  i n  t he  pa s t  yea r  and ,  i n  pa r t i cu l a r ,  o f  t he
e f f o r t s  o f  t h n Government  of Afghanistan to promote respect. for human rights and
t h e  re’urn  o f  refugees.

/ . . .
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(Mr.,)

39. The main outstanding issue was violation8 of human rights by the fo rces  which
were impeding the reconciliation process and implementation of the recommenci,tions
of the Special Rapporteur, The sponsors should in future endeavour to stesr their
efforts towards the achielrement of national reconciliation and the guarantee of
human rights and fundamental freedoms whoever the violators might be,

t rm A/C.3/43/&&5

4oe  DraftreaolutiQnA/C.31455-.

42. The announced that C’.lombia,  Nigeria and Sierra Leone had become
s p o n s o r s  a

43, Praft reeolution~iC.31431t.64  was m.

44. ha (Sudan) expressed appreciat ion at  the adoption o f  draft  resolution
A/C.3/43/L.64. That would assist dudan in coping with the burden of the flow of
refugees in a diff icult  economic s i tuation]  he paid tribute to the co-operation o f

the international community in the humanitarian field,

46, m, Du (Djibouti) said that his delegation welcomed the adoption of the
draft resolution by consensus and expressed its gratitude to ~11 concerned. His
Government had spared no effort in fulfilling its obligations towards the
refugees. It  was a  matter f o r  regret that the influx of  refugees which had so
burdened the social services of his country was continuing. Refugees now occupied
more than 50 per cent of the space in the hospital infrastructure and the
percentage was even higher in tuberculosis centres.

47. ~CHAIRMAN  announced that the Philippines had become a sponsor,

48. M&x,. DKBAR.1S.H  (Costa Rica) and Mr,. GRXUQ  (Colombia) announced that their
delegations wished ko become sponsors.
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Qt.nf tresolution_AfC.JL13/L.68

51. Mr. CjBJJJ& (Colombie)  suggested that the  word 8t6eiisle@@  in  operat ive
paragraph 2 of the Spanish text should be replaced by “hays miialado”.

52. s said tha t  t he  Sec re t a r i a t  wou ld  t ake  app rop r i a t e  xtion on the
point  ra ised by the  representa t ive  of  Colombia .

53. ~~ELWKQ  (Norway), speaking in explanation of vote on behalf of Denmark,
Sweden and Norway, said that ever since tho quretion  of human right6 in El Salvador
had f i rs t  appeared on the  agenda, the major concern and objective of thoce three
delegations  had been to promote full  respect for human right6 and fundamental
freedom6 in El Salvador. The appointment of a Special Repruoentative  of  the
Commission on Human Right6 wae a crucial instrument in that regard,

54. While she rscognieed  that the Government of El Salvador wa6 committed to a
policy of respect for human righte, that policy had not produced the desired
e f f ec t ,  e spec i a l l y  w i th  regard  t o  t h e  r i g h t  t o  l i f e , The situation of human right6
is El Salvador had deteriorated coneiderably, aa was c lear  from the  in ter im repor t
before the Committee. The draf t  resolut ion  d id  not  ref lec t  current  development6
accura t e ly , nor the  facts , conclusions and recommendation6 contained in the
r epo r t . The Specie1 Repreuentative  had pointed, in particular, to ak alarming
increase in the number of politically motivated violationa,  such a6 sumnary or
arbitrary execut ion6, caees o f  pol i t ica l ly  motivated dieappearances and inhuman iir
degrading t rea tment  dur ing pol ice  interrogation  of  pol i t ical  detainees . The
r e su rgence  o f  t he  ac t i v i t i e s  of  death  Squad6  ~66 eepecially  worry ing . The report
had  fu r the rmore  s t a t ed  t ha t  thd activitiee  o f  t he  c r imina l  j u s t i c e  syctem and t h e
inveetigation  and punishment of serious human right6 violation6 remained highly
unsa t i s f ac to ry . Thoee a6pect6, together with the promulgaL!on  and application of
the Amnesty Act of October 1987, had fostered and reinforced a dangerous climate of
impuni t.y .

55. The opposi t ion  forces  were  cont inuing the i r  a t tacks  on the  country’6  economic
infras t ructure  whi le  the  humani tar ian rules  of  war  were not  be ing respected  by
e i t h e r  s i d e . The  implementat ion of  the  Centra l  American peace  plan and i t6  cal l
f o r  n a t i o n a l  r e c o n c i l i a t i o n  a n d  d i a l o g u e  b e t w e e n  t h e  p a r t i e s  t o  t h e  c o n f l i c t  wa6
more urgent than ever.

56. Denmark, Sweden and Norway would join in the con6en6u6  on the draft
resolu t ion . 11 was  impor t an t  that t h e  l a t t e r  d e c i d e d  t h a t  the s i t ua t i on  o f  huma n
rights in El Salvador would be kept under consideration by the General A66mbly  and
the Commission on Human Rights. Denmark, Sweden and Norwoy deeply regretted that
the group of Latin American sponsor6  had not  been wi l l ing  to  enter  In to
negot ia t ions *rit.h  coun t r i e s  f  ram o t h e r  r e g i o n s ; t h a t  was an establihhsd  p r o c e d u r e
and a  s o u n d  prnrrt.ic!c f o r  a c h i e v i n g  t h e  best.  r e s u l t s .

57. Draft t-esulution  .VC+3/43/L,68  was ndoptad without  P vote.

/ . . .
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58. Mr. CHRYSANTHOPOULOS (Greece), speaking in explanation of vote on behalf of
the 12 States members of the European Community, said that the Twelve had agreed to
a consensus on the draft resolution in a spirit of compromise but wished to
emphasize that the resolution did not accurately reflect the deterioration of the
human rights situation in El Salvador.

59. In his report, the Special Representative had noted the alarming increase in
politically motivated summary executions, including mass executions, carried out by
members of the State apparatus and by members of the armed forces in particular.
The report had also noted that the armed oppositZon forces had been responsible for
systematic attacks on the country's economic infrastructure, as well as for summary
executions and abductions of civilians. Such acts constituted serious violations
of human rights and fundamental freedoms and were to be deplored. The Twelve
appealed to all parties concerned to refrain from such acts, which had caused the
human rights situation in El Salvador to deteriorate.

60. The Twelve had noted with concern the Special Representative's finding that
the capacity of the criminal justice system to investigate and punish serious human
rights violations remained highly unsatisfactory. That, combined with the
promulgation and application of the Amnesty Act of October 1987, had fostered and
reinforced a dangerous climate of impunity. The Twelve urged the Government of
El Salvador to ensure the effective functioning of the judiciary as soon as
possible.

61. The Twelve further believed that, when the question of extending the Special
Representative's mandate was examined in the Commission on Human Rights, the
relevant decision should be taken on the basis of the actual human rights situation
existing in El Salvador. The Twelve noted with appreciation the efforts made by
the sponsors in producing the draft resolution, thereby demonstrating their concern
for the human rights situation in El Salvador, but hoped that in future the draft
resolution on that subject would be the object of wide consultations.

62. Mr. MEZA (El Salvador) thanked the delegations which had made it possible for
the Third Committee to adopt in 1988 a resolution similar to that adopted in 1987.
He also thanked the representatives of the MLR who, by their lobbying of
delegations, had enhanced his delegation's commitment to its work.

63. The question might well be asked why certain delegations did not concern
themselves with their own indiyenous populations rather than taking an interest in
the affairs of countries so far from their own borders. In an election year, his
country had received scant attention from sources from which it might have expected
assistance. The Third Committee experts who constantly shuttled between New York
and Geneva might have been able to do a good job if, in the interim between
sessions they had steered some assistance towards his country instead of helping to
politiciee the issue: that was not the purpose of the exercise.

Draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.69

64. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Philippines had become a sponsor.
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65. Mrs. MOLOJWANE (Botswana) announced that her delegation wished to become a
sponsor.

66. Miss BYRNE (United States of America), speaking in explanation of vote, said
that she believed that the International Labour Organisation was the appropriate
forum for a substantive discussion on the human rights of migrant workers. In that
connection, IL0 Conventions Nos. 95 and 143 were relevant. There was no need for
an additional convention outside ILO. No working group of the General Assembly
could hope to equal IL0 efforts in that field. In any case, virtually all the
countries represented in the Working Group were also represented in ILO. For all
those reasons, her delegation would vote against the draft resolution.

67. Draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.69 was adopted bv 136 votes to 1. with
2 abstentions.

68. Mr. FRIEDRICH (Federal Republic of Germany), speaking in explanation of vote,
said that his delegation had abstained in the vote on the draft resolution because
it had substantive reservations as to the need for a convention on the protection
of the rights of migrant workers. Such protection was guaranteed through other
United Nations iilstruments, such as the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and
the International Covenants on Human Rights, which protected all human beings.

69. His delegation also objected to many aspects of the work of the Working
Group. At its latest Session, the Working Group had adopted a number of provisions
with which his delegation did not agree. On the basis of the draft text, his
delegation might not be able to sign or ratify the proposed convention.

70. Ms. LAFORTUNE (Canada) said that, despite its traditional reservations, her
delegation supported the draft resolution. Her delegation would co-operate fully
r;:th the Working Group.

71. Mr. RAVEN (United Kingdom) said that his delegation had abstained in the
vote. It had reservations concerning the work of the Working Group which were
particularly relevant at a time of financial crisis when particular attention must
be paid to budgetary matters.

Draft resolution A/C.3:43/L.70/Rev.l

72. The CHAIRMAN announced that Burundi, the Central African Republic, Colombia,
Nigeria, the Philippines and Zimbabwe had become sponsors of the draft resolution.
The difference between the revised version and draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.70  was
that, in the last preambular paragraph, the word "economic" had been changed to
*'ecological" and the words "for refugees" had been added in operative paragraph 4.

73. Mr. LY (Senegal) said that it was not clear that there had been any financial
justification for issuing a revised version. Moreover, the second change did not
appear in the French text.

74. Draft resolution A/C.3/43/T8.70/Rev.1  was adoDted .

/ . . .
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75, The eaid that Egypt, Niger and the Philippines  had become oponoore of
the draft  resolution.

7 6 ,  ut re&LW&xl A/C:.3/&&.&.71  wm.

77, V (Malswi) t h a n k e d  the aponeore o f  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  A/C,3/43/L,71
and all those who had supported it, 6nd expressed appreciation to the
Secretary-Qeneral, the United Nation6 High Commisrioner  for Refugese, donor
countries and intergovernmental and non-governmental org6niaations  for their
efforts to aesist  refugees 6nd diSpl6oed  persons in Malawi.

78, ~MJJWBMM  said that the Philippines had become a oponeor of  the draft
resolution.

AGENDA ITEM 96r IMPORTANCE OF THE UNIVERSAL REALIZATION OF THE RIOHT OF PEOPLE8 TO
SELF-DETERMIN91IClN  AND OF THE SPEEDY QRANTINQ OF INDEPENDENCE TO COL:DNIAL  COUNTRIES
AND PEOPLES FOR THE EFFECTIVE OUARANTEE  AND OBSERVANCE OF HUMAN RIWTS  (co)

80, V (Nigeria) recalled that the Special Rapporteur on mer&enariee  had
presented a report on his latest findings in Angola (A/43/735) under agenda
i tems 12 and 961 the sponsors of the draft reeolution had requested that the item
be retained under item 96 where the subject-matter belonged.

81, The draft resolution emphasized that the activitiee  of mercen6ries  were
contrary  to  the  fundementel righte o f  peop les ,  uepecially  the  r ight  of
self-determination, and that the practice of mercenarism was unacceptable in
c i v i l i s e d  s o c i e t y . The Special Rappc-teur  bed referred to the urgent need to
conclude work on drafting the fnternational  Convention against the Recruitment,
WIN!, Financing and Training of  Mercenariee. Although the Sixth Committee was
hendling  the drafting of the Convention, thereby preparing the way for its
acceptance by all Member States, the subject-matter otherwise belonged in the Third
Committee. The report of the Special Rapporteur had been brought to the attention
of the Sixth Committee, which was currently considering draft resolution
A/C.6/43/L.13  on the subject of the draft International Convention.

82. Benin, Bulgaria, Cameroon, Guinea, India, Kenya, the Libyan Arab Jamehiriya,
Malawi, Mongolia, Panama, Peru, Rwanda, Sierra Leone, Somalia, the Syyrian  Arab
Republic, Sudan, Togo and Viet Nam had become eponsore  of the draft resolution.
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03. In the t i t l e  o f  the draft  resolution,  the words “of people”  should be inserted
after the words “of the right”  and a correeponding  change rhould be made in
operatJ-ve  paragraph  10, A new preMlbUl6r  paragrclph ehould be added that would read!

‘$9 the second general  report  o f  the Special
Wapporteur  on mercenaries contained in document A/43/735,”

64. Mr&JWUGX  ( M o r o c c o )  said thrt the  Six th  Commi t tee  ~60 current ly  cons ide r i ng
the question of mercenaries and rn Ad Committee was preparing the draft
International Convention, The Qeneral Assembly should  co-ordinate itc e f f o r t s  as
far aa poseibl6r the work of the Third Committee must be linked with that of the
Sixth Committee. The report of the Special Rapporteur should  be officially
submitted to the Sixth Committee. She therefore propooed that the following word6
should be added at the end of operative paregraph 118

“and  during the coneideration  by the Sixth Committee of  the item entitled8
‘Report of the A&&g  Committee on the Drafting of an International Convention
against the Recruitment, Use, Financing and Training of Mercenaries’.”

05. &mm (Nether lands)  eaid th6.t he  d id  not  o b j e c t  t o  the  M o r o c c a n

euggeetiont  however, the report of the Special Rspporteur should be ma4e available
to  the AfL.flm  Committee rather than the Sixth Committee since it wae the A&J&g
Committee that wa6 considering the draft International Convention. He 6160
wondered what the financial implication6 would be.

66, tQ6.m ( M o r o c c o )  Baid t h a t  ut t h e  n e x t  6eeBion o f  t h e  Genersl A66embly,
the Special R6ppOrteUr  could be requested to submit his report to both the Third
and Sixth Committees, which would involve no extra cost.

07 I Mr. sPQ&QS (Greece) ,  Bpesking in erplanstion  of vote  before the vote
on behalf of the 12 States member6 of the European Community, said that the Twelve
unequivocally condemned the recruitment, use o r  f i n a n c i n g  o f  mercenariee  b u t  w e r e
unable to eupport the draft  resolu t ion . I t  was r e g r e t t a b l e  t h a t  t h e  eponsors o f
the  draf t  resolut ion had ignored the fact  that the question was regularly on the
agenda of the Sixth Committee. At a time of financial criois  for the Organisation,
i t  was pa r t i cu l a r ly  unfortunate  that , instead of working to rationalise the General
Assembly’6 work, the sponsors were duplicating it . I t  wa6  a l so  regre t tab le  that
the sponsor6 had moved away from the consensus language which had been achieved in
t h e  pastt t h a t  d i d  n o t  fac i l i ta te  the  chanc.,e of  mainta in ing  conoenzu6  i n  t h e  S i x t h
Commi t t ee ,  no r  wou ld  i t  f a c i l i t a t e  t he  d r a f t i ng  o f  t h e  I n t e r n a t i o n a l  C o n v e n t i o n ,  i n
which the  Twelve were  act ively  par t ic ipat ing, In the continuing absence of  even an
agreed def ini t ion of  a mercenary f o r  the purposes of  the dxaft Internat ional
Convention, the Twelve continued to regard it a6 inappropriate that a Special
Rapporteur of the Commiezion  on Human Rights had b66n appointed to deal with the
question. The Twelve had even more profound objectionz  to the framework in which
the question was being considered] the question of mercenaries was primarily a
matter concerning relation6 between States rather than a human right6 ieeue.

/ l . .
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68, Misr (United States of America) eaid that, despite it6 staunch belief in
the  r ight  o f  a l l  peOplea  to  self-determin6tiOnr the United States could not vote in
frvour of  the unbalanced and polemical draft resolution, whiah did nothing to
achieve that goal. The United Stater had aonsirtontly opporod  the reoruitment,
financing and use of mercenarier. However, in relation to the extremely serious
problem6 which the Qeneral Assembly addreeeed  - particularly extrajudicial
k i l l i n g s ,  die6ppear6nce6, torture and the thouerndo of politiaal  prisoners  - the
scsle of meraenary  aativity wa8  qu i te  l imi ted . The draft recolution conaerned
issues whfah were wholly extraneous to the Committee's purpose and oompetenae’ I t
was not really concerned with human right6 6nd humanitarian conuerns,  but with
politioal  iooues  unrelated to the Committee’s work. The question of mercenaries
WEB under thorough review by an AL&W Committee establiehed  by General Assembly
reso lut ion  35148. The Committeo’e  aation dUpliO6ted  the work of the J&JQS
Committee and complicated its efforts, It  was not  the Commit tee ’s  funct ion to
deolere t h a t  c e r t a i n  a c t i v i t y  COnBtitUted  a n “international crime’! when that very
issue wae being considered in another body eStabliShed to consider such questions,
nor wae it  i ts function to declare what was, or wae not, 6 “threat to international
peace and security” .

89. The United States would strongly oppose any attempt to stretch the genercrlly
under6 tood definition of “mercenary” in order to achieve extraneous politiaal
end8  , The term “mercenary” had been def ined in art icle  47 (2)  o f  Additional
Protocol I to the Geneva Convention6 of 1948.

90. Mr. I4&ZA  (El  Salvador)  said that his  delegation could not support the draft
resolution for the same reason as the previous year, Hi6 Government 6greeQ that
the immor6.l  practice of mercenariem  should hsve come to an end, but the inclueion
of  references to the Central  Ameriaan area did not help solve the confl ict  there.
It would therefore abstain in the vote,

91. klr& DE &&L&i  (Cos ta  R ica )  said that  her  de legat ion  s t i l l  f e l t  66 i n  pas t
yeare that the reference6 to Central America in the third preambular p6r6graph and
in operative paragraph 1 of the draft resolution were inappropriate And
a r t i f i c i a l . The Special Rapporteur did not mention Central America in hi6 report.
Her delegation would therefore abstain in the vote.

Infavp\;(l;l Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, B6h6fn6Br
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbado6,  Benin, Bhutan, Boliviu,  Botswana,
Brazil, Brunei DarussalCUn,  Bulgaria, Burkina F660, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorus6i6n  Soviet 8ocialist  Republic, CaNNtrOOnr
Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombin,  Congo, Cete
d’Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Ceechoslovakia, D e m o c r a t i c  Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Fiji, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada,*

* The Secretariat was later advised that Grenada had been absent for the
vote.
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Qurtemala, Quinea,  (hyena, Hait i ,  Hungary,  India,  Indonesia,  Iran
(Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,  Kuwait, Lao
People’s Domocratia  Republic, Lebanon, Loaotho, Liborir, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya,  Xadaqacoar,  Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, MoroccoI  Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria,  Pakistan, Panama, Pomp Philippines, Poland, O&tar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierrr Leone, 6inqapore,
Somalia ,  Sri Lanka,  Sudan, Suriname,  Swamiland,  Syrian Arab
Republia, Thailand, Togo, Trinided  and Tobago, Tuniria, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet  Social ist  Republic ,  Union o f  Soviet  Soaialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of  Tanmania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe  .

AQainskl Belgium, France,  Qermany,  Federal  Republic  o f ,  Italy,  Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom of Qreat
Britain and Northorn Ireland,  United States o f  America.

-1 Antigua and Barbuds, Auotralia, Austria, Canada, Coata Rica,
Denmark, Dominica, El Salvador, Equatorial Quinea, Finland,
Greece, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, New Zealand, Norway,
Oman,  Samoa, Spain, Sweden, Turkey.

94. MLXJUART (Australia), opeakinq  i n  e x p l a n a t i o n  o f  vote  a f t er  the  vote ,  s a i d
that Austra l ia ’8  otronq opposit ion to  mercenariee  was well  knownj  it supported
efforts being mPrclr, in ths United Nations including the MA&  Committee. It had
opposed the decision to appoint a Special Rapporteur of the Commiseion  on Human
Rights because i t  represented duplication of  e f f o r t s  and a wrote o f  resourcee which
should be concentrated on the A&&Z Committee. Hic d e l e g a t i o n  h a d  therefore
abstained.

9 5 . &.--ljU&SA,IR  (Pakistan)  said that  hie delegation had voted in favour o f  the
draft reeolution in line with Pakistan’s commitment to support otruqqlee for
nat iona l  l i b e r a t i o n , It was strongly opposed to the recruitment, use, financing
and training of mercenaries and to the phenomenon of mercsilariem  a8 a whole. A
broad basis of co-operative  action was required, and unfor tunately  the draft
resolution did not come close to achieving that goal. It was to be hoped that in
f u t u r e  a l l  d e l e g a t i o n s  w o u l d  be  ab le  t o  c o n t r i b u t e  t o  a  dra f t  r e so lu t i on
establiehing  a broad basis  of co-operation for international  act ion to el iminate
the curse of mercennriOm.

96. m* .HA~UZl  ( M o r o c c o )  s a i d  t h a t  t h e  Mcroccan delsgrtjon  i n  the  S ixth
Commit tee  was very dr.t.ive  in  the  work  of  draf t ing the  Internat ional  Conventlonr  her
delegcrtion had the. ifore voted in favour of the draft resolution. I t  wae
regre t table  that  the  draf t  resolut ion no longer  referred to Africa or to  southern
Afr i ca  in  pa r t i cu la r , and that operative paragraph 3 had been modified to meet the
demands of certain countries.

/ . I .
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9 7 . m. TANLAY  (Turkey) said thst  his  delegation had ebsteined in the v o t e ,
rlthouqh it etronqly condemned mercenarism end we8 very concerned about the problem
of the recruitment end use of mercensriesr Turkish aitisene were prohibited f rom
serving in foriiqn militsry forcee end the recruitment,  user f insncinq end treining
o f  mercena r i e s  i n  Turkish  terr i tory  w e r e  puniohable  render the  lew, As a member of
the A&&QG Committee, Turkey believed that in order to combet the practice of
mercenarism the international community muet have a legal instrument with clesr
definit ions and clearly determined responsibi l i t ies .  His delegation would have
preferred wording that did not include definitions of mercenarism which could
compromise the work of the &L&U Working Qroup,

9 6 . @a. MU.XU (Japan) said that the Sixth Committee was in the prooese  of
draf t ing the  In ternat ional  Convent ion on e consensus besie,  end the definit ion of
mercenaries  was one of  the  centra l  i ssues . Her delegation we8 concerned that the
work of the Committee could prejudge the work of  the Sixth Committee and for that
procedural reason had voted against the draft resolution.

99, &-M&RI  (Cman) s a i d  t h a t  h i s  deleqetion  h a d  a b s t a i n e d  i n  t h e  v o t e  because
the issue of mercenaries we8 already under consideration by the AQJ~QG  Committee of
the  Sixth  Commit tee  which was  prepar ing a  repor t  for  trsnamittal  to  the  Qeneral
Aesemblyj  the  Third  Commit tee  was  therefore  dupl ica t ing  the  efforts  of the Sixth
Committee.

AGENDA ITEM 96; HUMAN RIGHTS AND SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNOLOQICAL DEVELOPMENTS
(m) (A/C,3/43/L,48/Rev,l)

100,  The informed the  Commit tee  tha t  the  draf t  resolut ion  under
consideration had no programme budget implications.

101,  &..-YAKOYl&Jl (Union of Soviet  Social ist  Republics) ,  introducing draft
resolution A/C.3/43/L.48/Rav.l  on behalf of the co-sponsorsr said that a number of
the  preambular  paragraphs  had been dele ted f rom the  or iginal  draft  or revorded in
order to accommodate the doubts of some delegations. Some of the operative
paragraphs,  too, had been deleted, In operat ive  paragraph 1,  the  worda  “all
peoples  and a l l  individuals”  had been replaced by “al l  people” ,  a  broader  concept
which reconci led  the  var ious  points  of  v iew. Similar ly ,  operat ive paragraph 5 had
been  subs t an t i a l l y  r eca s t .

102. Tho version now before the Committee took fully into account t-.he  comments mado
by delegat ions  dur iny lengthy consul ta t ions . The co-sponsors had nccepted the
wording of  some  paragrapha as  proposed by other  delegat ions  and,  for instance,  had
deleted the reference to the Commission on Human Rights about which Borne
delegat ions  had doubts . He hoped that the compromise text would;  ~--~joy  the support
o f  a l l  d e l e g a t i o n s .

103. uss ZIRJ&Qj  (Zimbabwe) announced that Zimbabwe should be ii...luded  in the lint
of co-sponsors.

/ . . 0
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1 0 4 .  &I.&m ( S w e d e n )  s a i d  t h a t  h i s  d e l e g a t i o n ,  while apprec ia t ing  the  e f f o r t 6
made to achieve consensus, continued to have problems with the wording of operative
paragraph 1 which should refleot the accepted wording of international human rights
instruments. It ehoula therefore be changed to read “ReaLfirmP thet every human
being has the inherent right to l i fe”, in order to ensure coneistency with
article 6 of the International Covenant on Civil and Politic61 Rights.

105.  Mr. (Union of Soviet  Social ist  Republics)  seid that  after protracted
negotiat ions, the co-eponeore hsd sqread to amend their origins1 text on the
underetaeJing  that the word6 “all people” included each individusl, The present
wording of  paragraph 1 81~3 not conflict with the views of Sweden, end he therefore
appealed to the representative of  that country not to stand in the way of  the
adoption ‘of the draft resolution without a vote,

106,  Mrs. (India)  said tkmt, as the representative of  one of  the
delegations which had been closely Involved  in the negotiations, she wished to pay
tr ibute  to  the  Sov ie t  de l egat ion  fo r  i t s  f l ex ib i l i ty  in  accor~modatfnq  the  c o n c e r n s
of  al l  delegations. The Committee had before it a neqotieted consensus text, which
she had hoped it could edopt without a vote and thereby break with the precedent of
previous yeare. She therefore appealed to the one deleqatiQn  which was raising
what she regarded as a minor legal problem to join .!n the consensus.

107, Mr.W!&EY  (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ssid that the wording now
proposed, which had been suggested by other deleqstions, was broader than the
preferred Soviet or Swedish wording, and he recalled that the whole point of
coneensus  was to go as far a8 possible towards accommodstinq all views. That
broader understanding did not conflict with the Swedish view, but in<,eed
encompassed it , and he  appealed again to the repreeentativa of Sweden not to oppose
the  consensus.

108, Miss (Algeria)  eaid that  her delegation had greeted the revised
v e r s i o n  o f  t h e  d r a f t  r e s o l u t i o n  w i t h  come d i e s a t i s f a c t i o n ,  s i n c e  i t  f e l t  t h a t  t h e
compromise text had been stripped of certain principles that were important to many
delegations, including her own. However , it had been ready to rally to the
compromise text., on which the Soviet delegation had made laudable efforts to
achieve agreement.

109, The-  CBAI.R.MAN  sa id  that  he , l ike  other6, l-oped  that  the  draf t  reso lut ion  could
be adopted without a vote and that the Swedish delegation would respond to the
appeals  to  join the consf)nsus.

110, Mr-&J&AL  (Egypt) said that his delegation was not very happy with the
proposed text, which it  felt  represented too much of  a compromise in delet ing the
specif ic  reference to  “peoples” . In his  region and in Africa,  for instance,  the
lives of peoples were indeed in danger. His  delegation wa6 none the less  wil l ing
to  r a l l y  t o  t h e  c o n s e n s u s ,
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111. @a. lQU&M,X  (Moroaoo)  raid that thr draft rraolution war not intended to
confirm this or that paragraph of the Univerrral  Declaration of Human Right8 or the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Right@, The conarrsione  made by the
Soviet dolegation should be aaargtsd. Drawing attention to operative paragraph 2,
ehr said thrt the words “ensure that evoryono enjoya hio inherent right to life”
should meet the conaerne of  Sweden.

112. Hr. UjWQLM (Sweden) eaid that, in the rbsenar of support from any other
delegation, hie delegation would not inrirt on an amendment to the text, but wished
the alternative wording he had grogoaed, whiah war conrimtent  with article 6 of the
International Covenant on Civil and Politioal Rightr, to be inoluded  in the aumary
record of the meeting, It wao not Sweden’s habit to break conaenaua.
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