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738th meeting 

Chainnan: Mr. SAYAR (Iran) 

NARCOTIC DRUGS (continued): 

E/AC.7/SR.738 

Friday, 3 May 1974, 
at 11.10 a.m. 

(a) REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL BOARD (E/5456; E/AC.7/L.667) 
(continued) 

{b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON NARCOTIC DRUGS ON ITS SPECIAL SESSION (E/5458 
and Corr.l; E/AC.7/L.669) (continued) 

Sir Harry GREENFIELD (President, International Narcotics Control Board) 

said that the standard of government reporting continued to improve and the Board's 

purview was gradually approaching completeness. It was to be hoped that the People's 

Republic of China, the Democratic People's Republic of Korea and the Democratic 

Republic of Viet-Nam would soon submit the required reports. 

Full control of poppy cultivation was difficult to achieve, since the product 

was easily portable and opium commanded high prices on the illicit market. However, 

opium production in Turkey had ceased at the. end of 1972, thus substantially reducing 

the area of risk. India was now the largest licit producer and the sole exporter of 

opium for licit purposes and that country's control system was highly efficient. 

There were also efficient controls over opium and poppy straw in countries where they 

were produced solely to supply domestic manufacture of opiates. Controls over the 

manufacture, distribution and marketing of the end products of narcotic raw materials 

similarly gave little cause for anxiety. The control system prescribed by the 

treaties was therefore operating satisfactorily. 

The situation was very different for coca-bush cultivation. Despite the efforts 

made by the international organs, no significant improvement had been achieved. 

Production was far in excess of legitimate needs, so that widespread coca-leaf 

chewing continued virtually unchecked, to the physical detriment of the local 

population. A substantial amount of cocaine found its way into the illicit traffic 

and was significant in multidrug abuse in countries remote from the area of 

cultivation. Despite the administrative and other difficulties faced by the countries 

concerned, the Board felt that much more could have been done to tackle the problem. 

It hoped that the recommendations put forward by the mission to the Andean region in 

February 1973 would be speedily implemented. 

I . .. 
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There appeared to be no improvement in the situation with regard to illicit 

or uncontrolled. poppy cultivation. A decline in production in one area was soon 

counterbalanced by new or increased production elsewhere and the flow of opium and 

opium products continued. The volume of illicit traffic in cannabis was also 

increasing everywhere, both in the former areas of abuse and in completely new 

areas. A dangerous factor was the appearance of liquid cannabis that was much 

easier to transport, on the international illicit market. Greater availability 

of that concentrated form would create more serious risks for those who consumed 

cannabis. 

The Board's report made appreciative reference to the co-operative action of 

Governments and international bodies in combating the flow of dangerous substances. 

The Board hoped that all forms of bilateral and multilateral co-operation would be 

extended, since co-operation was vital if the problem was even to be effectively 

contained. Public participation was also essential. The wholesome influence of 

family duty and affection~ reinforced by national traditions of dignity and self­

respect, must be invoked. The community appreciated the serious implications 

which drug abuse had for youth today and for future generations. The activities of 

unofficial groupswere therefore to be welcomed~ but their activities should be 

carefully co-ordinated and should be dovetailed with government hleasures. 

Duplication of effort could be avoided at the internati~nal level if some method 

of co-ordination could be found between national groups. The combination of 

official and unofficial effort was effective, and it would be well if a 

non-governmental organization could be set up to ensure that the public ~nterest 

was adequately represented in international discussions on the subject. 

'I'he Board maintained a continuing correspondence with the contracting parties 

of the treaties and, at the invitation of the Governments concerned, occasionally 

sent missions to countries where direct personal discussion might be helpful. He 

expressed appreciation of Governments' co-operation with such missions~ although 

in the case of Latin ft~erica the end result had proved disappointing. In 1973, a 

mission had visited Hong Kong and Nepal and had i1eld talks with the Government of 

India regarding opium used for licit manufacture. Such missions served to enrich 

I ... 



-7- ;sjAC.7/SR.73R 

(~iF Harry Greenfield) 

the Board's knowledge of world developments in the field of narcotic drugs. The 

mission to Hong Kong had found that the illicit traffic chain in South-East Asia 

was no longer as important as it had been, siwce traffickers could now convert 

opium into morphine in the country of origin and transport it by air. None the 

less, the drug-abuse situation in Hong Kong was severe and the authorities deserved 

every assistance. Perhaps half the known addicts smoked opium, while the remainder 

smoked heroin. Voluntary bodies were co-operating in a campaign which included 

extensive treatment and rehabilitation of addicts, and the discouragement of new 

addicts through education. He had since been informed, however, that the flow of 

opium products to Hong Kong seemed to have ceased as a result of preventive action 

in and around Burma and Thailand. 

The purpose of the mission to Nepal had been to ask the Government.to help 

reduce the flow of cannabis into India and through India to other countries, since 

the Indian Government's policy was eventually to abolish all cannabis consumption. 

In July 1973, the Government of Nepal had decided to ban the production of cannabis 

and opium and to compensate farmers for their loss of income. Although the promised 

parliamentary bill had still not been enacted, cultivation of cannabis in the region 

near the Indian frontier had ceased, cannabis shops had been closed and a firmer 

attitude had been adopted towards an unwelcome type of tourist. Since many 

traffickers allegedly came in through India, similar firmness should be displayed 

there. However, despite those improvements~ there still remained the problem of 

wild cannabis in northern Nepal. 

The Board's report gave an assessment of the current availability of opium for 

licit manufacture as a result of a thorough study made of the persistent increase 

in demand for codeine and codeine products in medical practice. The Board saw no 

grounds for apprehension regarding the supply of codeine medicaments and strongly 

deprecated any suggestion that additional opium-producing areas should be authorized. 

Systems of control over opium production were costly and the training of staff was 

a lengthy process. 

There were two important additional instruments to supplement those governing 

international drug control. The 1972 Protocol Amending the Single Convention on 

Narcotic Drugs, 1961, had already been. ratified by 29 countries and would soon enter 

into force. Although it involved no structural chane:;e in the current system, it • 

I ... 
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would reinforce the influence of the Board in promoting the participation of 

national aQministrations in the international control system. More important was 

the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances. There was disquieting evidence of 

growing misuse of such substances. Most Governments were exercising control in 

their own territories and supplying the statistics required under the Convention 

but, until the international movement of psychotropic substances was subject to 

international controls, there would always be the danger of imports from countries 

which did not impose controls. 

In taking leave of the Council for the last time, he wished to recall that~ 

although the drug problem 11as not the worst one facing mankind, it was a serious 

one, and complacency must be resisted. Only through constant vigilance could the 

problem be overcome. 

Mr. Smid (Czechoslovakia) took the Chair. 

V~. POEDJIOETOMO (Indonesia) said that Indonesia was deeply concerned 

about the problem of dr1~ addiction and illicit trafficking in drugs. The 

Government had taken stern measures to control those problems on the local level. 

However, the efforts of police officials and customs authorities were hampered by 

the fact that Indonesia was an archipelago with long stretches of jagged coastline. 

The flow of raw opium and morphine into Indonesia presented a major problem 

to law enforcement services. The authorities had found evidence that traffickers 

were making greater use of other ports through which they trans-shipped their 

drugs to Indonesia. As a result, the border patrols, and customs and police 

authorities had been required to increase their surveillance of ocean-going vessels 

and cargoes, a step which had severely taxed their resources. Traffickers continued 

to smuggle drugs to the ports in Eastern Sumatra and Java. One encouraging sign, 

however, was that no evidence had been found of illicit traffic being supported by 

illicit production or manufacture or by diversion from legitimate channels. In some 
pJ.rts of Java anli Sumatra, cann?..bis plants -vrere grovm for loca.l illicit r1arkets and 

there was also evidence of cannabis smuggling from certain ports in Sumatra to 

/ ... 
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Singapore and Malaysia. Everything possible was being done to stop such illegal 

activities. In 1971, the Indonesian Government had seized 2501.95 kilogrammes of 

cannabis, had destroyed 10,897 cannabis plants and seized 18.33 kilogrammes of opium 

and 94 grammes of morphine. 

Within Indonesia, cultivation of opium and cannabis were prohibited by law and 

no cases of illicit cultivation of opium had been reported during recent years. 

However, there had been cultivation of cannabis plants which, when found, were 

destroyed and the offenders prosecuted. In 1971, there had been 49 offences against 

the Narcotics Law and 183 persons had been convicted for illegal possession and sale 

of drugs. 

The success of the Indonesian Government's efforts to curb the flow of drugs 

depended upon the availability of funds and technical expertise. In that connexion, 

Indonesia had sponsored General Assembly resolutions 3145 (XXVIII) and 

3146 (XXVIII). In addition, Indonesia had been one of the sponsors of Economic 

and Social Council resolution 1662 (LII), which urged Governments to continue to 

co-operate with one another to eliminate illicit production, consumption and 

traffic in narcotic drugs and psychotropic substances. He noted that the report 

of the International Narcotics Control Board (E/5456) also emphasized the importance 

of co-operation between Governments. 

The Indonesian delegation was convinced that efforts should be focused on 

preventive measures at points close to the areas of supply. The large volume and 

skilful organization of illicit traffic in drugs called for the same attention and 

assistance as was given to other aspects of the narcotic drug problem. Illicit 

traffic, which was ·the vital link between supply and demand, was a problem which 

went beyond national jurisdiction and could be solved only through international 

co-operation. As the report of the International Narcotics Control Board stated, 

an effective world-wide system for drug control depended upon the early ratification 

by Governments of the relevant Conventions. Indonesia hoped to ratify shortly the 

1961 Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs and the 1972 Protocol amending that 

Convention. In practice, the Indonesian Government was already fulfilling the 

obligations set forth in the Convention. 

I ... 
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Another. method of developing such a concerted effort was that referred to in 

draft resolution Bin the report of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs (E/5458). His 

delegation supported that resolution, and in particular the provisions of 

paragraphs 2 and 3. 

He was gratified to note the co-operation between international bodies in 

drug abuse control, as described in paragraph 15 of document E/5456. His delegation 

was convinced that measures at the national level were not enough to stop the spread 

of illicit trafficking and therefore urged all States to contribute to the United 

Nations Fund for Drug Abuse Control according to their capacity, and to provide 

technical assistance to the developing countries concerned, in accordance with 

General Assembly resolutions 3145 (XXVIII) and 3146 (XXVIII). 

Mr. ISLM~ (Pakistan) said that Pakistan had no large-scale drug addiction 

problem. Of a population of 65 million, only 40,000 were confirmed addicts. 

Nevertheless, the Government had recently implemented measures to limit the 

cultivation of opium. Growers were required to be licensed by the Government. In 

addition, the Government had a monopoly on the purchase of their product, which it 

supplied to licensed vendors. The small number of drug addicts in Pakistan might 

be attributed to the social stigma that was attached to the use of opium. 

One of the major problems was to convince opium growers, for whom the 

cultivation of opium had constituted the main source of income for generations, 

that what they were doing was wronC?;. What was therefore needed was a concerted 

education programme about the dangers of drug abuse. In addition, growers must 

either be compensated or provided with an alternative crop and guaranteed a fair 

price and stable market for their produce. The Government of Pakistan would continue 

to do its utmost to restrict the cultivation of opium and to find alternative crops. 

More attention should also be given to identifYing the social causes of drug 

addiction in the developed countries. Unless those problems were identified and 

remedies found, it would be impossible to eradicate drug addiction. 

Furthermore, a double standard appeared to exist with regard to the punishment 

of offenders against narcotics la\TS. The developed countries, while insisting that 

the developing countries impose severe penalties for the illicit cultivation of 

opium, themselves continued to impose very light penalties on persistent offenders. 

More severe penalties should therefore be imposed in the developed countries. 

/ ... 
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The Government of Pakistan was contemplating an experiment whereby all known 

addicts would be registered. Occasional,users would be sent to clinics for 

education and treatment; incurable addicts, after being registered, would be 

supplied with opium free of charge. The Government hoped that its somewhat radical 

approach would solve the problem of smuggling of narcotics. 

Mr. BUSSE (Federal Republic of Germany) congratulated the International 

Narcotics Control Board on its very interesting report. That report showed that 

the Board played a key role in the international control of drug abuse, and 

everything should be done to strengthen that role. In the Federal Republic of 
I 

Germany, the 1961 Convention had entered into force and every effort was being made 

by the Government to complete the necessary preparations for the ratification of 

the 1971 Convention during the current legislative period. 

His delegation hoped that the activities of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs 

would be supported by the work of the Inter-Agency Advisory Committee for Drug 

Abuse Control. The work of the Commission was regarded by his delegation as so 

important that, although it was not opposed to draft resolution F in the 

Commission's report (E/5q58), it would have preferred a decision in favour of more 

frequent meetings with a corresponding reduction in the length of the sessions 

from three to two weeks. 

Draft resolution D concerning the cultivation and chewing of the coca leaf 

was of special importance. A tremendous effort was necessary to reduce the 

cultivation of coca bushes in the Andes to the lowest possible level and, 

consequently, all necessary assistance must be provided to the Governments concerned. 

While supporting draft resolutions B, C and E, he fel~ that the United Nations 

Fm1d for Drug Abuse Control should pay the travelling costs of delegates only in 

cases of real necessity. The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany 

intended to contribute DM 500,000 to the Fund in 1974, subject to parliamentary 

approval. His Government , while prepared to continue to support the Fund on a 

voluntary basis, was not yet in a ~osition to promise regular annual contributions. 

Mr. WILSON (Liberia) said that he sincerely hoped that Member States would 

be able to pledge the sum of $10 million to enable the United Nations FQ~d for Drug 

Abuse Control to continue its work. I . .. 
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The alarming increase in the misuse of narcotic drugs revealed that the drug 

habit had be~ome an epidemic and that it h~d had a disastrous effect on youth all 

over the world. The youth of Liberia were fully aware of that fact, and the 

President himself had voiced his grave concern about drug addiction in his message 

to the Liberian legislature in January 1974. The President had called upon the 

Ministry of Health and Welfare to exercise stringent control over all drugs and had 

instructed the Ministry of Justice to enforce all laws governing the possession, 

sale and use of all types of illicit drugs. He had also appealed to the people, 

the Church and the social organizations to assist the Government in its campaign 

to ~liminate drug abuse. 

In Asia, where the use of opium had been a tradition, a number of countries, 

in particular India and the People's Republic of China, had achieved remarkable 

results in the control of opium abuse. Over a period of 70 years, annual 

consumption of opium in India had been reduced from about 500 tons to about 5 tons 

and, in China, opium addiction had been eradicated. 

His delegation would support the draft resolutions in the report of the 

Commission on Narcotic Drugs (E/5458). 

Mr. SAYAR (Iran) recalled that the Iranian representative on the 

Commission on Narcotic Drugs had described in detail the reasons for the Iranian 

Government's decision to resume cultivation of the opium poppy. There was no 

conflict between Iran's international commitments and national production of 

opium, which was strictly reserved for domestic consumption. The regions where 

cultivation was permitted were subject to strict supervision by government 

officials, and a special permit was given for each region. The government 

decision to reduce cultivation from 20,000 hectares to 2,000 hectares had been 

implemented in 1973. In addition, the number of provinces in which cultivation 

was permitted had been reduced from 19 to 14. In its report the International 

Narcotics Control Board had noted the Iranian Government's willingness to 

co-operate in the international control of narcotic drugs and its compliance with 

all the provisions of the 1961 Single Convention, which Iran had ratified in 1972. 

The Board had also noted that Iran had not shown any trend towards illicit 

cultivation and production of opium. / ... 
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The restrictive measures adopted in Iran often deprived peasants of their only 

source of income. Measures had been taken within the context of the economic 

development plan to improve the living conditions in rl~al areas and diversify 

agricultural production. The programme was being implemented, and the Government 

hoped that it could reduce the area used for cultivating opium still further. 

Unfortunately, some production was essential. The number of registered opium 

addicts in Irru1 had risen to over 120,000 in 1973 and there were many others who 

were not registered. Prevent.ive measures and measures for the treatment and 

rehabilitation of addicts had been the main concern of the Iranian Government for 

the last two decades. Considerable progress had been achieved, but much remained 

to be done. In 1973'there had been 7,695 drug addicts in hospitals, 3,079 of whom 

had been treated. There was a special centre with the necessary equipment and 

specially trained staff near Teheran for treating such cases. 

The major problem facing his Government, and also international organizations 

and the whole international community~ was the problem of illicit trafficking in 

narcotic drugs. The problem existed in his country not because of local production 

of opium, which w·a.s strictly controlled and whose sale was a State monopoly, but 

because narcotics were brought into Iran secretly from neighbouring countries or 

in transit by some tourists. Iranian law on drug trafficking was very strict. The 

1969 law authorized the death penalty in certain cases. The police authorities 

were well organized and well equipped and the narcotics intelligence unit, which 

co-operated with Interpol, worked well. For example, 11,488 p~rsons had been 

arrested and prosecuted in 1973; 153 of them had been sentenced to life imprisonment 

and 96 persons to 10 to 15 years' imprisonment. Also in 1973~ large quantities of 

narcotics had been seized; but large quantities had also beeu b~ought into I1·an 

illicitly through tbe eastern frontier l..rith Afghanistan and through the 

north-western frontj_er. Illicit trafficking created a very serion:; dauger ·C'o1. 

his country and other countries whexe opium r,ras ccusn~>ert. 

His OoveJ:ument ha.d su:p:vv.rterl the es·ta.hl ishmenL o.f Ll.-.: tJntt..:rl NuL.i.•-·~0 l''llnd for 

Drug Abuse Control, and was considering increasing its contribution and making a 

substantial special contribution to the Fund. 

I ... 
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He stressed the importance which his Government attached to the Sub-Commission 

on Illicit Traffic and Related Matters in the Near and Middle East. It hoped that 

the Sub~Commission would fulfil its mandate and that measures would be t~cen at 

the regional and national levels to prevent illicit trafficking. Iran also 

supported the establishment of similar bodies for the Far East and Latin America, 

and would support any other efforts at the regional or international level. 

He called for closer co-operation between the various United Nations bodies 

dealing with narcotics and the specialized agencies. The co-operation between WHO 

and United Nations bodies shauld be maintained. International co-operation at all 

levels would be the most effective means of eliminating drug trafficking. 

Mr. WP~G Tzu-chuan (China) said that many developing countries had had 

bitter experience of the poisonous effects of narcotic drugs on their people. China 

itself had suffered greatly. The imperialists had begun selling opium to China in 

the 1770s, and in the 1840s they had launched the ignominious Opium War against 

China. 'I'he imperialists had used opium as a most despicable means of ruining the 

health of the Chinese people and destroying China's social production resources. 

After the Opium War, the imperialists had controlled the main ports of entry into 

China and had acquired concessions by force. They had concluded a series of unequal 

treaties with the Chinese Government making the dumping of opium in China a legal 

enterprise. China had then become a semi-feudal and semi-colonial country in which 

the Chinese people had been enslaved and oppressed under imperialism, feudalism and 

bureBucratic capitalism. However, the indomitable Chinese people had finally 

overthro1·m the imperialists, feudalists and bureaucratic capitalists and formed the 

People's Republic of China. Shortly afterwards, the Government had issued a decree 

strictly prohibiting opium drugs and illicit cultivation of and traffic in opium 

and had issued rules and regulations on the control of narcotic drugs. Through 

strong government leadership, widespread publicity and education, opium smoking 

had been eradicated in a short period of time in China. 

Drug addiction was now quite a serious problem in some countries, and his 

delegation was deeply concerned over it. The success of the effort to control 

narcotic drugs and eliminate drug abuse depended on the Governments concerned. 

His delegation supported appropriate international co-operation to control narcotic 

/ ... 
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drugs on the basis of respect for the sovereignty of all countries. The main 

emphasis, however, should be placed on the efforts of the Governments and peoples 

concerned. 

His delegation believed that narcotic drugs should be placed under strict 

control and that explicit provision should be made for restricting narcotic drugs 

to proper use in medical treatment and scientific research. His Government would 

continue to control narcotic drugs strictly. Universal concern and joint efforts 

of all Governments and peoples could reduce and eliminate the poisonous effects of 

narcotic drugs. 

Mr. CHAVANAVIRAJ {Thailand) said that his country's programme to replace 

opium cultivation by other crops and activities had stimulated other Governments 

to draw up similar programmes. The Thai programme would not have been possible 

without close co-operation between the Government and the United Nations Fund for 

Drug Abuse Control. The Government was still having some difficulty in gaining the 

support of the hill tribesmen in replacing their accustomed way of earning a living 

from the cultivation of opium by other cash crops. However, he hoped that further 

efforts and co-operation with the Fund and other quarters would eliminate the 

remaining problems. Implementation of the programme was beneficial not only to 

Thailand but also to other countries. He therefore stronglY endorsed the 

recommendation that developed countries should make greater contributions to the 

Fund to enable it to implement other worth-while projects for the benefit of all · 

mankind. 

With regard to illicit traffic~ he said that the recent reorganization of the 

personnel involved and the establishment of a more efficient co-ordinating body~ 

the Police Narcotics Suppression Centre, and increasing co-operation between Thai 

officials and other international authorities had resulted in a significant increase 

in the number of arrests and seizures of opium in the past two years. His 

Government attached great importance to regional co-operation to suppress drug 

trafficking, as reflected in its participation in the Ad Hoc Committee on Illicit 

Traffic in the Far East Region. The study tour of the Ad Hoc Committee to eight 

countries in the region ha.d resulted in a free and open discussion on how to suppress 

illicit traffic into, out of and within +.he region, and how to improve international 

/ ... 
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co-operation for that purpose. He endorsed the recommendations made by the Ad Hoc 

Committee~ particularly the recommendation that continued emphasis should be 

placed upon specialist narcotics training at the domestic level and that favourable 

consideration should be given to applications from countries in the region for 

assistance in obtaining equipment to make law enforcement more effective. 

The Association of South-East Asian Nations had reached preliminary agreement 

on a unified policy for the control and suppression of illicit traffic at the 

regional level. The law enforcement officers of the member countries intended to 

hold periodic meetings with a view to closer and more effective co-operation in the 

future. 

His Government was taking the final steps to become party to the 1971 

Convention on Psychotropic Substances and also the 1972 Protocol Amending the 1961 
Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs. 

Mr. LARSSON (Sweden) recalled that his country was a member of the 

Commission on Narcotic Drues, which was performing very important functions, 

although its work was still only in the initial stages. Illicit traffic in narcotic 

drugs and psychotropic substances gave cause for serious concern~ and the need to 

cope with those problems had led the Commission to meet every year. It had 

therefore been suggested that the Commission should hold regular annual instead of 

biennial sessions. Some delegations, however, had maintained that the current 

situation was an emergency situation and that in the future it might be possible 

for the Commission to meet only every two years. He himself was firmly convinced 

that the Commission had good reason to request a special session in 1976, and he 

therefore supported draft resolution F recommended by the Commission (E/5458, 

chapter XIII). In view of the objections that had been raised, however, he 

suggested that the reference to a special session in 1978 might be deleted from 

paragraph 4 of the draft resolution. 

Commenting on draft resolution E, which his delegation had sponsored in the 

Commission, he expressed regret that the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances 

had not yet entered into force and that there was thus no international instrument 

controlling psychotropic substances. His Government had already ratified the 

Convention, and he hoped that those States in which psychotropic substances were 

manufactured and produced would ratify the Convention as soon as possible so as to 

encourage other States to do likewise. 
/ ... 



-17- E/AC.7/SR.738 

( 1 ~r. LarBson, S1-reden) 

He expressed concern over the use being made of the United Nations Fund for 

Drug Abuse Control; in 1975, 45 per cent of all funds were to be spent on the 

Division of Narcotic Drugs and on secretarial costs. The United Nations should 

now consider including those items in the regular budget~ so that the Fund could 

concentrate on the activities for which it had been established. The question 

was particularly important at a time when the Fund had to take serious policy 

decisions, since there was some doubt as to whether the Fund would be able to 

guarantee adequate financing to country programmes from the outset or would have 

to finance them piece-meal. In connexion with the question of contributions, he 

recalled that the Swedish representative on the Commission on Narcotic Drugs had 

announced at the third special session that the Swedish Government would be 

prepared to make the same contribution in 1974 as it had made in 1973. He 

welcomed the fact that 35 per cent of the total money available was being spent on 

projects to reduce the illicit supply of narcotic drugs and psychotropic substances. 

Crop substitution schemes were a valuable way of using resources, but it was 

important that the close co-operation which had been established with FAO should 

be maintained. Co-operation and co-ordination with the United Nations 

Development Programme were also of utmost importance. Greater involvement of and 

financial participation by UNDP and the specialized agencies in the action 

programmes might be a prerequisite for success, especially in those parts of the 

world where most of the illicit opium was cultivated. The Governments concerned 

should bear that in mind when deciding on the priorities for their country 
programmes. 

Sweden supported regional co-operation to prevent illicit traffic in narcotic 

drugs and psychotropic substances; its participation in the Sub-Commission on 

Illicit Traffic and Related Matters in the Near and Middle East had proved most 
valuable. 

He supported all the draft resolutions recommended by the Commission on 

.Narcotic Drugs for adop+.ion -by the Economic and Social Council~ contained in 

chapter XIII of docmnent E/5458. 

I . .. 
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739th meeting Friday, 3 May 1974, 
at 3.20 p.m. 

Chairman: Mr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) 

NARCOTIC DRUGS (concluded): 

(a) REPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL NARCOTICS CONTROL BOARD (E/5456; E/AC.7/L.667} 
(concluded) 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON NARCOTIC DRUGS ON ITS SPECIAL SESSION (E/5458 
and Corr.l; E/AC.7/L.669) (concluded) 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy} said that her delegation, although not a member 

of the Commission on Nar~otic Drugs, was closely following the Commission's work; 

at the national level, the Italian Government was making strenuous efforts to 

combat the spread of drug abuse, and at the international level it was prepared to 

co-operate with other countries in such activities. 

With regard to draft resolution E, she said that if it was put to the vote 

Italy could not vote in favour of it, because her Government was still studying 

the question. 

With regard to draft resolution F, her delegation shared the doubts expressed 

by the delegations of Finland and the United Kingdom concerning the desirability of 

deciding so far in advance to hold a special session of the Commission. Italy had 

voted in favour of Economic and Social Council resolution 1156 (XLI), which had 

established the principle of biennial meetings of the functional commissions, and it 

accordingly felt that special sessions should be authorized only in exceptional 

circumstances. Furthermore, the system of subsidiary bodies of the Council had 

developed to such an extent that the need for rationalization was obvious. Her 

delegation therefore viewed with sympathy the amendments proposed by Finl~nd and the 

United Kingdom to draft resolution F. 

Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), referring to the report 

of the International Narcotics Control Board for 1973 {E/5456) and the report of the 

third special session of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs (E/5458), said that his 

delegation shared the view of a number of representatives that the problem of drug 

abuse was first and foremost one of social origin. In his country, that proolem 
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did not exist - a fact that was reflected in the reports before the Committee -

and, furthermore, there was no illicit production of drugs, while the licit 

production, importation, exportation and distribution of drugs were subject to a 

strict and effective contr61 which precluded the possibility of abuse. 

At the same time, his delegation understood that many countries faced a serious 

problem of drug abuse, since it affected the people's health and well-being. The 

effectiveness of the struggle against drug abuse depended upon the measures adopted 

by each State to that end. As to the functions of the United Nations in that field, 

they should consist principally in co-ordinating the measures and in the exchange of 

experience and information on the question. As a party to the 1961 Single Convention 

on Narcotic Drugs, his country was actively participating in the work of the United 

Nations in that field. 

Reference was made in the report of the International Narcotics Control Board 

for 1973 to the Governments of certain States that did not submit data to the 

Council. .However, there was no basis for such a reference, since those States were 

not parties to the international agreements relating to drug control and, 

consequently, were not required to submit any information. 

Among the draft resolutions submitted by the Commission on Narcotic Drugs, draft 

resolution F, relating to the periodicity of Commission sessions would provide, in 

addition to the regular sessions, for the convening of special sessions every two . 
years. Under an Economic and Social Council resolution, however, the Commission's 

sessions must be held every two years. The proposal to convene special sessions ran 

counter to that resolution and his delegation could not, therefore, support it. 

Mr. BERLIS (Canada) said that the views and experiences of the Government 

of his country in the field of drug abuse control had been amply recorded in the 

report of the third special session of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs (E/5458). 

With regard to draft resolution F, his delegation did not think that it 

challenged the principle of biennial sessions for subsidiary commissions. The 

Canadian authorities considered that in the field which was being considered an 

emergency situation did indeed exist; moreover, since the Commission on Narcotic 

Drugs acted as the governing body of the United Nations Fund for Drug Abuse Control, 

/ ... 
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it would appear to be desirable that the Commission should meet in both 1975 and 

1976 to provide guidance for the Fund and give impetus to its development, and 

his delegation was therefore prepared tQ support the draft resolution in its 

original form. 

t-lith regard to draft resolution E, concerning the 1971 Convention on 

Psychotropic Substances, he said that when the draft had been submitted to the 

Commission the representative of Canada had abstained in the voting and its 

attitude ;,ras explained in paragraph 360 of document E/51+58. It still held that 

position; and if the draft resolution was put to the vote it would abstain for 

the same reasons which it had set forth at that time. His delegation would vote 

·in favour of all the other proposed draft resolutions. 

IV!r •. LAURENT (Food and Agriculture Organization) said that FAO's 

contribution to the solution of the drug problem was necessarily limited. A 

concerted effort to solve the problem must be made, and any attempt to reduce 

the illicit production of raw materials of vegetal origin from which narcotic 

drugs ~·/ere derived should be made within that framework. 
I 

The results of the experimental projects seemed increasingly to justif,y the 

need to give considerable financial assistance to those sectors of the economy 

directly involved in the creation of that illicit supply. 

Various delegations had mentioned that the resources of the Fund were limited 

in proportion to existing needs. Given the scarcity of funds, it 110uld become 

increasingly difficult to choose between activities aimed directly at introducing 

a new agrarian economy based on crop substitution on the one hand and scientific 

agronomical and socio-econo:rnic research'~ the effects of which would not be 

immediately apparent, on the other. 

FAO wished to express its appreciation of the considerable efforts of 

Governments which were carrying out crop substitution projects to guarantee the 

viability of the ne11 economic structures. On the other hand, the ultimate success of 

those activities would be jeopardiz~d if, as a result of the large-scale investments 

which would guarantee greater productivity of the soil and of the equipment of far:rns, 

the former crops, 1-rhich vrould, moreover, consequently have a much higher yield, 

were later reintroduced. 

FAO ;;ras pleased to have signed an administrative and technical co-operation 

agreement with the Fund and in that connexion it had recourse to the services of 

qualified advisers to assist the principal technical divisions in their activities. 
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Hith the support of the Commission and the Fund, FAO would continue the study 

of the problems of crop substitution, on the basis of clearly specified requests. 

Hr. BADAHI (Egypt) said that the concern of the United Nations and the 

international community as a "~<-Thole to control drug abuse was entirely justified, 

for the problem not only frustrated development efforts but was contrary to human 

dignity a~d the well-being of mankind: moreover, it was a disease which transcended 

national frontiers~ so that even if it '\vas not possible to eradicate it efforts 

must be made to contain it. 

Hi th recard to the activities irhich should be carried out in that field, his 

delegation 1-rished to stress that special attention should be paid to the developing 

countries which were most affected by the problem and assistance and encouragement 

of every kind should be giverr to them in their efforts to control drug abuse. Also, 

the United Nations should approach the question of drug abuse from a broad 

perspective, in other words, not only from the medical standpoint but also from 

that of the political, social and anthropological aspects of the problem. 

In addition, measures to prevent drug abuse should be particularly encouraged. 

Lastly, the greatest possible amount of financial and technical assistance should be 

made available to the developing countries so that they would not have to use the 

resources which they needed to promote their economic development. 

In conclusion~ his delegation wished to state that Egypt adhered fully to the 

Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs, 1961, and the Convention on Psychotropic 

Substances, 1971. 

}~. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) said that his Government was presently 

re-evaluating its policy with regard to narcotic drugs and for that reason his 

observations would be of a preliminary nature. 

At the outset,, his delegation could assure the Committee that the Netherlands 

intended to comply with its international treaty obligations in the field of 

narcotic drugs and that, moreover, it recognized that its policy in the matter at 

the national level was closely linked with international factors and their 

consequences. At the same time) it considered that its policy should be aimed 

fundamentally at combating the illicit traffic in drugs entailing unacceptable risks. 

As far as the chronic use of drugs was concerned, the Government of the Netherlands 

felt that the problem should be placed in its social context, which meant that 

efforts should be centred on prevention and cure rather than on applying the 
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traditional criterion of criminal sanctions; the same could be said of possession 

for personal conslli~tion; however~ since the Netherlru1ds had contracted obligations 

under the Single Convention, 1961 ~ his Government was curre.:1tly examining the 

question of the compatibility of such &1 approach with the provisions of the 

Convention. 

In accordance with the general approach which he had set for-vTard, two 

fundamental distinctions must be made: firstly, a distinction should be made 

between drugs entailing unacceptable risks on the one hand and cannabis products on 

the other. Secondly, a distinction should likewise be made bet'iveen illicit traffic 

in drugs and possession for personal use. Consequently his Government 3 in 

establishing its drug policy, intended to provide severe penalties for illicit 

traffic in drugs which entailed unacceptable risks, such as amphetawines~ while 

reducing the penalties for possession of cannabis products for personal use to the 

level of a minor offence. 

His Government also intended to give special attention in its narcotic drugs 

policy to questions such as information, assistance and rehabilitation. 

Hith respect to the draft resolutions recommended by the Commission on Narcotic 

Drugs for adoption by the Council, his delegation fully supported draft resolutions 

A, B, C and D. With regard to draft resolution E, he wished to reiterate that his 

delegation's vote would be without prejudice to the position which his Government 

would adopt on the question of its possible accession to the 1971 Convention on 

. Psychotropic Substances. His delegation had certain reservations with regard to 

draft resolution F becau~>e the schedule for sessions proposed in that draft was 

not in accordance with the provisions of paragraph 16 of Economic and Social Council 

resolution 1768 (LIV). For that reason his delegation supported the amendment 

in document E/AC.7/L.669~ for although it did not exclude the possibility of 

holding a special session~ it felt that the decision on the matter should depend 

on the situation existing at a given time and it seemed premature to decide 

now lvhether a special session in 1976 would be warranted. Finc~.lly, his 

delegation would also support the draft reso] ntiun in document E/ AC. 7 /L. 667. 
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Hr. VANCE (United States of America)~ referring tc the proposed 

a.11endments to draft resolution F contained in document !!,/AC.7/L.669~ said that 

the United States delegation, while sharing with the s;::;onsors of those amendments 

the desire to ma.int ain the principle that functional commissions of the l!::conomic 

and Social Council should meet every other year, felt that the current situation 

with re::,,.:ll'd to narcotic drugs constituted a threat to the world community which 

called for increased vigilance on the part of the Comraissjon on Narcotic Drugs . 

In the view of the United States delegation 9 draft resolution F constituted a 

compromise solution uhich took account of both positions. He therefore urged the 

melllbers of the Committee to adopt draft resolution F as it stood. His delegation 

would vote against the amendments proposed in document E/AC.7/L.669. 

'fhe United States dele:sation supported the Australian proposal that draft 

resolution C should be amended to indicate the.t the United Nations Fund for Drug 

Abuse Control would meet both the travel and subsistence expenses of uerticipants 

in the regional meetings provided for in the draft~ thus permitting the 

partici~ation of a large number of experts from developing countries. 

The United States delegation wished +.o make it clear that it regarded such a 

measure as exceptional in nature, Given the i~portance of the regional meetings on 

drug control and the specific availability of a fund from -.;v-hich it was possible to 

meet those expenses~ consequently, he did not consider that a precedent -vrould be 

set for other elements of the United Nations system. 

Dr. MALAFATOPOULOS (vlorld Health Organization) said that the tiventy-sixth 

\Vorld Health Assembly, in its resolution HHA26. 52. had expressed its grave concern 

at the serious public health problems resulting from the self-administration of 

dependence-producing drugs., had stressed the importance of deYeloping i11proved 

prof'rammes, as vrell as rr1eEns for the international collection and exchanrre of data 

on the prevalence and incidence of drug dependence anA associated factors and hP0. 

accepted, subject to the availability of the necessary funds, the invitation of the 

~conomic'and Social Council to work with the Commission by preparing timely reports 

on the epidemiological patterns of drug abuse. 

As a result of that resolution, two -vrorking ~roups had met in 1973, one to 

establish guidelines to be used by the members of HHO Expert Advisory Panels in 

preparing, from data already available~ descriptive and analytical reviews relevant 
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to the patterns of use of dependence-producing drugs and to the associated 

individual and socio-cultural factors, and the other to consider means by which 

WHO might promote the increase of facilities for the acquisition of knowledge and 

the training of personnel; that group had considered that, as an initial step, 

it would be helpful for WHO to establish a limited number of drug-dependence 

research and training centres to undertake research projects on the non-medical use 

of dependence-producing drugs, including alcohol. 

In addition~ in October 1973, a WHO Expert Committee on Drug Dependence had 

assessed various approaches to the prevention of those problems and had concluded 

that such problems varied according to the characteristics of the users, the social, 

cultural and economic environment in which drug-taking occurred, the properties of 

the drugs, the quantity in which they were taken and the frequency of their use. 

The Committee had also pointed out that, in many parts of the world, problems 

associated with the use of beverage alcohol far exceeded those associated with the 

non-medical use of less socially accepted drugs. The Committee had concluded that 

any approach to the prevention of those problems, if it was to be useful, must take 

account of the interaction between the individual and the drug, the interaction 

between the individual and society and the combinations of those and other factors, 

and that the measures adopted must be co-ordinated with other measures in the fields 

of education, health and social services. The Committee had also emphasized the 

need to evaluate the effectiveness of preventive programmes and, in that connexion, 

had recommended that WHO should give special attention to the prevention of 

alcohol-related problems. 

He noted that the United Nations Fund for Drug Abuse Control, in addition to 

supporting three WHO projects initiated in 1972, had provided assistance for the 

execution of a new study in Iran on the effectiveness of various methods of 

treating narcotic-dependent persons. Work had also begun in Thailand on a treatment 

and rehabilitation project with the support of the United Nations Fund for Drug 

Abuse Control. 

In conclusion, he assured the Committee that WHO would continue to co-operate 

with the United Nations Fund for Drug Abuse Control, with the Commission on 

Narcotic Drugs, and with all the other organs of the United Nations concerned with 

that field of activity. 

I . .. 
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~~OPEZ (Spain) said tbat his delegation fully supported the draft 

resolution in document ~/AC. 7 /L.667. It also agree<1 1Tith the amendments proposed 

in docun1ent E/AC. 7/1.669 since, while supporting the principle that the functional 

commissions of the Economic and Social Council should meet biennially, it 

recognized that tl-,.e current situation vras exceptional by v:i_rtue of the gravity of 

the problem. 

" ur. 1vllillTENS (fl.cting Executive Director, United Nations Fund for Drug 

Abuse Control) thanked. those delegations ;.rhich had expressea their support for the 

Fund, in particular the delee;ations of the United Kingdom~ the Federal Republic of 

Germany and .S1-reden, 1-rhich had pledged contributions to the Fund. He informed the 

Committee that the total of contributions and pledges to the Fund currently stood 

at ~us 13.2 million. 

Hr. SRINIVASAN (India) said that the amendments proposed to draft 

resolution F reflected the need. felt by some delegations to economize as much as 

possible. 

The Commission on Narcotic Drur;s vras composed of individuals •rho vere 

considered to be experts and who were aware of the p;ravi ty and extent of the 

problem. On the basis of their evaluation of the problem, those persons had felt 

that a special session of the Commission should be convened in 1976. However, they 

had not lost sieht of the need for economy, as si:wwn in paragraph 5 of the draft 

resolution ;rhich referred to the possibility of reducing the followine regular 

session to two weeks instead of the three weeks orieinally provided. 

In approving the draft resolution. the Commission on I~arcotic Drur,s had taken 

into account the importance of the problem and the absolute need for economy. 

Consequently, the Indian delegation considere1 that the Social Committee should 

adopt dra1~ resolution F of the Commission on Narcotic Druss as it stood and 

without a~y amenmnent. 

JVIr. BUTIDEKIN (Australia) said that his delegation, while it did not 

support the amendment submitted by the United Kingdom delegation to draft 

resolution F, vrished to support the United Kin~dom's proposed amendment to draft 

resolution C. 
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Mr. ARIM (Turkey) supported draft resolution F and said that the reasons 

whr no amendment to that resolution was necessary had already been explained. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.667 

Mr. SAYAR (Iran) said that his delegation wished to become a sponsor of 

draft resolution E/AC.7/L.667. 

The CRAIRivlAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that 

the Committee wished to adopt by consensu~ draft resolution E/AC.7/L.667, 

sponsored by Argentina, France, Iran, Japan, Kenya, Thailand, Turkey, the 

United Kingdom, the United States and Venezuela. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.667 was adopted by consensus. 

Mr. 1-lAI·JG (China) said that his support for draft resolution E/AC. 7 /L.667 

did not signify any commitment on the part of the Government of China: His 

delegation was not able to state when his Government would ratify the 196l·Single 

Convention on Harcotic Drugs and the 1972 Protocol amending that Convention. 

Hr. Si,1IRHOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked that the draft 

resolution recommended by the Commission on Narcotic Drugs should be put to a vote. 

Draft resolution B 

Mr. l-IANG (China) said that the recommendation to Gove:.·nments contained in 

paraerapb 2 of draft resolution B was inappropriate, since Governments could not 

be compelled to exchange information with ICPO/Interpol. The Chinese Government 

for ex&aple, had no relations with those bodies. Consequently, his delegation would 

not participate in the voting on draft resolution B. 

Draft resolution_j3_ w~_§l __ _?.d_o.:r:>t_ed by __ 35 __ vq_tes __ 1:;__o___gon_~__2_vTi th 6 abstentions. 

Draft resolution C 

l~. HAlifG (China), referring to paragraph 2 of draft resolution C, said 

that it was the view of his delegation that the Secretary-General had no authority 

to convene the regular meetings referred to in that paragraph. Consequently, his 

delegation would not participate in the voting on the draft resolution. 
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The CHAIRMAN recalled that the United Kingdom delegation had submitted an 

oral amendment proposing the insertion of the words "and subsistence" after the 

words "travel expenses" in paragraph 3. 

If he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee wished to adopt 

the oral amendment to paragraph 3 submitted by the United Kingdom delegation. 

The oral amendment to paragraph 3 submitted by the United Kingdom delegation 

was adopted. 

Draft resolution C, as amended, was ~dopted by 38 votes to none, with 

5 abstentions. 

Draft resolution D 

Draft resolution D was adopted by consensus. 

Draft resolution E 

Mr. WANG (China) said that his delegation was unable to take a position 

on draft resolution E and he would therefore not participate in the vote. 

Draft resolution E was adopted by 34 votes to none, with 9 abstentions. 

Mr. ARIM (Turkey) said that h~ had voted in favour of draft resolution E~ 

although he had some reservations with regard to the first preambular paragraph, 

which referred to General Assembly resolution 1347 (XXVIII). His Government was 

unwilling to ratify the Protocol until the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic 

Substances had entered into force in the major industrialized countries. 

Draft resolution F 

Mr. VALTASAARI (Finland) introduced the amendments submitted by the 

United Kingdom and Finnish delegations to draft resolution F (E/AC.7/L.669). The 

sponsors of the amendments had, in submitting them, borne in mind Economic and 

Social Council resolution 1768 (LIV) which established the principle that, with the 

exception of the Commission on Human Rights, its Sub-Commission and the Committee 

for Programme and Co-ordination, the subsidiary bodies of the Council should meet 

biennially. The sponsors of the proposed amendments were well aware of the extreme 

gravity of the problem, but the question was to decide whether the situation had 

become so serious that it justified the departure from a rule adopted unanimously by 

the Council. 
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Mr. TREVIRO (Mexico) recalled the statement made by his delegation at the 

recent session of the Commission on Narcotic Drugs concerning the periodicity of 

its sessions. He fully endors.ed draft resolution F as it stood. 

The CHAIRr~ put the amendments in document E/AC.7/L.669 to the vote. 

Amendment No. 1 

Amendment No. 1 was adopted by 2~- votes to 8, with 9 abstentions. 

Amendment No. 2 

Amendment No.: 2 was adopted by 21 votes to 15, with 10 abstentions. 

Amendment No. 3 

Amendment No. 3 was adopted by 22 votes to 8, with 14 abstentions. 

Amendment No. 4 
Amendment No. 4 vras adopted by 21 votes to 13, w·ith 9 abstentions. 

Draft resolution F, as ame~ded 

Draf't?_ resolution F, as amended, "\vas adopted by 41 votes to none with 

3 abstentions. 

Draft resolution A 

The CHAIR!~ said that, if he heard no objections, he would take it that 

the Committee adopted draft resolution A by consensus. 

It was so decided. 

Mrs. KINYANJUI (Kenya) said that she had not been present when the vote 

had teen t~ken [,11t that if she had participated in the vote, she would have voted in 

favour of draft resolutions B and C and abstained in the vote on draft resolution E. 

Nr_~_ ISLAM (Pakistan) , speaking in explanation of vote, said that he had 

abstained in the vote on the amendment in paragraph 1 of document E/AC.7/L.669 

because he did not feel it was important 9 but he had voted against the amendment in 

paragraph 2 of document E/AC. 7/1.669, because he felt that a special session should 

be held in view of the urgency of the problem. His delegation had abstained in the 

vote on the other two amendments because they related to the amendment in 

paragraph 2. 
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SOCIAL QUESTIONS (continued) : · 

(a) NATIONAL EXPERIENCE IN ACHIEVING FAR-REACHING SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC CHANGES FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SOCIAL PROGRESS (E/CN.5/478 and Add.l and Corr.l, Add.2 and 
Corr.l, Add.3 andCorr.l, and Add.4; E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l and L.668) (continued) 

(b) CHANNELS OF COMMUNICATION WITH YOUTH AND INTERNATIONAL YOUTH ORGANIZATIONS 
(E/5427, E/AC.7/L.665/Rev.l) (concluded) 

The CHAIRMAN, referring to part (b) of the item, drew the attention of 

members of the Committee to the revised version of draft resolution E/AC.7/L.665 

submitted by the sponsors, who had also agreed to delete in paragraph 1 the words 

"together with the Report of the Ad Hoc Advisory Group". 

He said that, if he heard no objections, he would take it that the Committee 

adopted draft resolution E/AC.7/L.665/Rev.l, as orally amended, by consensus. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed his 

appreciation to those delegations which had participated in the lengthy 

consultations leading to draft resolution E/AC.7/L.665/Rev.l, which had just been 

adopted by consensus. His delegation's position on the draft resolution was the 

same as on General Assembly resolution 3022 (XXVII). It had opposed the 

establishment of the Ad Hoc Advisory Group, because the Secretary-General should 

obtain advice from Member States in order more successfully to fulfil his mandate. 

It had therefore opposed the continuation of the Ad Hoc Advisory Group. If a vote 

had been taken, he would have voted against the draft resolution. 

Mr. ROPOTEAN (Romania) said that his delegation had accepted the 

amendments to the original draft resolution because it had been necessary to reach 

a decision quickly. If a vote had been taken, he would have voted against the 

proposed deletion because he considered the first report of the Ad Hoc Advisory 

Group very important. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands), referring to the latest amendment 

introduced into the draft resolution, said that his delegation attached great 

importance to the Ad Hoc Advisory Group and expressed regret that Member States had 

been requested to give their views on a document prepared by the Secretary-General 

which was based on the report of the Ad Hoc Advisory Group without having the report 

itself. If a vote had been taken, he would have voted against the proposed deletion. 

However, he had accepted it, because he had not wished to oppose the consensus. 
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Mr. 'i_~ILE¥SKI (Poland), speaking on part (a) of the item, said that in 

his first amendment (E/AC.7/L.668) to the revised draft resolution 

E/ AC. 7 /L. 666 /Rev .1, the words "contributing to" should be replaced by the vrord 

"promoting". The amendment thus involved replacing, in the second preambular 

paragraph of the revised draft resolution, the words 11of improving human dignity 

and well-·beini' by the vrords "of promoting economic and social progress". The 

reason for that amendment was that, in the fifth preambular paragraph of the 

Declaration on Social Progress and Development, the General Assembly had stated 

that it was convinced that man could achieve complete fulfilment of his 

aspirations only within a just social order and that it was consequently of 

cardinal importa11ce to accelerate social and economic progress everyr·rhere 9 thus 

contributing to international peace and solidarity. Similar wording was to be 

found in the International Development Strategy and other United Nations documents. 

In order to attain the objective of improving human dignity and well-being, it was 

absolutely essential to reach a certain level of social and economic development. 

His delegation also proposed that the fourth preambular paragraph should be 

replaced by the text in document E/AC.7/L.668. The wording was the same as that 

of the thirteenth preambular paragraph of the Declaration on Social Progress and 

Development. The last amendment consisted in replacing paragrar>hs 2 and 3 by the 

text in document E/AC.7/L.668. The original text was superfluous and served no 

useful purpose. That was not the case with the text submitted by his delegation, 

under which interested Hernber States would have more information on the 

experiences of different countries. 

Mrs. PICKER (United States of America) said that her delegation could 

accept the phrase proposed by Poland for the second preambular paragraph, but to 

supplement, not replace, the original text. Thus, the second preambular paragraph 

would read: 11 
••• of improving human dignity and well-being as well as promoting -~&-

• economic a..."ld social progress". 

With regard to the paragraphs proposed by Poland to replace the fourth 

preambular paragraph, she could accept the inclusion of the two paragraphs as the 

fifth and sixth preambular paragraphs, without deleting the fourth preambular 

paragraph of the original text. 

I ... 
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(Mrs. Picker, United States) 

She could not, however, accept the amendment proposed by Poland to 

paragraphs 2 and 3. lfuat Poland was proposing was already be in~ carried out under 

General Assembly resolution 2543 (XXIV), and was also provided for in paragraph 5 
. of ~conomic and Social Council resolution 1746 (LIV) which had been adopted at the 

Council 1 s 1973 session. 

The meeting rose at ·6 p.m. 

/ ... 
\ 
\ 
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740th meeting Monday, 6 Hay 1974, 
at 11.30 a.m. 

Chairman~ Mr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) 

SOCIAL QtJESTIONS (concluded): 

(a) NATIONAL EXPETIIENCE IN ACHIEVHTG FAR·REACHDTG SOCIAL AND ECONO.fliiC CHANGES FOR 
THE PURPOSE OF SOCIAL PROGR:ZSS (E/C~L 5/478 and Add.l and Cor:r.l) Add.2 
and Corr.l, ! .... dd.3 a.."ld Corr.l and hld.4 !r,/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l ancl L.66'3) 
(concluded) . 

Miss ':!.ALTERS (Assistant Dir~ctor. Centre for Development Planning, 

Projections and Policies) 9 indicating the activities carried out by the Secretariat 

to fulfil the request in paragraph 6 of General Assembly resolution 2543 (XXIV), 

as requested by the United States delegation at a previous meeting, said that 

because of the time element it had been il"lpossible to include the infor:r::tation 

requested in the form of annexes to the 197Q_]~or.!_ on the '\<Torld Social Situation. 

The Secretariat proposed to include that information in annexes to the 1974 Report 

and 9 to that end, the Secretary-General had requested Govern1~1ents and international 

organizations concerned to submit releva"lt information to him. To date, some 

45 replies had been received and were being anc.lysed by the Secretariat. 

Mrs. PICKER (United States of America) said that she and the representative 

of Poland had attempted to reach a consensus on draft resolution E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l 

and the l"l.mendments to it submitted to the Corunittee in document E/AC.7/L.668. 

She had agreed to include. in the second preambular pa.ragraph 9 the idea sug;5ested 

by the representative of Poland and the paragraph woul~ be redrafted as follows: 

·':searing .in mind that both developed and developing countries have 

ad.onted in the International Develo:9ment Strategy the ~oal of promoting 

economic and social progress • thus i::~1provinr~ human dignity and Hell-being. 

Hi th respect to the fourth preambular paragraph, both delegations had agreed 

that it should remain as it stood and that the elternative text proposed by the 

delegation of Poland should be submitted to the Committee for its consideration. 

T,1e United States could not) however, accept paragraphs 2 and 3 proposed in 

the Polish text. The clarifications by the Assistant Director showed that the 

requests in the paragr<1phs 2 a.."ld 3 proposed ty Poland had been fulfilled, or 1vere 

being fulfilled. 

I .. . 
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Mr. WASILEWSKI (Poland) said that it had unfortunately not been possible 

to resolve all the differences with the United States delegation. Actually, Poland 

would not object to retaining also paragraph 2 of draft resolution E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l . 
and even subparagraphs (a) and (b) of paragraph 3. The real problem arose with 

subparagraph (c) of paragraph 3 because, as he understood it, the matter was still 

being worked on and was not yet ready for consideration by the General Assembly. 

For that reason, his delegation wished to delete subparagraph (c) of paragraph 3. 

With respect to the two operative paragraphs whose inclusion was proposed in 

document E/AC.7/L.668, his delegation believed that paragraph 2 would have to be 

included; as the Assistant Director of the Centre for Development Planning, 

Projections and Policies had stated, only 45 replies had been received and it -vrould 

undoubtedly be useful to request those States which had not yet replied to hasten 

to do so. 

On the other hand, in view of the information provided by the Secretariat, his 

delegation was prepared to withdraw the new paragraph 3 proposed in document 

E/AC.7/L.668. 

Miss WALTERS (Assistant Director, Centre for Development Planning, 

Projections and Policies) said that the original request for information had been 

sent in 1972 and that although the time-limit for submitting them had expired in 

September 1973, the Secretariat intended to include reports which had been received 

after that date. If Governments which had not done so were now asked to submit 

information, that information was unlikely to arrive in time to be included in the 

1974 Report on the World Social Situation. ~ new request for information would not 

necessarily be very useful. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

Secretariat's explanations had disappointed him. In his opinion, if draft 

resolution E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l were to be considered from a substantive point of 

view, it would be seen that it merely repeated what had already been said, in 

particular Council resolution 1748 (LIV). With respect to the amendment by 

Poland, the question of the addition of a new paragraph remained. The Soviet 

Union believed that the Secretariat should not be so pessimistic about the 

I . .. 
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intentions of ~iember States. If they vrere sent a ne•r request for information • 

the replies could still be included in adc'lenda to the document. That was the 

usual practice. In fact, if draft resolution E/AC.7/L.656/Rev.l and the additional 

paragraph proposed by Poland >Jere adopted, the Secretariat would have more precise 

information on the measures teken by Sta.tes for the implementation of the 

Declaration on Social Progress and Developw~nt. That would provide a firmer base 

for its work on social indicators. The inclusion of the additional paragraph 

proposed by Poland would make the text stronger. 

The C'rlAIF.1'1AH asked the representative of Poland where he wished to -- . 

include the text of his para~raph 2. 

!Y1r. 1~TASILE'1SKI (Polan<l) said that it could be includ~d as subparagraph (a) 

of paraeraph 3. Furthermore, perhaps the text would be clearer if the words 

.~which have not yet done so·' were added after the ,,rords "Requests Herober States :. 

Hr.E_. PI_CXER (United States of America) asl;:ed whether the representative 

of Poland had changed his mind about retaining subparag~o.phs (a) and (b) of 

paragraph 3. 

l!Jr. vJASILE'ilSKJ;_ (Poland) explained that it vrould only be a matter of 

chancing the order of the suhDaragraphs ~ but that he attached no importance to that. 

j·.1rs. SHUEH (China) said that General Assembly resolution 2542 (XXIV), 

mentioned in the first preambular paragraph of revised draft resolution 

E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l, had been prepared and adopted before the lawful rights of the 

People's Republic of China had been restored in the United Nations. The Government 

of China still had to study that resolution and it reserved its right to express 

its opinion in that regarcl at the proper time. The same paragraph also mentioned 

General Assembly resolution 2626 (XXV), vrhich had also been adopted before the 

restoration of the lawful rights of the People's Republic of China in the United 

Nations. As soon as those rights had been restored, China had supported some of 

the provisions of that resolution, even though it still had reservations on the 

resolution as a whole. 

Consequently, her delegation would not participate in the vote on revised 

draft resolution E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l or in the vote on the amendments to it 

proposed in document E/AC.7/L.668. 

I . .. 
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Mr. WASILEWSKI (Poland) said that the text proposed by his delegation 

for the operative part could most appropriately be included as subparagraph {c) 

of the present paragraph 3 of revised draft resolution E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l. For 

that reason, he proposed that subparagraph (c) of paragraph 3 of the draft 

resolution be deleted and his text inserted there . 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that, in her opinion, 45 replies received 

from Governments were quite a few. Indeed, the United Nations was in the habit 

of taking action on the basis of 20 or 25 replies from Governments. The 

Declaration on Social Progress and Development had a very broad scope and it was 

not easy for Governments to reply to requests for information on all its aspects, 

since they were quite numerous. 

She did not regard as acceptable the inclusion in the revised draft 

resolution submitted by the United States of a new request for information, 

particularly in the form proposed by the delegation of Poland, entailing the 

deletion of subparagraph (c) of paragraph 3 of the United States text, which was 

a fundamental part of the draft. 

She appealed to the delegation of Poland not to insist on the deletion of 

subparagraph (c) and its replacement by a new text. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) said that th€ basis for a consensus was emerging. 

He believed that, although the draft was becoming a "double-natured" one, the 

Polish amendments could be fitted in with the United States draft. Two new 

preambular paragraphs could be added and a new subparagraph in operative paragraph 3 

could be included. Thus the Committee could avoid having to take a vote. 

Mr. WASILEWSKI (Poland) said he would appreciate having more time to hold 

further consultations with a view to achieving a consensus. 

Mrs. PICKER (United States of America) said that she was prepared to 

reach a consensus and to accept the Polish delegation's proposals for additional 

preambular paragraphs. In addition, she suggested that the present paragraph 3 

with its three subparagraphs should be retained, with the addition of the 

paragraph 2 proposed by the Polish delegation either as paragraph 4 or as 

subparagraph (d) of paragraph 3. 

I ... 
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Mr. \-TASJ;_L~H"SKI (Poland) said that, although he had some doubts regarding 

the provisions of paragraph 3 (c) of the revised draft resolution, for the sake of 

a con:.:ens'J.S he was >-Tilling to have the paragraph 2 proposed by his delegation 

appear as paragraph 4 of the revised draft. 

'·1r, ROUX (Belgiui1l) proposed that the subtitle of the revised draft 

resolution should be completed "rJy adding the 1•TOrds "and implementation of the 

Declaration on Social Progress and Development: at the end of the present subtitle. 

l'1r_:_ _ILOY (Congo) said that, since parae;r:.::.::_:Jh 3 (c) of the revised draft 

resolution came at the end of the text, it '..rou.ld be more logical to have the 

Polish amendment as a new· subparagraph (c) and to iaclude the present 

subparagraph (c) as paragraph 4. 

i1r...._:-TASILETTSKI (Poland) agrr::ed to the suggestion put forward. by the 

representative of the Congo. 

Mrs. PICKER (United States of .America) said that her delegation had no 

uifficulty with the suggestions made:, she therefore beli:·ved that a consensus 

had been achieved and there 1-ras no need to proceed to a vote on the drA.ft 

resolution. 

t1r. \I!JI.SILE1:iSKI (Poland) said that a consensus had been reached on the 

draft resolution:. he did. not therefore deem it necessary to put it to the vote. 

The CI:T:...AIRMA"T asked vrhether the proposal made by the representative 

of Belgium regarding the subtitle of the draft resolution was acceptable. 

Mr. HASILEWSKI (Poland) said he was prepared to accept the Belgian 

proposal. 

~s. PICKER (United States of America) said that her delegation had no 

difficulty in accepting the Belgian proposal. In view of the changes made in the 

revised draft resolution 1 the words :1this subject '1 in .the second line of 

paragraph 3 (c) should be replaced by ;'social indicators". 

The CHAIPJIN1 said that. if there was no objection~ he 1.rould take it 

that the revised oraft resolution E/AC.7/L.666/Rev.l, as amended by Poland and 

Bele;ium, was adopted. 

It was so decided. 

I . .. 
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REPORT OF THE COMl'ITSSION OE THE S'rATUS OF v!OMEN (E/5451, chap. I; E/ AC. 7/L. 653, 
L.656, L.670·. E/5437) (continued.) 

(Trinidad and Toba~:;o) introduced document E/AC.7/L.670 whicL 

contained amendments proposed by her delegation to draft resolution III (E/5451, 

chap. I) . 

The ar1endment to paragraph 1 comprised two subamendments - (a) and (b). 

The purJlose of the first subamendment ivas to give more speci fie guidance to the 

Secretary-General. Subamendment (b) was inspired by the hope that the proposed 

conference could serve to launch an international action programme along the lines 

indicated in the text. The second amendment consisted in replacing paragraph 2 by 

the text indicated, the aim of which w~s to give clearer guidance to the 

Secretary-General in drawing up the agenda for the conference. The third amendment 

proposed the addition of three new paragraphs. The proposed new paragraph 3 

stressed the importa~ce of balanced representation for men and women in the 

delegations to the conference. The purpose of paragraph 4 -w·as obvious and there 

was nci need to expatiate on it. The new paragraph 5 \vas entirely warranted 

inasmuch as the General Assembly would have to approve the conclusions and 

recommendations of the conference. 

Mr. Dill•WB (France) said he had only one objection to the amendments 

proposed by Trinidad and Tobago, namely~ the use of the word \'equaJ ' in the 

proposed new paragraph 3. That matter had already been discussed by the Committee, 

and he proposed that it should resort to the solution that had been worked out 

at the time and replace the word ·'equal' 1 by 11equi table a. 

Mrs. GEORGE (Trinidad and Tobago) agreed to the French proposal. 

~~. BROAD (United Kingdom) said that, in his delegation's view, the -------
amendments proposed by the delegation of Trinidad and Tobago were indeed welcome, 

in particular the replacement of parae;raph 2: they therefore had his delegation 1 s 

support. 

.Mr. BADJIJTI (Egypt) said that the amendments proposed by the delegation of 

Trinidad and Tobago were very appropriate but wondered WQether it might not be 

better to have the entire International Homen 1 s Year, instead of just the conference, 

as a separate item. :.::.t the thirtieth session of the General Asse:nbly. 
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I~~~_RUJIVASAJ'~ (India) recallec~ that, when the proposal to hold an 

international conference had been made at the last se~1sion of the Commission on 

the Status of Homen, his delegation ha.Q. asked. whether the Secretariat could 

provide the necessary documentation,; the reply had bee~ in the affimati ve. 

The amendments proposed by Trinidad and Tobago w·ere acceptable but he felt 

that both paragranhs 2 {a) and 2 {b) should be included as ite~s in the agenda. 

Hr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re:oublics) ~ referring to the 

amendments proposed by Trinidad and Tobago, said that any international conference 

had to be prepared very carefully and drew attentio:1 in that regard to General 

Assembly resolution 2609 (XXIV) which laid dovn general guidelines. for the holdirg 

of special conferences and in which it had been decided that, as a general rule, 

not more than one major special conference should be scheduled in any one year. 

He dre1-r attention in particular to the second preambular paragraph of that 

resolution, which stressed the desirability of fe1-;er and better-prepa.recl meetinss. 

F'i ve major conferences were scheduled for 1975 and a sixth conference 1-rou:d 

overburden the Secretariat, to the detriment of the conference preparations. 

As to the financial implications, it should be borne in mind that the buc3et 

for 1975 had already been approved and could not be changed. Despite the 

assertions of the Secretary-General in document E/5487, it would not appear t: 

be feasible to prepare the documentation without recruitin~ additional staff. 

Accordingly, his dele0ation had serious objections to the text proposed by t1e 

delegation of Trinidad. and '.i'obaso: the concludin.n: phr!:tse of tile Ylevr pa:>.:"agr&.ph +, 

beginning vTith the words Has indicated:;, snould. be deleted. In addition, if a 

conference -vras to be held, a manageable and w·ell-defined agenda should be adhe:·ed 

to· in that respect the Trinidac. and Tobago proposals 1-ri th regard to paragraphs l 

and 2 -vrere unsatisfactory. As for paragraph 5, his delegation concurred with 

Egypt. 

To recapitulate, his delegation could not endorse the idea of convenin.-::; a 

special conference in 1975, which as -things stood uould be prepared -vri th excessi -re 

haste. rbreover, the purposes of the conference could be achieved just as 1vell 

within the frarnew·ork of national and regional acti viti es . 

!111'. 11\SCARRO (Colombia) said that for more than 40 years his count:-y 
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(Mr. Lascarro, Colombia) 

had been in the vanguard in Latin America as regards wowen's rights. The Government 

of Colombia had offered to act as host for the conference envisaged in draft 

resolution III and therefore requested the addition of a new paragraph 3 to read: 

iiRequests the Secretary-General to accept the invitation of the 

Government of Colombia to host the international conference to be held 

durine; the International vlomen 's Year." 

The meetin~ose at 1.05 u.m • 

/ ... 
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74lst meeting Tuesday, 7 May 1974, 
at 11 a.m. 

Chairman: Mr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) 

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON THE STATUS OF WOMEN (E/5451, chapter I, E/5487; 
E/AC.7/L.653, L.656, L.670, L.67l) (continued) 

Draft resolution III 

Mrs. GEORGE (Trinidad and Tobago) said, with reference to the proposed 

amendments to draft resolution III contained in document E/AC.7/L.670, that her 

delegation agreed with the suggestion made by the representative of Colombia 

that a new paragraph should be added to the operative part which would read: 

"Accepts with appreciation the invitation by the Government of Colombia to host 

the international conference of women during the International Women's Year in 

1975. 11 

Similarly, it supported the suggestion made by the representative of Egypt 

that operative paragraph 5 should be amended to read: "Further recommends that 

a separate item entitled International Women's Year, including the proposal and 

the recommendations of the Conference, be examined at the thirtieth session of 

the General Assembly in 1975.vv 

She also accepted the suggestion of the representative of India that items 

(a) and (b) mentioned in paragraph 2 as it appeared in the second amendment should 

be treated as items of the agenda of the Conference. 

Mrs. MAIR (Jamaica) said that draft resolution III with the amendments 

proposed by the delegation of Trinidad and Tobago offered clear guidelines 

within which the Secretariat could proceed with the preparations for the 

Conference, the agenda for which was already beginning to take shape. The 

reasons for holding the conference had been clearly identified by the Commission 

on the Status of Women, the Economic and Social Council and the General 

Assembly, as was shown by General Assembly resolution 3010 (XXVII), which 

proclaimed the year 1975 International Women's Year. 

I . .. 
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(Mrs. Mair, Jamaica) 

The United Nations had traditionally adopted the instrumentality of the 

international conference as a key element in the development of its work and the 

advancement of the aims and purposes of the Organization. 

There were apparently no objections in the Committee to the principle of 

holding the conference, specifically the principle of a high-level international 

forum for the purpose of analysing, co-ordinating and projecting global strategies 

-· iesigned to equa,lize the status of women with that of men in the essential spheres 

.. 

f national and international life. 

The reservations and objections expressed in the Committee by the delegation 

f the Soviet Union related specifically to the possible lack of resources made 

~·ailable to the conference planners. That had naturally been a matter of general 

cncern in so far as the financial and administrative resources made available did 

n<~ reflect the significance of International Women's Year and of the conference. 

Hcfever, the available resources should be used to the full. In document E/5487, 

th~ Secretary-General suggested practical and feasible procedures for holding the 

co1ference with existing budgetary and personnel resources. The guidelines 

pr•>vided in the amendment submitted by the representative of Trinidad and Tobago 

wo1ld permit the Secretariat to make preparations for the conference with economy 

ani precision. 

}~. BERLIS (Canada) said that his delegation supported the amendment 

submitted by the representatives of Colombia, Kenya and the United States 

(E/AC.7/L.653) and would unreservedly support draft resolution III. 

Mr. VALTASAARI (Finland) said that when the proposal to hold an 

international conference during International Women's Year had been put forward, 

his delegation had had some reservations regarding the substantive, financial and 

procedural aspects of such a conference. Having studied the amendments proposed 

by the delegation of Trinidad and Tobago, however, it no longer had reservations 

on the substantive aspects of the conference. As to the financial aspects, the 

Secretariat had already made a statement in that respect. The third amendment 

submitted by the delegation of Trinidad and Tobago presented some difficulties, 

especially with regard to the word "preparation". In preparing for previous 

conferences, both men and women, as well as States of the Organization, Members 

had always taken part. In the proposed amendment, preparations for the conference 
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(Mr. Valtasaari, Finland) 

would be made; it was merely said that the Secretariat would be responsible for 

them. He would like some elucidation on that point, and when he had received it 

he would support the draft resolution as amended. 

Mrs. GEORGE (Trinidad and Tobago) said that her delegation could not 

accept the suggestion made by the representative of the Soviet Union that, in the 

proposed text of paragraph 4, the words "as indicated in the note by the Secretary­

General (E/5487) 11 should be deleted, since she regarded that clause as essential 

to the resolution. 

Mrs. HUTAR (United States of America) said that the sponsors of the 

amendment in document E/AC.7/L.653 would withdraw it and could also accept the 

suggestions accepted by the representative of Trinidad and Tobago. 

Mr. LASCARRO (Colombia) said that thanks to the excellent work done by 

the representative of Trinidad and Tobago his delegation no longer had reservations 

with regard to draft resolution III. Also, he urged that the acceptance of his 

Government's offer to host the international conference should be added to it. 

The CHAIRMAN reminded the representative of Colombia that the 

representative of Trinidad and Tobago, when submitting her amendments, had 

suggested including a paragraph to that effect. 

~~s. GEORGE (Trinidad and Tobago), replying to the representative of 

Finland, said that the intention of the proposed paragraph 3 was that, at the 

national level, Governments should use the services of competent men and women for 

the preparation of the conference. 

She asked whether the Committee could adopt the amendments without a vote, 

in which case the summary records could reflect any objections that delegations 

might have. 

Mr. ROUX (Belgium) said that once the amendments had been accepted, his 

delegation would be able to vote in favour of convening the international 

conference, especially taking into account the suggestion made by the 

representative of India that the agenda should be restricted to two items. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) regretted that the 

amendments proposed by his delegation had not been accepted by the delegation of 

I ... 
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(Hr. Smirnov USSR) 

Trinidad and Tobago. In his opinion, the recommendation which appeared in the 

proposed paragraph 3 exceeded the powers of the Economic and Social Council, 

since it concerned measures on which each State and each body of the United 

Nations must decide. 

·With reference to the text of the proposed paragraph 4, he had understood 

that there would be no addition~ expenditure involved in holding the conference. 

• However, there was now mention of additional costs, which his delegation could 

not accept. 

.. 

He proposed that the version of paragraph 1 suggested by his delegation 

should be included in the programme of the conference. It was not necessary to 

state what agenda would be considered by the General Assembly at its next 

session. 

His delegation could not agree to the third amendment in document E/AC.7/L.670, 

and proposed that the new paragraphs 3, 4 and 5 of the draft resolution as they 

appeared in that third amendment should be put to the vote. 

Mr. ILOY (Congo) said that subamendment (b) to paragraph 1 of draft 

resolution III proposed by the delegation of Trinidad and Tobago involved 

deleting almost two thirds of the original ~aragraph l. The part to be deleted was 

very important, since the organizations in the United Nations system had a role of 

paramount importance to play in improving the status of women. Therefore it 

would be preferable to insert the text proposed by the delegation of Trinidad and 

Tobago after the words "since its establishment 11
, while the rest of the paragraph 

could be deleted. 

Mrs. GEORGE (Trinidad and Tobago) accepted the proposal made by the 

representative of the Congo. 

Mr. LASCARRO (Colombia) said that his delegation was waiting for draft 

resolution III to be adopted so that he could then make contact with the United 

Nations Secretariat in order to determine what additional costs would be involved 

in holding the conference in his country. 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland) said that his delegation supported the proposal of 

the representative of the Congo. 

I ... 
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Mr.-LOPEZ AGUILAR (Spain) said that his delegation had warmly welcomed 

the idea of holding the conference in Colombia. Furthermore, he would support 

the amendments proposed by the delegation of Trinidad and Tobago. 

The CHAIRl~N invited the Committee to vote on the various amendments to 

draft resolution III submitted by Trinidad and Tobago in document E/AC.7/L.670, 

with the modifications made. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked that a separate 

vote be taken on paragraphs 3, 4 and 5, which constituted the third amendment 

proposed by Trinidad and Tobago. 

Amendment No. 1 
• 

Amendment No. 1 was adopted by 42 votes to none, with 5 abstentions. 

Amendment No. 2 

Amendment No. 2 was adopted by 42 votes to none, with 5 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN asked the representative of Trinidad and Tobago if she 

agreed to the inclusion of the new paragraph referring to the invitation of 

Colombia as the last operative paragraph of the draft resolution. 

Mrs. GEORGE (Trinidad and Tobago) said that she would prefer the new 

paragraph to be included as paragraph 3, with the remaining paragraphs being 

renumbered accordingly. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it 

that the Committee wished to adopt by consensus the addition to draft 

resolution III of a new paragraph 3, referring to the invitation of Colombia. 

It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the paragraphs renumbered 

4, 5 and 6 9 the addition of which constituted the third amendment proposed by 

Trinidad and Tobago. 

Paragraph 4 

Paragraph 4 was adopted by 43 votes to 4. with 1 abstention. 
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1?aragraph 5 

Paragraph 5 was adopted by 43 votes to 4, with 1 abstention. 

Paragraph 6 

Paragraph 6 was adopted by 44 votes to 4. 
Draft resolution III as a whole, as amended, was adopted by 44 votes to none, 

with 5 abstentions. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) asked that the record 

should show that the intention of the Soviet Union had been to vote against the 

new paragraph 5 of draft resolution III and not to abstain. 

Miss JAUREGUIBERRY (Argentina) said that she had voted in favour of the 

draft resolution because she considered that the holding of an international 

conference could help effectively to arouse greater interest in the problems of 

women and, consequently, to improve the situation of women. She also expressed 

the hope that, in spite of the short time available, the preparations for the 

Conference could be undertaken in such a way as to ensure its success. 

Argentina supported the Colombian initiative offering Bogota as the venue 

for the Conference, since it had felt from the outset that the Conference should 

be held in a developing country. 

Argentina was convinced of the value of the measures which could be taken 

at the regional level to improve the status of women and, consequently, had 

officially offered Buenos Aires as the venue for a regional seminar to be held 

in 1975 to consider the participation of women in economic, political and social 

development and the obstacles to their integration. She considered that question 

to be of vital importance, particularly for the developing countries, which, by 

not fully integrating women into active productive life, were depriving themselves 

of half of their potential. 

Mr. JACHEK (Czechoslovakia) said that his country, while not opposed to 

the holding of a world conference on the status of women, was unable to accept a 

number of the proposals in document E/AC.7/L.670, in particular the new 

paragraphs 3, 4 and 5. His delegation felt that the imposition of guidelines 

concerning the composition of delegations was tantamount to interference in the 
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internal affairs of States. Furthermore, the programme of conferences for 1975 

was already very heavy and the resources of the United Nations were limited. 

Mrs. HUTAR (United States of America) welcomed the adoption of the draft 

resolution, which constituted another forward step in the field of human rights 

and a reaffirmation of faith in fundamental human rights, in the dignity and worth 

of the human person and in the equal rights of men and women, as proclaimed in the 

Preamble to the Charter. 

Miss CAO PINNA(Italy) also welcomed the adoption by the Committee of 

draft resolution III. 

Draft resolution I 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, in the 

Commission on the Status of Women, the Soviet Union had voted in favour of draft 

resolution I. However, his delegation had a number of reservations with regard 

to the Programme in annex V of the report of the Commission (E/5451), and 

consequently had submitted for consideration by the Committee document 

E/AC.7/L.656 containing a number of amendments to that Programme. 

Those amendments were, in effect, very minor and, if agreed to, would bring 

the Programme into line with the provisions of draft resolution III, which had 

been adopted by the Committee. Amendment 2 (a) should be deleted, since it was 

no longer meaningful in the light of another decision taken by the Committee. 

The addition to paragraph 32 would enable the General Assembly at its 

thirtieth session to consider the whole range of problems related to the status 

of women. The amendments to paragraph 34 were simply drafting changes, the purpose 

of which was to avoid dictating to regional organizations and commissions the form 

which the appropriate programmes established by them should take. 

A further change which could be made to the Programme for the International 

Women's Year was the transfer of paragraph 8 (w) from section C of part II to 

section B, where it would be more logical, and the transfer of paragraph 8 (q) 

from section B to section C. 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) suggested that paragraph 8 (m) of the 

Programme should be deleted in the light of the Committee's decision on draft 

resolution VI of the Commission on the Status of Women. Furthermore, in view of 
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the new wording of draft resolution III, which had been adopted by the Committee, 

concerning the title of the item to be considered by the General Assembly, 

paragraph 32 of the Programme was redundant and could be deleted. 

Miss JAUREGUIBERRY (Argentina), Mr. LOPEZ AGUILAR (Spain) and 

Mr. LEHTIHET (Algeria) supported the Brazilian suggestion. 

Mrs. HUTAR (United States of America) felt it was very important to 

retain paragraph 8 (m) of the Programme. The report of the Special Rapporteur, 

which was based on very sound research, could make a valuable contribution to the 

International Women's Year. 

Mr. VALTASAARI (Finland) supported the view expressed by the 

representative of the United States. -

Mrs. HUTAR (United States of America), referring to amendment 2 (c) 

proposed by the Soviet delegation in doc~ent E/AC.7/L.656, said that her 

delegation preferred to retain the original text of paragraph 34 of the Programme 

for the International Women's Year, since the Economic Commission for Africa had 

carried out very important work. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, if some 

delegations found it difficult to accept the Soviet amendment to paragraph 34 of 

the Programme because it did not contain a reference to the Economic Commission 

for Africa, the Soviet delegation would agree to retain the words shown in 

parentheses and to add them at the end of the proposed paragraph. 

Mrs. MAIR (Jamaica) said that it would be regrettable if paragraph 8 (m) _ 

of section B was deleted, since the report of the Special Rapporteur was valuable 

in that it emphasized those aspects of the question of the status of women which 

were related to human rights. 

Mrs. SHUEH (China) said that the purpose of the International Women's 

Year must be to promote the struggle by women against imperialism, colonialism 

and exploitation and to advance democracy and women's rights. China had already 

indicated that it believed that women should participate in all activities in 

conditions of equality. 

The list in the Programme was extensive but not complete, as was perhaps 

inevitable. China's position on the question of disarmament was well known, and 
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it therefore opposed the inclusion of that concept in the Programme. Consequently, 

China would not take part in the vote on the document under consideration. 

USSR amendments (E/AC.7/L.656) 

Amendment No. 1 

Amendment No. 1 was adopted by consensus. 

Amendment No. 2 (b) 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) asked whether the adoption of the amendment 

which appea~d in paragraph 2 (b) of document E/AC.7/L.656 would mean that there 

would be two agenda items on the question of the status of women at the thirtieth 

session of the General Assembly, since draft resolution III also requested the 

inclusion of an item relating to the question of the status of women. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the two items on the question would probably be 

merged into a single item. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) pointed out that the original wording of 

paragraph 32 spoke of "items" in the plural. Her delegation would prefer the 

deletion of that paragraph in order to have one single item on the status of 

women on the agenda of the General Assembly, possibly with subitems. 

The CHAIRMAN, replying to the United States representative, said that 

the Brazilian representative had requested the deletion of paragraph 32 of the 

Prograrrme for the International Wo:rr.en' s Year. 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) said that his delegation would have no 

difficulty in voting for the amendment in paragraph 2 (b) of document E/AC.7/L.656 

or voting for paragraph 32 of the Programme for the International Women's Year. 

However, if both were adopted, there would be two items on the same question, 

which was not logical. 

Amendment No. 2 (b) was adopted by 15 votes to none, with 31 abstentions. 

Amendment No. 2 (c), as orally revised 

Amendment No. 2 (c), as orally revised, was adopted by 30 votes to none, 

with 13 abstentions. 
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Brazilian amendment to delete paragraph 8 (m) of the Programme for the 
International Women's Year 

The Erazilia:n r.mcn.U.ncnt to delete pro.r2r:ro.ph ._) (m) of the Pro~'"rar..nc for tLt.:: 

International Woman's Year was adopted by 19 votes to 6, with 20 sbstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if there were no objections, he would take it 

that the Committee adopted by consensus the Soviet proposal that in annex V, 

part II, paragraph 8 (w) should be transferred from section c to section B, 

and that paragraph 8 ( q) should be transferred from section B to section c. 
It was so decided. 

The CHAIRMAN put to the vote draft resolution I as a whole and annex V, 

as amended. 

Draft -resolution I was adopted unanimously, together with annex V. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed satisfaction 

at the unanimous adoption of draft resolution I. He hoped that the United Nations 

Secretariat would transmit the draft resolution to the General Assembly in the 

form in which it had been adopted by the Economic and Social Council. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) said that his delegation had abstained in the 

vote on paragraph 2 (b) of the amendment proposed by the Soviet Union, since it 

had found nothing objectionable in the original version of paragraph 32. 

Mrs. HUTAR (United States of America) explained that her delegation had 

abstained in the vote on paragraph 2 (b) of the amendment proposed by the Soviet 

Union (E/AC.7/L.656), because it believed that the item had already been taken 

sufficiently into account in the Programme of the International Women's Year • 

Mr. von KYAW (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation had 

abstained in the vote on the amendment to paragraph 8 (m) of section B, since it 

felt that neither the text proposed for that paragraph nor its deletion were 

consonant with the decision adopted by the Committee with regard to draft 

resolution VI. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that her delegation's vote on draft 

resolutions I and III was indicative of her country's interest in the International 

I . .. 



A/ AC. 7 /SR. 741 -50-

(Miss Cao Pinna, Italy) 

Women's Year and the proposed conference. Preparations for the International 

Women's Year were already well-advanced in Italy; an interministerial meeting 

had already taken place in connexion with it and another would be held shortly. 

With regard to the amendment proposed by the Brazilian delegation, her 

delegation had abstained for the same reasons which had led it to abstain in the 

vote on draft resolution VI, namely, because her Government had not yet concluded 

its consideration of the report of the Sp~cial Rapporteur. 

The meeting rose at 1 p.m. 
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REPORT OF THE COI1HISSION ON THE STATUS OF ~TOBEN (E/5451, chap. I; E/AC.7/L.671} 
~ (continued) 

Jlr. SPEEKENBR!fJK (Netherlands} requested the Secretariat to explain what 

lTas the present procedure for dealing vrith communications concerninr: the status of 

women, how the Comrni.ssion on the Status of Homen dealt uith communications addressed 

to it for information, and ho,·T many and t-That kinds of communications had been 

received and dealt vdth. 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights}, replying to the 

representative of the netherlands, gave some basic information concerning the 

procedures followed in dealing 'dth communications. 

Generally speaking, the basic resolution was Economic and Social Council 

resolution 728 F (XXVIII), in which the Council requested the Secretary-General to 

compile and distribute to members of the Commission on Human Rights before each 

session a non-confidential list containing a brief indication of the substance of 

each communication, however addressed, which dealt with the principles involved in 

the promotion of universal respect for, and observance of, human rights, and to 

compile a confidential list containing a brief indication of the substance of other 

communications concerning human rights and to furnish that list to members of the 

Commission. 

In recent years, the Economic and Social Council had approved new procedures 

• for considering communications which appeared to reveal a consistent pattern of 

gross violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms, such as apartheid. 

Those procedures had earlier been given thorough study by the Commission on Human 

Rights and the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of 

Minorities. In its resolution 1235 (XLII), the Economic and Social Council had 

authorized the Commission on Human Rights and the Sub-Commission on Prevention of 

Discrimination and Protection of Minorities to apply the new procedures. In its 

resolution 1503 (XLVIII), the Council had spelt out the procedure in more detail 

and had laid down a number of stages for dealing with communications. At the first 
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stage, a working group appointed by the Sub-Commission considered all 

communications and transmitted to the Sub-Commission any which appeared to reveal 

a consistent pattern of gross and reliably attested violations of human rights and 

fundamental freedoms. At the second stage, the Sub-Commission considered the 

communications transmitted to it by the working group and decided whether to refer ~ 

them to the Commission on Human Rights •. At the next stage, the Commission on Human 

Rights considered those particular situations which appeared to reveal a consistent 

pattern of gross and reliably attested violations of human rights referred to it by 

the Sub-Commission and determined whether they required a thorough study, or an 

investigation with the consent of the State concerned. The Commission might then 

submit a report to the Economic and Social Council. Until that time, the whole 

procedure was confidential. 

There were two Council resolutions relating especially to communications 

concerning the status of women, namely, resolution 76 (V) and resolution 304 I (XI) 

amending it. The latter resolution provided for the preparation of two lists, one 

confidential and the other non-confidential, somewhat along the same lines as those 

provided for in resolution 728 F (XXVIII). The problem now before the Committee 

arose out of the decision taken by the Commission on the Status of Women that, in 

future, communications relating to the status of women should be considered in 

accordance with resolution 1503 (XLVIII) and that that question should be deleted 

from the Commission's work programme. 

As for the nrocedures followed by the Commission on the Status of Women in 

dealing with communications, that was a question that could be better answered by 

the Deputy Director of the Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs. 

Mrs. BRUCE (Deputy Director, Centre for Social Development and 

Humanitarian Affairs) said that the Commission on the Status of Women received two 

lists of communications, in accordance with resolutions 76 (V) and 304 I (XI), one 

consisting of communications which dealt with the principles relating to the 

promotion of women's rights and one indicating the substance of other communications. 

In recent years, the number of communications concerning principles had declined 

considerably. As for other communications, approximately 60 had been considered 

at the last session. The communications were considered in closed meetings, and 
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the criterion applied was possible violation of the Declaration on the Elimination 

of Discrimination against Women. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) said that the decision taken by the 

Commission on the Status of Women at its 626th meeting on the,question of 

communications concerning the status of women involved two issues. 

The first was whether the decision of the Commission that communications should 

henceforth be ccnsidered in accordance with Economic and Social Council 

resolution 1503 (XLVIII) required the endorsement of the Council. 

The second was whether the procedure provided for in resolution 1503 (XLVIII) 

could be regarded as an adequate substitute for the procedures followed until now 

by the Commission. 

With regard to the first of those issues, it vras the view of his delegation 

that the basis for dealing with communications concerning the status of women was 

to be found in Economic and Social Council resolution 76 (V), paragraph 3. 

That view was borne out by the statement contained in document A/CONF.32/6, 

prepared by the Secretary-General for the International Conference on Human Rights 

in 1968. Paragraph 481 of that document read: "As far as communications 

concerning the status of women are concerned, Economic and Social Council 

resolution 76 (V) has remained the governing resolution. Its provisions are 

essentially similar to those of resolution 728 F (XXVIII)." The latter resolution 

related to the manner in which the Commission on Human Rights dealt with 

communications concerning human rights and therefore should be seen in conjunction 

with Council resolution 75 (V). Those two resolutions were the basic decisions on 

• that subject and were distinct from resolution 76 (V), which was specifically 

directed to communications concerning the status of women. His delegation was not 

aware that the Council had taken any decision altering that resolution, though the 

decision had been subsequently refined by resolution 304 (XI). Thus, the Council 

should not only be informed of, but indeed should express itself specifically on, 

any change in the procedure. 

With regard to the second issue, his delegation believed that the procedure 

established by resolution 1503 (XLVIII) was essentially of a different nature than 

the procedures of resolution 75 (V), as developed by resolution 728 F (XXVIII), and 
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those of resolution 76 (V). The procedure of resolution 1503 (XLVIII) involved a 

process of selection, and thus the elimination of communications which did not 

reveal a consistent pattern of violations of human rights. It would seem, 

therefore, that communications concerning the status of women could only be 

considered by the Sub-Commission in so far as they revealed a consistent pattern 

of gross and reliably attested violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms, 

were the Council to endorse the decision of the Commission on the Status of Women. 

The communications on the status of women which were submitted to the Commission 

were, however, of a wide variety and included communications on two lists prepared 

by the Secretary-General. One list containied those communications which involved 

Member States and were of a confidential nature. The second was a listing of the 

communications of a more general character and was non-confidential. 

His delegation submitted that to delete the consideration of communications 

on the status of women from the agenda of the Commission on the Status of Women 

would deprive the Commission of a valuable source of information needed for the 

proper execution of its mandate. 

In view of all those considerations, his delegation's conclusion was that the 

procedure provided for in resolution 1503 (XLVIII) could not be regarded as a 

substitute for the procedures followed until now by the Commission and, moreover, 

that the change suggested to the Council would seriously affect the responsiveness 

of the United Nations to communications concerning the status of women. 

His delegation was therefore submitting for the consideration of the Committee 

the following draft decision: 

"The Economic and Social Council, having considered the report of the 

discussions of the 626th meeting of the Commission on the Status of Women, 

held on 31 January 1974, relating to the consideration by the Commission of 

communications concerning the status of women, invites the Commission to 

continue dealing with these on the basis of resolution 76 (V) and its 

subsequently established practive." 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

representative of the Netherlands had disinterred resolutions dating back to 1947. 

However, Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII), to which the Director of the Division 

of Human Rights had referred, established a new procedure for the consideration 
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of communications concerning violations of human rights, which should be applied to 

all communications received by the United Nations. The Working Group established 

under that resolution had already held two sessions and would be meeting again in 

July. The Working Group received all communications and submitted its conclusions 

to the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities, 

which in turn reported to the Commission on Human Rights. 

Consequently, the situation envisaged by the representative of the 

Netherlands - namely, a failure to consider the communications in question - would 

not arise. Those communications were considered and would continue to be considere~ 

The procedure laid down in resolution 1503 (XLVIII) had proved to be effective in 

practice, and two years' experience had already been acquired. While it was true 

that the procedure was confidential, it was a fact that that approach had made it 

possible for all communications to be studied fully and in detail, in connexion 

with the implementation of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. There was 

nothing to be gained by trying to sort out communications by subject-matter. The 

decision taken by the Commission on the Status of_Women had been correct, and in 

adopting it the Commission had acted within its field of competence. The purpose 

of paragraph 4 of the report (E/5451) was to inform the Council of the decision 

taken by the Commission, which had rightly been considered to be of interest to the 

Council. All that the Council had to do was to take note of the Commission's 

decision. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) pointed out that in the Commission on the Status 

of Women there had been much discussion on the question of communications. There 

• were many Council resolutions on the question, and it was not clear from the wording 

of the latest one, resolution 1503 (XLVIII), that it referred to all communications. 

• That resolution specifically cited resolution 728 F (XXVIII). Consequently, it 

could be argued that communications concerning the status of women would have to 

be considered in accordance wit~ the provisions of resolution 76 (V). 

Moreover, if the draft decision of the Commission on the Status of Women was 

approved, it would be tantamount to deciding that communications concerning 

violations of the rights of women would have to reveal a consistent pattern of 

gross violations of human rights. However, it was not clear that the Commission 
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agreed to use such terminology. Resolution 76 (V) also mentioned communications on 

"basic principles", a category which there was no reason to eliminate. 

Finally, it might well be that the organs entrusted with implementing 

resolution 1503 (XLVIII) were already very busy and it did not seem appropriate 

that they should have to consider a new group of communications. In the Commission 

itself some representatives had stated that it might be premature to take a 

decision before having more information from the Secretariat. 

Mr. ROUX (Belgium) ask~d the Director of the Division of Human Rights 

whether the parallel procedure laid down in Council resolutions 728 F (XXVIII) and 

1503 (XLVIII) was maintained in practice, i.e. whether meetings were held for the 

consideration of both lists, the list of confidential communications and the list 

of non-confidential communications. 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that it was a 

very complex question and that in dealing with it the Secretariat sought to comply 

strictly with what had been laid down in the resolutions adopted. All the 

communications were considered firstly under the procedure laid down in Council 

resolution 728 F (XXVIII). The lists prepared for the Commission on Human Rights 

included communications dealing with the status of women which were duly brought 

to the attention of the Commission on the Status of Women. 

Mr. ROUX (Belgium) wished to know how the provisions of resolution 

728 F (XXVIII) were applied in practice. Were meetings held to consider those 

communications? Or were the lists sent directly to members of the Commission on 

Human Rights? • 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that in the 

provisional agenda of the Commission on Human Rights there was an item relating to 

communications. 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) asked whether the list submitted to the 

Commission on Human Rights included communications dealing with the status of women 

which in turn were transmitted to the Commission on the Status of Women. He would 

also like to know what measures the Commission on the Status of Women had taken 

with regard to the communications transmitted to it. 
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Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that, indeed, the 

communications relating specifically to the status of women were also included 

in the general list submitted to the Commission on Human Rights. 

Mrs. BRUCE (Deputy Director of the Centre for Social Development and 

Humanitarian Affairs) pointed out, in reply to the second question of the 

representative of Brazil~ that in the Commission on the Status of Women both lists, 

the one relating to principles and the confidential one, were circulated at closed 

meetings and that the Commission merely took note of them. 

Mr. ROUX (Belgium) said he concluded from the explanations given by the 

Secretariat that the two procedures not only were embodied in the texts but also 

were applied in practice. The Netherlands proposal was thus absolutely pertinent. 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) said he would like to know the measures which 

the Commission on the Status of Women was empowered to take with regard to the 

communications it received. 

Mrs. BRUCE (Deputy Director of the Centre for Social Development and 

Humanitarian Affairs) said that the procedure for the consideration of 

communications relating to women was governed by Council resolution 76 (V), amended 

by resolution 304 (XI). The Council might perhaps decide on the form in which those 

resolutions should be interpreted. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

explanations given by the Secretariat made it clear that all the communications 

received were sent to the Commission on Human Rights and some of them, those 

relating to the status of women, to the pertinent Commission. Experience of the 

Working Group confirmed that conclusion. The Group received all the communications 

without any exception. Subsequently, the procedure laid down in Council resolution 

1503 (XLVIII) was follow~d with a view to the adoption of concrete measures with 

respect to the communications. 

The Deputy Director of t~e Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian 

Affairs had rightly pointed out that the function of the Commission on the Status 

of Women was to take note of the lists of communications sent to it. Such 

duplication of work should cease. Moreover, the Commission on the Status of Women 

had adopted a decision on the matter and the Council should merely take note of it. 
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Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that one of the questions raised by the 

Netherlands representative was whether or not the decision taken by the Commission 

on the Status of Women required endorsement by the Council. ,To that question her 

delegation replied in the affirmative. The decisions of the Commission on the 

Status of Women should be considered as substantive questions which should be 

approved or not. 

Similarly, the Netherlands representative had asked whether communications 

relating to the status of women should be dealt with by the Sub-Commission on 

Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities in conformity with 

Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII). In paragraph 182 of the report of the Commission 

on Human Rights it was stated that the Secretary-General distributed to the members 

of the Commission confidential lists of communications, replies of Governments and 

a confidential document of a statistical nature. A non-confidential list of 

communications containing a brief indication of the substance of each communication 

which dealt with principles involved in the promotion of universal respect for and 

observance of human rights was also distributed. The communications not selected by 

the Sub-Commission as revealing a consistent pattern of gross violations of human 

rights were considered by the Commission on Human Rights. The same procedure 

should be followed in the Commission on the Status of Women. 

There were two procedures for dealing with communications on human rights. 

One of them,.the more general procedure, was laid down in Economic and Social 

Council resolution 728 F (XXVIII). In resolution 1503 (XLVIII) the Economic and 

Social Council dealt only with communications relating to gross violations of 

human rights. 

She did not understand why the Commission on the Status of Women had taken the 

decision on communications relating to the status of women. 

She felt that the draft decision submitted by the Netherlands (E/AC.7/L.671) 

was worthy of merit and she was ready to support it. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America) said that the decision concerning 

communications relating to the status of women had been adopted in the Commission 

on the Status of Women because the proposal made by the Soviet Union then appeared 

attractive to the members of the Commission since it advocated a single procedure 
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for dealing with communications. However, in the light of the subsequent debates 

and the clarifications made, it could be seen that the decision had been 

unfortunate. 

Nevertheless, the communications relating to the status of women provided the 

Commission with an indication of the discrimination which existed against women 

and supplied it with useful information. To send those communications to the 

Secretariat for consideration under Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII) would be to 

deprive the Commission on the Status of Women of that information. 

Consequently, his delegation supported the draft decision submitted by the 

Netherlands delegation in document E/AC.7/L.671. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) stressed that the text of Council 

resolution 1503 (XLVIII) was not an amendment to Council resolution 728 F (XXVIII); 

nor did it replace that resolution. On the contrary, it was an addition, as was 

clearly indicated in paragraph 1 of resolution l503 (XLVIII). 

The Economic and Social Council was duty bound to take a decision on the 

question. The decision of the Commission on the Status of Women raised the question 

of deletion. Under rule 10 of the rules of procedure of the functional commissions 

of the Economic and Social Council, the Commission could adopt such a decision. 

According to rule 6, the provisional agenda for each session of the functional 

commissions was based on decisions of the Economic and Social Council. Hence, 

the item on communications on the status of women should be included in the 

Commission's agenda. The decision of the Commission could not be considered as 

merely informative. On the contrary, it was necessary either to approve it or 

not to approve it • 

None of the resolutions mentioned provided that the non-confidential lists 

of communications on human rights should be sent to any other body but the 

Commission on Human Rights and the Commission on the Status of Women. If the 

communications on the status of women were not considered in the Commission on 

the Status of Women, they would not be considered in any other organ of the 

United Nations. The decision adopted by the Commission did not favour the 

interests of women. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that in the Commission on the Status of 
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Women the United Kingdom delegation had voted in favour of the decision to delete 

from the Commission's work programme the item on communications relating to the 

status of women. Nevertheless, on the basis of what had been said during the 

meeting, his delegation now recognized that such a decision was premature and was 

ready to support the Netherlands draft. 

Perhaps it was not enough to invite the Comwission to continue dealing with 

the communications on the status of women. It might be better to invite the 

Commission to consider the matter at its next session and submit a report. It 

might be useful for the Cow.mission to have before it a background document which 

included the discussion which had taken place in the Social Committee. He 

therefore proposed that the following text should be added at the end of the draft 

decision in document E/AC.7/L.671: "and to submit to the Economic and Social 

Council at its sixtieth session such observations and proposals as it may deem 

appropriate after considering an explanatory report from the Secretary-General on 

all the relevant resolutions and procedures dealing with communications concerning 

human rights". 

Mr. MAUERSBERGER (German Democratic Republic} said that the problem 

should be considered from the point of view of unifying the procedures and making 

them more efficient. It was unnecessary to take a decision because in resolution 

1503 (XLVIII} the Council had included all the directives necessary for the 

Commission on the Status of Women to consider all communications. The Commission 

should continue its activities in conformity with that resolution. 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland} proposed that in the draft decision contained in 

document E/AC.7/L.671 the words "invites the Commission to continue dealing with 

these on the basis of resolution 76 {V), as amended by resolution 304 I (XI), and 

its subsequently established practice11 should be replaced by the following words: 

"takes note of the decision of the Commission on the Status of Women on this 

question11
• 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil} said it might be advisable to take note of 

what had happened in the Commission on the Status of Women and defer the adoption 

of a decision on the question until the Secretariat had provided more information. 

For example, in paragraph 120 of the Commission's report it was stated that 

I . .. 
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Economic and Social Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII) had qot taken into account 

the implications of the recent modifications concerning human rights communication .. 
introduced under that resolution. It was not clear what those implications were. 

Moreover, resolutions 76 (V) and 304 (XI) did not indicate what the Commission on 

the Status of Women should do with communications ~oncerning the status of women. 

It might be ~referable to continue pondering the question, request information 

on the applicability of the relevant resolutions and take up the item again at a 

later stage, perhaps at another session. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK {Netherlands) said his delegation accepted the text 

proposed by the United Kingdom representative for addition at the end of draft 

decision E/ AC. 7 /L.67l. He also proposed that the words "and the status of women" 

should be added at the end of the United Kingdom text. 

On the other hand, his delegation could not accept the amendment proposed by 

the representative of Poland, since it was not so much an amendment as a new draft 

decision. 

Mrs. BRUCE (Deputy Director, Centre for Social Development and 

Humanitarian Affairs), replying to the question by the representative of Brazil, 

said that the procedure for the consideration of communications concerning human 

rights was laid down in resolution 728 F (XXVIII), which was similar to 

resolutions 76 (V) and 304 I (XI), which laid down the procedure for communications 

concerning women. 

In adopting resolution 1503 (XLVIII), the Economic and Social Council had 

mentioned resolution 728 F (XXVIII) and other resolutions on human rights, qut ~ad 

not taken into account resolution 76 (V) or resolution 304 I (XI), a fact that was 

mentioned in paragraph 120. 

It was true that none of those resolutions gave instructions to the Commission 

on the Status of Women concerning the procedure to be followed with regard to 

communications. However, it had been felt that those communications had an 

informative value which should not be overlooked. 

~rr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that in adopting 

resolution 1503 (XLVIII) the Economic and Social Council had taken into account 

the fact that the Commission on Human Rights had considered the question in depth. 

Both the Commission on Human Rights and the Economic and Social Council had taken 

into consideration all previous United Nations resolutions on the question of 

communications, both those concerning human rights and those concerning the status 
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of women. It would thus be artificial to establish a dividing line between 

communications concerning human rights and communications concerning the status 

of women; the procedure provided for in resolution 1503 (XLVIII) should apply 
• to both. 

Consequently, his delegation supported the amendment proposed by Poland, and 

also considered the observation by Brazil to be very relevant. All the Committee 

could do for the time being was to take note and defer consideration of the question 

until a later stage, when the report of the Commission on Human Rights would be 

available. 

Mr. SRINIVASAN (India) proposed that the phrase "and to submit to the 

Council at its sixtieth session a report on that matter" should be added at the end 

of the decision proposed by the Netherlands. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) said it might be preferable to request the 

Secretary-General to prepare his report for the fifty-eighth session of the Council. 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) formally proposed that the following phrase 

should be inserted at the end of the text proposed by Poland for the last part of 

draft decision E/AC.7/L.671: "and requests the Secretary-General to prepare, for 

the fifty-eighth session of the Council, an explanatory report on all the relevant 

resolutions and procedures dealing with communications concerning human rights". 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) supported the Brazilian proRosal and proposed 

that the words "with a view to allowing the Council to take a decision on the 

matter" should be added at the end of the Brazilian text. He also considered it 

would be preferable to say "bearing in mind the decision of the Commission on the 

Status of Women" rather than "takes note of the decision ••• ". 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) asked whether it would be possible to add ' 

to the Brazilian text the words "and the status of women". 

M:r. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) said he saw no objection to that proposal. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) ,asked whether Poland would object if the 

text submitted by Brazil, with the Australian addition, which he found acceptable 

in principle, were amended so that the words "status of women" were followed by 

I . .. 
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"requests the Secretary-General to prepare, " In that way, the Council would 

take no measures pending receipt of the information it had requested. In any case, 

the Commission on the Status of Women would cot meet in 1975 and there would be 

time to revert to the item with better preparation. 

Mr. ILOY (Congo) said that, as the representative of the Soviet Union 

had observed, resolution 1503 (XLVIII) established a clear and specific procedure 

for dealing with communications. Adoption of the Netherlands amendment would 

perpetuate a situation involving duplication, which the Polish amendment sought to 

avoid. 

If the Council wanted more information on procedural questions, it could 

add the text proposed by Brazil to the Polish amendment. It was unnecessary to 

perpetuate the division between communications concerning violations of human 

rights and communications concerning the status of vromen. Both cases involved 

violations of human rights. 

He urged the Netherlands representative not to insist on that division and to 

withdraw his request to the representative of Brazil to add a specific reference to 

communications concerning the status of women to the Brazilian text. 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland) said he could accept the text proposed by Brazil but 

not the amendment to that text suggested by Australia. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that in his view 

the best course would be to a~cept the original Brazilian text. He felt that the 

addition proposed by Australia was not very appropriate, since it would mean that 

the Council would have to reconsider the question of communications as a whole • 

The report by the Secretariat would give a complete picture of the procedure 

followed with regard to communications, which would be very useful for the purpose 

of a better understanding and application of that procedure. However, the report 

should not be used for the purpose of changing the existing procedure. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) said that he had submitted his suggestion with a 

view to reaching a better understanding in the Committee, and would not press it. 

He had no objections to the Polish text, but would have preferred it to read 

"bearing in mind the decision of the Commission ••• ". 

I . .. 



E/ AC. 7 /SR. 742 -64-

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) said he was prepared to accept the text 

of Brazil and Australia, provided that the words "takes note" were replaced by 

"bearing in mind" or that the words "and the decision of the Commission on the 

Status of Women on this question" were inserted after the words "status of women". 

In his view, there were three important questions: firstly, the Council 

should decide the question; secondly, it should do so on the basis of appropriate 

information; and thirdly, it should be made clear that there were three separate 

and distinct procedures, which might overlap but could not replace each other. 

One was the procedure laid down in resolution 1503 (XLVIII); the second, that laid 

down in resolutions 75 (V) and 728 (XXVIII) and the third, that laid down in 

resolutions 76 (V) and 304 I (XI). 

Otherwise, he would find it impossible to accept the proposed texts. 

Mr. ILOY (Congo) said that the Netherlands should not press its proposal, 

which complicated the debate even further. The Polish amendment seemed acceptable. 

As for the Australian suggestion, the sponsor seemed prepared to withdraw it. 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) suggested that the Committee should proceed 

to the vote and that the Brazilian text should be given priority. 

Mr. f1ACRAE (United Kingdom) said that, in order to reach a consensus, the 

words "to permit further examination of this matter" could be added to the 

Brazilian text. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) supported the United Kingdom suggestion. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said his delegation 

accepted the Brazilian representative's proposal and considered that the United 

Kingdom proposal represented an unnecessary addition which would complicate the 

consideration of the item and add nothing substantial to the original text. He 

proposed that a VGte should be taken on the text submitted by the representative 

of Brazil. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia), speaking on a point of order, said that his 

delegation withdrew the amendment it had proposed earlier on the understanding 

that the matter would be fully discussed at the fifty-eighth session of the 

Economic and Social Council. 

Mr. SPEEKENBRINK (Netherlands) requested a se~arate vote on the Polish 

I . .. 
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subamendment involving the addition of the words "takes note of the decision of 

the Commission on the Status of Women on this question". 

The subamendment proposed by the Polish delegation was adopted by 25 votes 

to 11, with 10 abstentions. 

The draft decision in document E/AC.7/L.671, as orally amended, was adopted 

by consensus. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Corrmittee should adopt the decision that 

the Economic and Social Council should take note of the report of the Commission 

on the Status of Women (E/5451). 

Mr. THOMPSON FLORES (Brazil) said his delegation wished to express its 

reservations concerning paragraph 5 of the report of the Commission on the Status 

of Women, which stated that the Commission decided to request the Secretary-General 

to bring to the attention of the Population Commission at its forthcoming session 

draft resolution VI and other documents. The final form of draft resolution VI 

as approved differed somewhat from the original draft prepared by the Commission, 

and consequently the action which the Secretary-General was requested to take 

was inappropriate. 

The CHAIRMAN said that approval of the report of the Commission on the 

Status of \'Tomen would be deferred until the next meeting. 

The meeting rose at 1.20 p.m. 

/ ... 
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743r0.. r'c:etin'" Thursday, 9 Hay 1974, 
at 11 a.m. 

Chain1an: Mr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) 

H.EPORT OF THE COHl'~ISSION ON THE STATUS OF \10EEN (E/5451) (concluded) 

~~· S~iiBNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

SecretariR.t had acted too hastily in communicating the prograliCle for the 

International Women's Year to States before it had received the approval of the 

Cou...J.cil. The programme had been annexed to a draft resolution submitted f'or the 

consideration of tlle Council by the Commission. Before adopting the draft 

resolutior., the Committee had made a number of amendments to the programme. He 

hoped that those amendments would be brought to the attention of all States which 

had already received the PrograiTme. 

In the Secretary-General's note (SO 244 (29)) transmitting the programme, 

States were asked to appoint a liaison officer to deal with the tasks relating to 

the Year. Of course, the Secretariat would have to maintain contacts with States 

in that regard, but the r:1anner in which the liaison would be carried out should be 

left to the discretion of States. 

The United Nations Secretariat would have to exercise care when preparing the 

annotated agenda. It would be wrong for it to make any comments which exceeded the 

scope of the decisions of the Commission on the Status of Women- considered by the 

Committee at the preceding meeting. 

Hith respect to the statement by the representative of Brazil at the 742nd 

meeting, the Soviet Union agreed that it would not be appropriate to refer to 

other bodies draft resolutions adopted by the Commission on the Status of Women for 

submission to the Council. That could be done only after a draft resolution had 

been endorsed by tbe Council. 

He agreed that the Council should take note of the Commission 1 s report. 

The CHAIR1'1AN said that, if there was no objection. he would take it that 

the Committee agreed to adopt the following text: 

'
1The Economic and Social Council 

;;~akes note of the report of the Commission on the Status of Homen on its 

twenty-fifth session (E/5451)." 

It was so decided. 

• 



-67- E/AC.7/SR.743 

Mrs_:__ BRUCE (Deputy Director, Centre for Social Development and 

Humanitarian Affairs) said that the only reason why the draft resolution on the: 

programme for the International Women's Year hed been sent to Governments with a, 

request that they should consider the desirability of appointing a liaison officer 

had been that there was very little time in which to organize the activities of the 

Year. As soon as the Council confirmed, in plenary meeting, the decision taken by 

the Social Committee, the Secretariat would send a further letter to States 

indicating the changes that had been made in the programme. 

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIDr!S 

(a) DECADE FOR ACTION TO COMBAT P.ACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIHHTATION (E/5474, E/5475, 
E/AC.7/L.652 and Add.l) 

Hr. SC!!pEIBER (Director, Division of Human Riehts) said that the Decade 

for Action to Combat Racism and Ra~ial Discriminatiov, which had been solemnly 

inaugurated by the General Assembly on 10 December 1973 on the occasion of the 

twenty-fifth ar~~iversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, constituted 

mankind's most comprehensive response to the continuing challenge represented, 

despite all the efforts that had been made, by the persistence of racial 

discriminatjon, whi.ch was an affront to humanity. 

In both its objectives and the meansat its disposal) the Decade -was an 

undertaking without precedent in that field, as was indicated by the programme 

adopted by the General Assembly in the annex to resolution 3057 (XXVIII). In order 

to implement a programme of such scope, concerted action at the national, regional 

and international levels and proper co-ordination among the various sectors 

involved were necessary. 

In the same resolution, the General Assembly had decided to entrust the 

Economic and Social Council with responsibility for co-ordinating the Programme 

and evaluating activities during the Decade. Paragraph 18 of the Programme detailed 

the various tasks entrusted to ~he Council, which were summarized in paragraphs 3-6 

of the report of the Secretary-General (E/5474). 

The fifty-sixth session -vras the first at which the Council was to perform 

those tasks. However, the Decade had been inaugurated only a few months previously, 

and more time would no doubt be needed before those activities could be defined 

and developed. It would, however, be desirable for the Council to deal 

I .. . 
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with the questions set out in document E/AC.7/L.652/Add.l at the current 

sessiC'1. 

The Programme called on the Secretary-General to provide the Council with such 

assistance as mi~ht be necessary for the implementation of its resolutions relating 

to the Decade. The Secretary-General v1as, int~J::_alia, to submit to the Counc i:J. 

an annual rer>ort containing information on six points enumerated in 

paragraph 18 (f) of the Pro~ramme. 

The first report of the Secretary-General produced in accordance with that 

provision Has document E/5474, which had been prepared with the information 

available up to 27 Harch, so that it could not oe very substantial. 'l:he Secretary~ 

General would of course provide the Council with any further informatio~ which 

became available. 

Under paragraph 18 (b) of the Programme, the Council was to submit an annual 

report to the General 1\.ssembly during the Decade. In that connexion, the Council 

had to decide w<.ether~ in the future, it would prefer the Secretary~General to 

prepare the enumeration of activiti-:=s referred to in paragraph 18 (b) (i). Pending 

such a decision by the Council, the Secretary-General had thought it appropriate to 

submit to it, in document E/5475, a su.l11mary of a.vailable information concerning 

activities of Governwents and international organizations. If the Council so 

desired, the Secretary-General could include any additional information he 

received in a report to the General Assembly u~der the provisions of 

paragraph 18 (h). In that connexion, it should be pointed out that 9 if tile Council 

continued to deal with the Decade under the item r;Human rights questions:•, which it 

usually considered at its spring session, its report to the General Assembly on tl1e 

Decade would be prepared some months before the regular session of the Assembly 

and, consequently, it would be useful to update that report. 

Another question l-ras how the Council vould wish to submit its evaluation of 

activities during the Decade and its suggestions and recommendations. If it 

decided that it could be do~e in the form of a compilation of the views expressed in 

the debate, one alternative would be to ref·2r to the summary records of the meetings; 

another possibility would be to include in the Council's report a surnrn.ary of the 

main to1')ics of the debate. Of course. the Council could always make other 

suggestions and recommendations in draft re~olutions 1vhic1l it would submit to the 

General Assembly. I ... 

.. 
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The Programme for the Decade also provided. for the convening of a world 

conference on combating racism and racial discrimination as a major feature during 

the Decade. The conference was to be held not later than 1978. Since the Assembly 

had entrusted the Council with the preparation of the conference, the Council might 

consider it desirable to make preliminary arrangements in that connexion, since an 

event of such magnitude required careful preparation. 

]VIr. OSMAN (Egypt) said that on 2 Nov~mber 1973 the General Assembly had 

proclaimed the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination 

because of the fact t11at, in spite of the provisions of the United Nations Charter, 

the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the international instruments condemning 

racial discrimination and numerous United Nations resolutions, racism had not been 

eliminatedmd millions of people were still subjected to anartheid, which was the 

most abhorrent form of racial discrimination. Unfortunately, the regimes which 

practised apartheid continued to receive support from their allies, and it was 

therefore more and more urgently necessary to mobilize and intensify the efforts of 

the international community to put an end to racist policies. The success or 

failure of the Decade would be a significant indicator of the future which awaited 

mankind. It ¥rould. show whether the ¥TOrld was on the threshold of anarchy or 

whether there would be peace based on justice. 

General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII) entrusted the Economic and Social 

Council, in co-operation with the Secretary-General, with the responsibility for 

co-ordinating the programme for the Decade~ evaluating activities undertaken in 

connexion with it and making preparations for holding a conference. The resolution 

• also recommended that the Council should perform those functions in plenary 

meetings. At the present session, the Bureau of the Council had decided to allocate 

item 10 (a) to the Social Committee. His delegation, which would have preferred 

to see the General Assembly's recommendation followed, did not object to the 

Bureau 9 s suggestion since the Council's ;.rork had been complicated in 1974 by the 

fact that its session had coincided with the sixth special session of the General 

Assembly. 

Nevertheless, it had to be remembered .that the original proposal had bet::n 

to set up a special General Assembly committee to co-ordinate the programme for the 

I., •• 
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Decade and to evaluate the activities carried out in connexion with it. As a 

compromise, the task had been civen to the Council; the Council should therefore 

devote sufficient time at the present session to consideration of the Social 

Committee's recomnendation on the ite~ which he hoped would be discussed in plenary 

meetin~s in the future. 
• 

To guide it in performinf its task~ the Council had the Secretary-General's 

report (E/5474) prepared in accordance with paragraph 18 (f) of the programm~. 

His delegation appreciated the fact that the period covered by the report was 

very short and that the report was bnsed on information available up to 

27 March 1974. In addition to information that might be useful for ~enerating 

momentum in implementing the measures envisaged for the Decade, the docQment 

enumerated the activities referred to in paragraph 18 (b) (i) of the programme. 

The Secretary-General should submit to the General Assembly, at its twenty-ninth 

session, an addendum to his report with new information coveril'lc; the period after 

27 Harch and should make some reference to the contents of paragraph 18 (b) (ii) and 

(iii). As to the manner in which the Council's report should be prepared, the job 

could perhaps be given to a small open-ended working group, after taking in~ 

account the various points of view which had been exnressed. In brief, the Council 

must carry out fully the responsibilities given to it by General Assembly resolution 

3057 (XXVIII). 

Paragraph 18 (d) of the programme provided that a report prepared on the basis 

of a questionnaire circulated by the Secreta~r-General should be sent by Governments 

every two years. He hoped. that the Secretary-General would send out the 

questionnaire as soon as possible. He also hoped that the questionnaire would be 

drafted in such a manner that Member States would be able to reply quickly and that 

it would cover the concrete aspects of activities connected with the Decade. 

Paragraph 13 (a) of the programme provided for the holdinv, of a tllorld conference 

on combating racial discrimination. The Council could prepare a draft agenda for 

the conference and decide on its timing or else ask Member States to comment on 

those subjects. 

Turning to the substantive aspects of the Secretary-General's report (E/5474), 

he noted that at its twenty-eighth session the General Assembly had adopted a number 

of resolutions on colonialism, apartheid and racial discrimination which must be 

I . .. 
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implemented. In addition, the adoption of the International Convention on the 

Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid was an important achievement 

in the fight a~ainst racism and racial discrimination. Menber States which had n0t 

yet done so should be urged to ratify and accede to the various related conventions, 

particularly the. International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial 

Discrimination. 

As l1ad been expected, the Committee of 24, the Special Committee on Apartheid, 

the Council for Namibia and the Trusteeship Council had taken the Decade into 

accolli!t in the course of their work. At the ei?,hth session of the Committee on the 

Elimination of Racial Discrimination, several members had favoured an active 

involvement of the Committee in th<:? impl;mentation of the programme. The dialogue 

with that Committee should be continued, and its expertise in the matter of 

eliminating racial discrimination should be drawn upon. The Council might wish to 

express its appreciation of the work of the Committee and encoura~e it to continue 

its contribution to the work of the Decade within its terms of reference. 

It was hearteninf, to see that both the Commission on Human Rights and the 

Commission on the Status of Women were actively en~aged in the effort to combat. 

racism ancl racial discrimination. 

At the thirtieth c:ession of the Commission on Hlll11an Rights, the representative 

of the International Confe~-·~!·~tioll of Free Trade Unions, speaking on item 13 (the 

adverse consequences for the enjoyment of human rights of political, military, 

economic and other ~or:-s of assistance r,iven to the colonial and racist regimes in 

southern Africa}, had referre~ to the steadily grow~n~ white immigration to Rhodesia 

in the past two years a.nl hacl pointed out that one of the aims of the campaign to 

recruit white workers Fas to !"einforce Rhodesia.' s military manpower in order to 

counter the activities of the liberation movements. The representative of ICFTU 

had stressed the dangerous dime~sions of settler colonialism. In the occupied Arab 

territories, Israel was pursuing the same policy of settlin~ a foreign population 

in violation of the Fourth Geneva Convention relative to the protection of civilian 

persons in time of wa.r and in violation of United Nations resolutions. That policy 

totally negated the human rights and fundamental freedoms of the population of the 

occupied territories, including the Palestinian people. 

I .... 
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He pointed out that paraeraph 13 (f) of the programme for the Decade for 

Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discr:irdne,tion stated that 11States should adopt 

measures to prevent the activities of persons and groups ,;rhich incite sectarian and 

racial passions t!1at would provoke people to leave their lanl and settle in lands 

belone:ing to others in accordance with policies designed to consolidate settler­

colonialism or to settle natives in reservations~ thus condewning the~ to a 

miserable existence11
• 

Speakin!'_'; of Egynt's activities in combatin:"': racism and racial discrimination, 

he saiC', that the Gove:v-nment of the Arab "Republic of ~r;yPt • upholdinr: the purposes and 

principles of the United Nations Charter and prompted by the deeply rooted 

convictions of the Egyptian people, had unremittin·;ly supported the struggle to 

promote and encourage respect for the human ri~hts and fundamental freedoms for all, 

without distinction as to race, colour, sex, languao;e or religion. The Egyptian 

people's deep belief in the dignity and worth of the hum~n person found expression 

in an unequivocal denunciation of all theories and doctrines of racial superiority 

and of the policies anu practices of racial discrimination and racism in whatever 

for:N or place. 

Egypt had always strictly implemented the decisions of the Security Council and 

General Assembly concerning the policies of ~rtheid of the raci~t regime in 

South Africa, the question of Rhodesia and the situation in Namibia and the 

Portuguese colonies. His Government did not recognize the racist regime in Southern 

Rhodesia and had no relations with the racist regime in the Republic of South Africa 

or with Portugal. 

Together with its African brethren, both directly and through the OAU Liberation 

Committee, Egypt supported the liberation movements 9 which were engaged in a 

legitimate struggle to free their peoples from colonialism and racism. 

The Egyptian people's attitude towards r?.cial discrimination showed a clear 

understanding of the real significance of such policies. The true essence of 

imperialism was to permit foreigners to exploit the wealth and efforts of indigenous 

peoples. Racial discrimination was simply a form of such exploitation. Slavery had 

been :;he first form of imperialism, and those who still pursued the methods of 

imperialisn, were committing a cr-:me whose effects were not limited to their immediate 

victiEs but damaged the human conscience and i~paired its victories. 

I . .. 
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What was at issue was not a comproMise with racism and racial discrimination 

but the total eradication of racism, colonialism, foreign domination and racial 

discrimination. The implementation of the purposes and principles of the United 

Nations and of its resolutions required all possible moral and material support for 

those who were fighting against racism and racial discrimination not only to 

liberate their peoples but also to liberate all humanity from the total negation of 

its very nature and to pave the way for an internationa.l community based on justice. 

Mr. SAARIO (Finland) saiC. that in the 25 years that had elapsed since the 

adoption of the Universal Declaration of Hmnan Ri-;-·hts peoples everywhere had 

bece>"'le conscious of their rir:hts and fundamental freedoms. The recognition and 

protection of those rights had been encouraged by the appropriate organs of the 

United Nations -"nd precise standards bad been adopted as a yardstick against 1vhich 

to measure domestic legislation and practices. 

Despite such progress, many practices denyinr: human rights still persisted and 

were matters of grave concern to the international community. Obviously, the most 

flagrant form of those practices was racial discrimination and apartheid, which 

d.eprived men and women of eque.l opportunities in society and destroyed their human 

diBUity. It ;.ras, therefore. imperative that the major efforts of the United Nations 

and its bodies should be directed ap:e.inst racial discrimination. 

The proclamation of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 

Discrimination had been the result of the will to intensify and expand efforts to 

ensure the r~:cpid eradication of racism and racial discrimination. In accordance 

with the Programme for the Decade approved by the General Assembly in resolution 

3057 (XXVIII), the Secretary-General had submitted a report on the Decade for Action 

to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination (E/5474). Given the short period which 

had elapsed since the launching of the Decade, it was understandable that the report 

dealt with activities contemplated with a view to achieving the objectives of the 

Decade. That also explained why so little substantive information concerning the 

activities of Governments, the specialized agencies and other intergovernmental 

organizations, and non-governmental organizations, had been transmitted to the 

Secretary-General and, through him, to the Council. 
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However, it was encouraging to note that a vast machinery had been assembled 

and put into·operation, and there could be no doubt that the Decade would represent 

a decisive turning-point in the struggle against racism and racial discrimination. 

As for £e jure discrimination~ only Governments were able to put into effect 

the legislative and other measures and adopt the national and local Dolicies 

required to eliminate such discrimination. It was, therefore, of the utmost 

importance that the laws an~ regulations of each State should be thoroughly reviewed 

so that any statute which mirrht be discriminatory could be amended. In addition~ 

whenever necessary, legislative measures had to be tru~en to eliminate the 

socio-economic causes of racial discrimination and to protect the rights of ethnic 

minorities. 

Much of the racial discrimination, however, was de facto discrimination which 

might be based on prejudices, historical development~ certain social and economic 

circumstances or even on completely irrational factors. While much attention had 

been paid to the legislative and administrative measures which Governments were 

required to take in order to combat racial discrimination at the de ,jure level, the 

root causes of de facto discrimination had been studied to a lesser extent. Yet 

that was the level at which racial discrimination manifested itself, even today, in 

many parts of the world. The struggle against it was most difficult and required a 

thorough analysis of the structure of each society in which it appeared in order to 

determine its basic causes. 

In that re~~ect it was extremely interesting to read the draft outline progra~me 

for UNESCO's participation in the Decade, contained in the renort of the Secretary­

General, which indicated ways of determining the basic causes of racial 

discrimination, which differed from society to society. Each country had to seek its 

own solution to the problem and ascertain the methods which were best suited to the 

actual circumstances of t"he particular society. 

His Government had not yet adopted a detailed progrrumne for the Decade, but he 

could safely predict that a major part of that programme would consist of educational 

activities at all levels~ public information and research. It was the firm belief 

of his Government that through such measures it would be possible to create in all 

societies the atmosphere necessary to enable all individuals, regardless of race, 

colour or national or ethnic origin, to enjoy the same human rights and equal 

opportunities. 
I . .. 



-75-

~h· .... ::JANG (China) said that racial discriminatjon still persisted in so:rr.e 

of the self-styled 'civilized: 1 countries. Ho~-rever; the situation in that regard in 

southern Africa was even more intolerable. In recent years, the colonialist 

authorities and racist regimes in ~outhern Africa hacl intensified their bloofl.v 

repressio~:;, of the indi~enous people. The Portuguese authoritief' had increased their 

military budget and had committed appallinf J:Tlassacres. 'L'he fascist regime of 

Southern Rhodesia had designated areas which no African coul<l enter without 

incurrii:H~ the penalty of imprisonment or death. It had drawn un a plan to encourage 

the immi,;rration of whites in an attenpt to strengthf:n its forces for the suppression 

of the African inhabitants. The .racist colonialist Vorster re"'i~e was frenziedly 

buildin~ UD its military power. It had continued to arrest the patriots of Namibia 

anc. had turned that country into a dark concentration camp. Ris delegation 

expressed its strongest indignation at those fascist acts and condemned them 

unreservedly. 

However, the heroic people of southern Africa were making great strides in 

their struggle for liberation. The people of Mozambique ha0. launched continuou<J 

attacks on many regions occupied by the Port\~ese colonialist regime, dealing 

heavy blows at the Portuguese colonialist troops. The patriots of Angola had 

attacked the Portuguese in various sectors of Angola, where they had won some 

victories. The patriots of Zimbabwe had also won new victories in their armed 

struggles. The struggle begun eight years earlier by the Namibian patriots was 

mounting. Those facts showed that the will for freedom of the southern African 

people was unshakable and the.t no reactionary force could stop them. 

The victories won by the ~eople of southern Africa were an encouragement to the 

people of the tJhole world. But colonialism, racism and all reactionary forces 

1-1ould be bound to put up desperate struggles and make counter-attacks before their 

final collapse. Consequently, the people of southern Africa would have to carry 

on their arduous ·struggle and be prepared to smash any conspiracies by the enemey. 

At present, the imperialists were abiding and abetting the racist Smith regime in 

an attempt to arrive at a so-called settlement of the question of Southern Rhodesia. 

They were also trying to apply that intended solution to Angola and Mozambique. 

The aim was to preserve the colonial system so as to wipe out the liberation 

struggle thr~ughout e~uthern Africa and to maintain their '?colonialist paradise11 

for ever. 
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Some people were currently advocating 11 quiet diplomacy11 for the settlement of 

the question of southern Africa. 1i-!hat did 11 quiet diplomacy11 really mean? Did it 

mean establishing secret contacts wi~h the colonialist authorities of South Africa, 

Southern Rhodesia and Portugal, bypassing the United Nations General Assembly, the 

Security Council and the Economic and Social Council? The only way to free 

southern Africa was to respect the indigenous peoples' right to self-determination 

and to give vigorous political, moral and material support to them in their just 

struggle to overthrow the colonialist authorities and racist regimes 1:ln:l. to -..d.n 

liberation, without any interference from imp,=riali st forces. His delegation was 

firmly opposed to anything that ran counter to that principle. 

Racial discrimination A-nd aEartheid in southern Afr:i.ca were not an isolated 

phenomenon, but "'rere closely connected with the imperialist p~"'lj cies of ag~ression 

and colonization. The colonialist authorities and racist regimes in southern 

Africa had dared to act as they had simply because they had t0e support of world 

imperialism, which urged them to form the most reactionary '1nd iniquitous militarJ·­

political alliances. It was, therefore, imperative for the peoyle in southern 

Africa to combine their national liberation struggle with the struggle against 
..... 

imperialism, colonialism and neo-colonialism. 

The people in the dependent regions of southern Africa were the victims of 

oppression by the colonialist racist regimes, but in a broader sense the victi:rn.s 

also included the broad masses of the labouring people in those countries which 

pursued an imperialist, colonialist or neo-coloni&list policy. A people which 

oppressed another people could not emancipate itself. The struggle of the people 

in the dependent regions of southern Africa aeainst colonialism and racism was not 

merely a struggle for their own liberation but a struggle for the liberation of all 

oppressed and exploited people in the world, including the broad masses of the 

labouring and justice-loving people in western Europe and North America. The 

people of 1.:.1,:: world must therefore unite, support the just struggle of the people 

in the Portuguese colonies and wage a concerted struggle for the complete 

elimination of the colonialism and racism still existing in southern Africa and 

other area~-;. 

His delegation supported the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Baci:1.1 
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Discrimination and ,.,as ready to discuss tvith other delegations uh:-asures to be 

adopted in order to implement the ~rogramme £or the Decade. The Chinese Government 

and people sympathized with the people of sout~ern Africa in their sufferin~s and 

would firmly support their just struggles until they won complete victory. 

Hr. VOfj KYAH (FeO.eral Republic of Germany) said t~1at his country condemned 

racism [l.nd Q:_partheid and SW)ported the aims of the Decade for Action to Combat 

Racism and Racial Discrimination. The Federal Republic of Germany was a narty to 

the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial 
• Discrimination and had accordingly set forth in its reports to the Committee 

established under that Convention the le[!:islative, administrative and othFOr me"l.sures 

taken to ~ive effect, de jure and de facto, to the principles of racial eqlffility. 

In his country those ~rinciples also applied to resident aliens. 

It was true that at present there -vrP.re certain priorities in tl>e struggle 

against rae ial di scrirdnat ion, but it must oe borne in mind that the main goal VEtS 

to establish >vorld-;N"ide harmony betw·een all races and people'-'. 

In that resnect his Government v s nolicy wa.s in accord with the Charter of the 

United Nations. The Federal ltepublic of Germl'my was contributing to three United 

Nations funds to assist the victi-1s of the situation in southern Afr5_ca and it hao 

recentl~r made another special contribution, on the occasion of the International Dav 

for the Eli:I'linati.on of Raci~,l Discrirninatj on, to the United chtions Educational anfl. 

Training Programme for Southern Africa. His Government would take further action 

during the Decade, which -vrould be announced in due time. 

Mr. _B~ (Union of Soviet SociAlist Republics) said that the proclamation 

of t:he Decade for 1~.ction to Combat Racism and Rae} al Discrir-:ination and the approval 

of the TJrogramme for the Decade, ,.rere an important contribution to the struggle for 

the eli1nination of colonialism and raciaJ. discrinination. 

The Pror;ramme consisted o.f a set of measures, at the international, regional and. 

national levels, ac;ainst racism anc. racia.l discrimination, which -vrere nothing more 

than instruments for economic exploitation in many countries of the world, whose 

Governments were surviving -vrith the support of other countries and openJ.v defyin~ the 

resolutions of the United. Nations. The elimination of those practices was one of the 

main objectives of the Decade. 
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In the course of the Decade all those types of racial discrimination must be . 
decl~red illegal, and compulsory principles must be established for States. 

The Soviet Union had from the outset taken part in the struggle against 

colonialism, racial discrimination and apartheid, and had, at an early stage. 

enacted la-v;s guaranteeinG equal rights for all peoples of the Soviet Union. The 

USSR had ratified all the international conventions on soci.<1.l and cultural rights, 

which reflected its desire to pe.rticipate in international co-operation. 

Faithful to the basic principle of suppcrting national liberation struggles, 
• the Soviet Union would adopt all necessary meas1~res to that E·nd. In connexion with 

the Decade it had carried out various activities to shm• the solidarity of tr'e 

Soviet people with the peoples struggling against colonialism and ~arthei~. 

Moreover') the Soviet Union was a. si.n:nator;>r of the International Convention on the 

Elimination of All Forms of Re.cial Discrimination. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) remarked that the Declaration on the Establishment 

of a Nevi International Econonic Order, which he.d been adopted at the sixth special 

session of the General Assembly, stated that racieJ. c.iscrimination anCI. ap:trthei<!, 

together with other evils, continued to be among the greatest obstacles to the full 

emancipation and progress of the developin:" countries. 

That indicated that there 1-ras no sphere of activity in '"hich order could be 

achieved. without the full equalit~r of human beintts regardless of ·~r:c.. The Decade 

for Action to Combat Racism and Hacial Discrimination was aimed at establishinP: 

order in the relations of human beings not only in ceveloping countries but :in all 

countries v7here racial discrimination still existed. 

The Italian delegation considered that the report of t~e Secretacy-General on 

the Decade (B/5474) shm-red the interest ~rith VJr1ich all organizations of the United 

Na.tions system, as well as a large number of non-governmental organizations~ had 

started to plan their participation in the Decade. Special rnentior. in that 

connexion should be made of the contribution announced by the ILO and UWESCO. The 

report contained scant information on action taken by Governments, but thl'l.t was 

because the Decade had onl:r just bep;un. In It~lv, all the ministries concerned had 

been invited to consider the Program."!le for the Decade and plan their contribution. 

Consequently, her deleeation hoped in the near future to be able to provide the 

Secretary-General with information on thE"· activities to be carried out in Italy. 
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She also informed the Committee that one branch of the Italian Parliament hae 

already a:n:nro,red a b:i 11 providing for Italy's ratification of the International 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discriwination, and Italy 

exp~cted to ce able to deposit its instrument 0f ratification shortly . 

~1r. SULLIV.'\.l1r (Canada) said th3.t Canada would do all it could, both in 

maintainin~ vigilance domestically end co-operating at the international level, to 

achieve the objectives of the Decade. To that end, a variet;:<t of programmes were 

bej ng planner1. 

The Government of c~wada had. organized several meetinps with representatives of 

provincial Governments and non-governmental organizations at which a series of 

recommendations had been made, includ5.ng a recommendation concernin~ the possibility 

of establishing a National Human Rights 8ouncil. The Federal Government had 

initi~~ted a public information programme, an<'!. it might be noted in that connexion 

that the Decade h::::.:'t received prominent attention at the various m.eetingn or~anized. 

in Canadc on the occasion of the tuenty-fifth anniversary of the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights. 

Tv',rs. BM~[-~.RKHA.l'llD (Mongolia) said th<J.t the Secretary-General 1 s repor't 

described a set of far··reaching mc::\sures to CC''11.ha.t racism and racial discrimination, 

one of the more importart of which was the Programme for the Decade. In that 

context it vrould. be necessary to intensify activities to achieve the maximum exchanp:e 

of inforPlation. 

~-1onf!olia was a party to the International Convention on the Elii"'lination of All 

Forms of R3.cial Discrimination and was determinej to co-onerate w~_th other States in 

an uncom:promisinf" struggle against colonialis-·:1, racism and racial discrimination, in 

the interests of all peonles of the world. 

Her delegatioo:-! had supported resolution 3057 (XXVIII) proclaiP1in,~ the Decade 

for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Dis0rimination, and in her countrv campaigns 

hacl been organiz.ed to facilitate the implementation of the Programme for the Decade. 

Lastly, she r<?.iterated that all progressi're countries should speak out against 

all forms and ma.c<ifest~,tions of rac:i al discrimination and apply the United Nations 

resolutions calling for sanctions against the racist regimes of southern Africa. 

Her Government vm:::: resolved to ado~)t all necessary measures to put ar. end to those 

<'l.eplorable practices. 
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~· VAl~ BOVEN {Netherlands) said that, in his country, various ministries 

were holding consultations with a view to deciding how the Decade could best be 

observed. In addition, the Programme for the Decade was being translated so that 

it could be disseminated as -vridely as possible. 

The Council had an essential role to play in the implementation of the Decade 

and, in paragraph 18 of the Programme~ various tasks entrusted to it were 

enumerated. 'rhe Decade had, of course, only just begun and the SecretariA-t was 

just recruiting staff to deal with the various activities, which explained why 

the two reports submitteQ, in docun1ents E/5474 and E/5475, constituted only a 

prelL1inary and rudimentary compilation of material. However, the Council should 

not cielay action any longer as it riske6. loss of momentum and loss of the interest 

generated by the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights. 

At future sessions of the Council the activities of the Decade would have to 

be considered systematically, point by point. That process might be facilitated 

by the use, for the purpose of guidance, of the questionnaire referred to in 

pqragraph 18 (e). The Secretary-General's reports could be prepared on the basis 

of the paragraphs and subparagraphs of the Programme, to facilitate the Council's 

task. 

It was well known thc:.t the Netherlands enthusiastically supported the 

objectives of the Decade. Therefore, instead of dwelling on t:.v;t f'u.ct he wished 

to :!nake some constructive suggestions for the future, particularly with relation 

to education and information. There would be a need to disseminate more 

inforwation on United Nations activities aimed at eliminating racial 5.iscrimination 

as well as on practices and problems at the national level. It was true that some 

units of the Secretariat were already engaged in Froviding inforn1ation but the 

Office of Public Infor1uation could probably broaden its activities along those 

lines. The Programme of Activities was inte:;:1cled to be world-·vride in scope. 

Therefore, more information could be published on the work of the Committee on the 

Elimination of Racial Discrimination, about which little was knmm outside the 

United Nations, and an analysis and evaluation of the effect which the application 

of the relevant Convention had had on national legislation and practice could be 

made. In the periodic reports suh.'i tted by States to that Committee there was 
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much interesting material and it was his understanding that in the future the 

distribution of those reports would no longer be restricted. 

Hith reference to w'hat was stated in paragraph 15 (a) of the Programme, 

members should bear in mind the study on racial discrimination prepared by 

Mr. Santa Cruz, which could be considered ti.1e t>asic United Nations document on the 

subject; it would be very useful to bring that document up to date. The Programme 

undertaken pursuQ.Ilt to resolution VII of the Teheran Conference of 1968 should also 

be borne in mind. The material on that progra~e had not been widely distributed 

and better use should be made of it. 
It should not be forgotten that the purpose of the Decade was active struggle 

against racial discrimination; in that connexion, it was essential to secure the 

whole-hearted co-operation of Governments, United Nations bodies and 

non-governmental organizations. 

~~. BROAD (United Kingdom) said that although the Programme for the 

Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial DiscriLUination was the result of a 

compromise, his delegation's over-all attitude towards it was one of firm support. 

For historical reasons, the United Kingdom had been actively concerned with 

the question of racial harmony, both internally and in its relations with other 

countries. In the Third Committee, the representative of the United Kingdom had 

noted that racial discrimination was a world-wide problem which could not be 

eliminated overnight. It was associated particularly with Africa but the fact 

was that it existed in many parts of the world in different guises. It might be 

said that racial discrimination was a product of racial prejudice, a complex 

phenomenon which had not yet been properly studied. However, it could be stated 

with some certainty that that prejudice had its roots in fear and ignorance. There 

was no sure p~escription for eradicating it, but it was obvious that among the 

means of doing away with it were education and conciliation. 

The national measures listed in paragraph 12 of the Programme were concerned 

mainly with fostering racial harmony; the recommendations in subparagraphs (a) (iii) 

and (iv} were particularly pertinent. The reports submitted by States to the 

Co~nittee on the elimination of Racial Discrimination could form the basis for a 

study of the administrative, legislative and other measures needed for the 

eradication of discrimination an-:l t:1e formulation of recommendations to that effec::,;, 
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The United Kingdom supported in particular the constructive proposals in 

paragraph 15 of the Programme. If the various studies and research projects 

recommended in that paragraph were carried out~ they could make a real contribution 

to the sound analysis of the phenomenon of racism, and only on such an analysis 

could constructive action be based. 

Although p~ragraph 13 proposed some measures'Which, in the view of the United 

Kingdoms could perpetuate the &terile practice of denouncing situations which 

everyone deplored but where there was also a need for analysis and understanding, 

others were entirely constructive, such as that appearing in subparagraph (d), 

which the United Kingdom as a major contributor to the United Nations Education 

and Training Programme for Southern Africa, whole-heartedly endorsed, and 

subparagraph (i) calling for the full implementation of the International 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racie~ Discrimination. 

With re~ard to the functions entrusted by the Assembly to the Economic and 

Social Council, which appeared in paragraph 18 of the Programme, the United 

Kingdom thought that the Council in its annual report to the General Assembly 

should not limit itself to enumerating and appraising the activities ~ndertaken 

but should fonaulate the appropriate suggestions and recommendations. That -vrould 

be a fonnidable task and the United Kingdom felt that the Social Committee was the 

body that was competent to undertake it. There was no need to set up any special 

machinery for that purpose; it would suffice if each year the Social Committee 

devoted a certain number of meetings to discussing the Programme in the context 

or other items concerning racial discrimination and, in particular~ the problem 

of racial discrimination in southern Africa. Although it was still early in the 

Decade, the Council, guided by the exchanges of ideas which took place, should 

set up at the ct~rent session effective machinery to implement the purposes of the 

Decade. 

Mr. MAUERSBERGER (German Democratic Republic) said that at the 

twenty-eighth session of the General Assembly his delegation had co-operated 

actively in the preparation and adoption of resolution 3057 (XXVIII) by means of 

which the Programme for the Decade to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, 

which constituted an appropriate instrument for achieving progress in the 

elimination of racial discrimination, had been adopted. 
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Despite many decisions by the United Nations, the racist regir1es in southern 

Africa had been able to maintain and even consolidate their rule. The causes of 

that situation were revealed in many reports which were well known to the members 

of the Committee. 

Some Western States were ignoring the resolutions of the Security Council and 

the General Assembly and were giving political, economic and military support to 

the colonial and racist regimes in southern Africa. Of the total of foreign 

investments in South Africa, 80 per cent was continuing to come from the countries 

of the European Economic Community and those countries, together with other 

Western countries, accounted for more than 50 per cent of South Africa's foreign 

trade. Those facts and others co~roborated the frequently repeated observation 

that the racist regimes could exist and maintain their policies of racial 

discrimination only because they had the support of certain States, including the 

members of NATO. • 

1~e German Democratic Republic had no relations of any kind with South Africa 

or the Salisbury regime and supported the national liberation movements and the 

anti-imperialist forces which were fighting against racial repression, colonial 

exploitation and fascist terror. Similarly, it condemned the policy of the States 

which were aiding the racist regimes by disregarding the resolutions of the 

United Nations. 

With the construction of socialism in the German Democratic Republic the 

principal social and economic causes of racism, namely, capitalist exploitation 

and imperialism, had been eliminated and conditions which excluded the possibility 

of racism and racial discrimination had been established. Moreover, many 

activities had been undertaken in support of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism 

and Racial Discrimination, beginning with a celebration of the twenty-fifth 

anniversary of the Declaration of Human Rights. The President of the People's 

Chamber of the German Democratic Republic had stated that his country would give 

full support to the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination 

and would continue its policy of solidarity with the peoples who were struggling 

for freedom and self-determination with a view to carrying out all the measures 

called for by the United Nations to promote human rights. 
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Within a short time a Committee for the Decade for Action to Combat Racism 

and Racial Discrimination would be established at Berlin, the capital of the 

German Democratic Republic; it would draw up a programme of activities in support 

of the struggle against racism and racial discrimination. 

His delegation hoped that the comcined efforts of States to give effect to the 

principles of the United Nations Charter would produce concrete and positive 

results that would further the struggle against racism and racial discrimination. 

His country world co-operate actively in those efforts. 

The Government of the German Democratic Republic had decided to accede to the 

International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of 

Apartheid and had just ratified it. In addition, it took satisfaction in being 

host to the Special Committee on Apartheid which was to meet at Berlin in May 1974. 

Within the framework of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial . 
Discrimination the people of the German Democratic Republic would participate in 

specific activities in support of the struggle of peoples for their liberation 

from colonialism and racism. 

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m. 
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744th meeting 

Chairman: Mr. SAYAR (Iran) 

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continued): 

E/AC.7/SR.744 

Thursday, 9 May 1974, 
at 3.25 p.m. 

(a) DECADE FOR ACTION TO COMBAT RACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION 
(E/5474, E/5475) (continued) 

Mr. ALI (International Labour Organisation) said that ILO's ~ontribution 

to the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination was described 

in the Secretary-General's report (E/5474). He wished to stress one problem which 

was likely to be of significance during the Decade, namely that of migrant workers, 

linking it with the question of the exploitation of labour through illicit and 

clandestine trafficking, dealt with in chapter XI of the report of the Commission 

on Human Rights. The migration problem was enormous; in Europe alone, there were 

some 11 million migrant workers of various nationalities, and migration also 

affected the United States, Canada, Latin America and Africa. Illicit trafficking 

was widespread, with Mexicans reportedly paying up to $300 to cross into the 

United States illegally, and Mauritanians paying up to 5,000 French francs to gain 

illegal entry into France. 

The forthcoming International Labour Conference would deal with migration in 

abusive conditions, equality of opportunity and treatment and possibilities of 

international action. It would consider a report which showed that the number of 

clandestine migrants recruited by third parties varied with the period and the 

stringency of the laws and regulations governing the departure of migrant workers 

in the country of origin, and those governing their entry into the receiving 

country. The stricter the rules imposed, it seemed, the higher the proportion of 

illicit trafficking. Action by the Conference might lead to the adoption of three 

international instruments in 1975: a convention on migration in abusive 

conditions, a convention on equality of opportunity and treatment and a 

recommendation seeking to establish a coherent migration policy and provide 

guidance relating to family reunion, health protection and other social factors. In 

the next two·years, the problem of ilicit migration would be particularly examined, 
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following the Fourth African Regional Conference held at the end of 1973 and the 

Second European Regional Conference held at the beginning of 1974. The former 

had concluded that African States should have a concerted migration policy to 

facilitate freedom of movement on a continent-wide. basis for migrant and other 

workers with the nationality of one of the countries in the region, ensuring 

equality of treatment in respect of employment with nationals of the host country. 

The European Regional Conference had examined the question of migration as an 

element of employment policy and decided that there should be a new concept of 

co-operative development giving more consideration to increasing employment in 

developing countries and improving arrangements for the transfer of capital as a 

way of obviating emigration for reasons of economic need and demographic pressure. 

Of course, the problems confronting migrants in immigration countries were not 

only economic but also social and human. ILO had the responsibility of making 

Governments aware of the abuses involved in illegal migration and trafficking in 

labour. 

ILO was collaborating in the study on the exploitation of labour through 

illicit and clandestine trafficking referred to in paragraph 155 of the report of 

the Commission on Human Rights {E/5464). In response to the appeals of the 

Commission on the Status of Women at its twenty-fifth session and of the Expert 

Group Meeting on Aging held the day before, he assured the Committee that ILO 

would not neglect the particularly vulnerable groups such as women and older 

migrant workers. 

Mr. LARSSON (Sweden) said that the elimination of apartheid and racial 

discrimination was one of the most important aims of the United Nations. The 

systematic and massive violation of human rights which characterized the policy 

of apartheid could be overcome if the recommendations and decisions adopted by the 

United Nations were supported by the majority of Member States. His country fully 

supported General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII), although it was too early to 

evaluate what had been done to implement that resolution. 

The Swedish position regarding the item had been stated in document 

E/CN.4/1093/Add.7. Moreover, Sweden had ratified the International Convention on 

the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, enacted the legislation 
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required to implement that Convention and acce'pted the right of the individual to 

petition the Committee set up in accordance with that Convention. His Government 

gave direct assistance to refugees and liberation movements in southern Africa 

and worked actively within the specialized agencies to support such liberation 

movements. 

Efforts to combat racism and racial discrimination must be co-ordinated at 

the national, regional and international levels, and his delegation had therefore 

noted with satisfaction that the General Assembly had entrusted the Economic and 

Social Council, in co-operation with the Secretary-General, with the 

responsibility of co-ordinating the programmes and evaluating the activities 

undertaken in connexion with the Decade. 

The United Nations should continue to keep racial discrimination, in 

particular the apartheid policies practised in southern Africa, under careful 

review and should help to educate public opinion about the fundamental causes of 

racial discrimination and provide a basis for effective action against it. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee on Non-Governmental Organizations 

had suggested that the representative of the International Confederation of Free 

Trade Unions (ICFTU), which had consultative status with the Economic and Social 

Council, should address the Committee. If he heard no objection, he would invite 

the representative of ICFTU to address the Committee. 

Miss von ROEMER (International Confederation of Free Trade Unions) said 

that her organization was currently engaged in a campaign to bring maximum support 

to the African workers in their fight for human and trade union rights. In 

South Africa, the works and liaison committees instituted by the Government had 

been rejected by the African workers, who regarded them as principally intended to 

prevent the dev€lopment of effective trade unionism. ICFTU was also conducting an 

inquiry into foreign investments in South Africa and had compiled a list of 

companies based mainly in the United Kingdom, the United States and the Federal 

Republic of Germany. It would shortly publish a more comprehensive list, showing 

the South African subsidiaries of those companies, as well as statistics on wages 

paid to different racial categories. The aim of the research was to ensure that 

those companies conformed to internationally recognized labour standards. 

I . .. 
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White immigration was the corner-stone of the apartheid principle of job 

reservation in South Africa. A decree had been passed debarring Africans from 

various skilled and semi-skilled occupations and recently, despite unemployment 

among African workers, advertisements had appeared in European newspapers to fill 

such occupations. If the inflow of white immigrants ceased, employers would be 

forced to look to the black labour market and~ as a result, the wage gap would be 

eroded and discrimination in education would have to end. ICFTU had appealed to 

its affiliates in industrialized countries to investigate the location and 

operation of South African recruitment agencies and, at the same time, it was 

intensifying the educational campaign to make workers fully aware of the 

implications of emigration to South Africa. 

The illegal Government of Rhodesia similarly used white immigration from 

western Europe, New Zealand, Australia and the United States to consolidate its 

position. Yet Security Council resolution 253 (1968) had called upon Member 

States to prevent activities by their nationals and persons in their territories 

promoting, assisting or encouraging emigration to Southern Rhodesia, with a view 

to stopping such emigration. 

In 1973, ICFTU had welcomed the proclamation of the independent State of 

Guinea-Bissau. The General Secretary of ICFTU, together with off~cials of trade 

unions affiliated to ICFTU, were currently visiting Portugal in order to express 

to the new Government the wish of the international free trade union movement to 

see a democratic Portugal guarantee the independence of the Overseas Territories. 

It was to be hoped that the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 

Discrimination would see the accession to freedom of all peoples still under 

colonial domination. 

~~._1RAVERT (France) said that his country's repugnance for the policy 

and philosophy o1· apartheid was well known. His delegation had taken part in 

discussions on the Programme for the Decade and, as a result, his Government had 

in 1972 adopted legislation to combat racism and racial discrimination. Further 

action was indeed necessary, but first public opinion must be informed of the 

causes and dangers of racism. 

Mr. TREVINO (Mexico) said that the Government and people of his country 
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welcomed the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination as a 

means of achieving good relations between States and between peoples. His 

delegation had supported General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII) and.the 

celebration of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights. Furthermor~, the Mexican Constitution expressly condemned any form of 

racial discrimination. 

His delegation was gratified to note the measures taken by the Secretariat 

within the Programme for the Decade and the initiatives taken by the specialized 

agencies and other United Nations bodies to make the problem widely known a~ng 

the general public. While supporting the idea of the Decade, he deplored the need 

to draw up such a long-term programme for the eradication of racism and racial 

discrimination. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America) said that the Programme for the 

Decade annexed to General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII) provided for broad 

action to deal with a widespread social problem. His Government had promulgated 

the Civil Rights Act, thus intensifying its efforts to combat racism and racial 

discrimination which, however, still persisted. While seeking progress at the 

national level, his Government supported the international Programme and considered 

that the work of the Secretariat must be supported by the necessary financial 

resources. 

_His delegation favoured increased co-operation among all races and was 

disappointed that, at the initiative of the representative of the Soviet Union, 

the concept of racial harmony, introduced by the representative of the United 

Kingdom, had been deleted from paragraph 5 of the Programme. Paragraph 15 of the 

Programme offered useful guidelines to any country confronted with a race problem. 

He supported the idea of studying more deeply the causes of racial discrimination 

and prejudice, but said that the success of the Decade would be measured by the 

action that was taken. 

He welcomed the co-ordinating role entrusted to the Economic and Social 

Council by the General Assembly. 

Mrs. DIALLO (Guinea) supported the Decade for Action to Combat Racism 

and Racial Discrimination and the participation of non-governmental organizations 

in the Programme. She hoped that the Decade would serve to liberate all peoples 

under racist and colonial regimes, and that many countries would accede to the 

International C\mvc:ut.i ou on Ll1c Ji: I imiw_, r. i "li uf All Furms of Racial Discrimination. 
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More than 20 years had elapsed since apartheid had been condemned as a crime 

against humanity but, despite the resolutions adopted by the United Nations and 

the Organization of African Unity, apartheid was still practised in South Africa, 

and was tacitly supported by its trading partners. Those countries, which valued 

money more than people, bore a major responsibility for the continuance of the 

abominable practice. However, her country continued to strive for the 

implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial • 

Countries and Peoples and for the abolition of colonialism, racial discrimination 

and apartheid. 

Mr. BUNE (Fiji) said that his delegation was encouraged by the Secretary­

General's report on the activities to be undertaken by the United Nations bodies 

during the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination ~E/5474). 

His Government fully supported the aims of the Decade but had not as yet drawn up 

its own programme, although it believed that every Government must seek its own 

solution based on its own need. 

The problem of racial discrimination persisted, despite United Nations 

resolutions, and some countries pursued or supported discriminatory policies which 

threatened international peace. However, such policies must yield to public 

opinion and the resentment of the oppressed peoples. The problems of persecution 

were rooted in the inability of men to tolerate differences. Legislation was not 

enough to overcome intolerance: the goodwill of people living in society had to 

be promoted so that they would work in partnership. As a beginning, positive 

measures could be taken, within the Programme for the Decade, to achieve equality 

of opportunity and treatment for peoples of all ethnic origins. 

Mr. SYED NAJIULLAH (Pakistan) said that Islam forbade discrimination 

of any kind. Pakistan was traditionally opposed to racism and racial discrimination 

and there were penalties for any such violation of human rights. His country 

therefore supported all those countries of Asia and Africa which opposed any 

manifestation of racism. 

The Programme for the Decade was a means to increase world awareness of the 

problem, but he did not expect any major results from it, since those who 

blatantly practised or permitted racial discrimination would scarcely be deterred 

by exposure. None the less, the Programme was a token of the international 

community's concern for oppressed peoples and his Government would do everything 

to observe it. 
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At the previous meeting, the representative of Egypt had mentioned white 

immigration into Rhodesia requiring the connivance of the countries of origin, 

even those countries which professed to support the ideals of the United Nations. 

Similarly, the continued immigration oi' Zionists into occupied Arab territories 

was a matter of concern to the civilized world. 

Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in exercise 

of his right of reply, said that the expression "racial harmony" had been deleted 

from paragraph 5 of the Programme for the Decade by an. overwhelming majority in the 

General Assembly. There were two possible approaches to the elimination of racism 

and racial discrimination: the one promoted by the United States and the one 

approved by the majority of Member States at the twenty-eighth session of the 

General Assembly. The majority of Members considered that the main objective of 

the Decade was to eliminate racism and racial discrimination, concentrating first 

of all on the elimination of its most flagrant and criminal manifestation, 

apartheid. 

The General Assembly had adopted the International Convention on the 

Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid at its twenty-eighth session, 

and the United States had voted against it. The United States representative had 

referred to the problems of racial discrimination in America; if the United States 

implemented the major international instruments on the elimination of racial 

discrimination, that would be one step towards eliminating such discrimination 

everywhere. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America), speaking in exercise of his 

right of reply, recalled that the original version of paragraph 5 of the Programme 

for the Decade had referred to the concept of racial harmony as the basic goal of 

the Decade. The Soviet amendment to that paragraph had eliminated the reference 

to racial harmony. With regard to the situatuion in his country, it was because 

American society was multiracial that the problem arose; efforts to improve the 

situation would be intensified during the Decade. If the Soviet Union did not 

have such problems, it should consider itself fortunate. 

I .. . 
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Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) stressed that the 

overwhelming majority of Member States had voted in favour of the Programme for 

the Decade, as amended. The United States, along with Portugal, South Africa 

and Israel, had voted against the Convention on the Suppression and Punishment 

of the Crime of Apartheid. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America) said that the United States 

representative in the General Assembly, a person with extensive experience of 

civil rights legislation in the United States, had explained that he was voting 

against the Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid 

because it could be used to violate rather than to protect human rights. The 

vote against the Convention did not in any way imply any support of a~artheid. 

Mrs. MAIR (Jamaica) spoke of the responsibilities of the Economic and 

Social Council for co-ordinating the Programme for the Decade, as described in 

paragraphs 3 to 6 of the report of th~ Secretary-General (E/5474). The Council 

was responsible for co-ordinating and reporting on the implbmentation of the 

Programme, evaluating, reviewing and appraising activities and making suggestions 

and recommendations, and also, most importantly, for ensuring that the Decade 

fulfilled its objectives. 

Racism and racial discrimination involved the attitudes of individuals and 

countries; it was not easy to understand those attitudes, and she therefore 

welcomed the research being carried out by such bodies as UNESCO and the Office 

of Public Information. Such work should be continued and expanded. 

The role of the mass media was particularly important to the fulfilment of the 

objectives of the Decade. The Programme should include a comprehensive and 

critical review of the mass media's approach to ethnic groups, because the media 

had a very important role to play in forming attitudes. The mass media were 

currently dominated by the developed countries. Care should be taken to ensure 

that the media would not frustrate the aims of the Decade but would actively 

promote its objectives. 

The root cause of racial discrimination, however, was colonialism which had 

been identified as the chief breeding-ground for discrimination. In that 

connexion, she expressed appreciation of the role played by the various United 

I .. . 
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Nations bodies dealing with ~he implementation of the Declaration on the Granting 

of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, apartheid, Namibia, and in 

particular the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts established by the Commission 

on Human Rights. The Economic and Social Council should use its official 

relationships with those bodies to focus on the economic structures which were 

the basis of colonialism and served to perpetuate the poverty of some and the 

wealth of others and thus fostered racial discrimination. The Council, in 

particular its economic arm, should concentrate on establishing a new economic 

order which was essential to the success of the Decade. An integrated approach • to the Programme was necessary, reflecting the view that racial discrimination was 
~ 

social and political in its manifestations, but economic in its foundations. 

Mrs. KINYANJUI (Kenya) said her delegation had been gratified at the 

unanimous approval of General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII), adopted on the 

twenty-fifth anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. The results 

already achieved, as outlined in the report of the Secretary-General (E/5474), were 

encouraging. Her country had in the past suffered from racism and racial 

exploitation by the colonialists, and was now committed to eliminating racial 

discrimination. The Kenyan people could not feel free while millions of their 

brothers were oppressed under the apartheid system. The racist regimes in southern 

Africa should realize that they could not win the colonialist wars in Azania, 

Namibia, Zimbabwe, Angola, Mozambique and G~inea-Bissau. Portugal should now give 

its colonies independence, but there must be no independence without majority rule. 

Her Government supported the liberation struggle morally and materially, and it 

accepted refugees. It also contributed to the Liberation Committee of the 

Organization of African Unity and to the United Nations Educational and Training 

Programme for Southern Africa. 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/5464) 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Directcr, Division of Human Rights) introduced the report 

of the Commission on Human Rights on its thirtieth session (E/5464). The report 

had been prepared in accordance with the guidelines laid down by the Economic and 

Social Council in resolution 1623 (LI) for reports by its functional commissions. 

I .. . 
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Chapter I contained the text of draft resolutions requiring action by the 

Economic and Social Council, chapter II to XVIII summarized the debate on the 

various agenda items, chapter XIX contained the text of resolutions and decisions 

adopted by the Commission, and chapter XX dealt with the organization of the 

thirtieth session. There were four annexes, the third of which gave the 

financial implications of resolutions and decisions adopted by the Commission. 

The Commission on Human Rights had given priority, in accordance with 

General Assembly resolution 3149 (XXVIII), to the item on human rights and 

scientific and technological developments, dealt with in chapter II of the report. 

It had adopted resolution 2 (XXX) requesting the Secretary-General to bring the 

studies before it to the attention of Governments for preliminary study and 

possible comment, and to seek the views of Governments and the specialized 

agencies concerned on the use to which science and technology could be put (to 

strengthen international peace and security and the fundamental rights of peoples, 

to promote and ensure general respect for the human rights proclaimed in the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights and in the International Covenants of Human 

Rights and to facilitate and protect the enjoyment by all peoples of their right 

to employment, education, food, health and economic, social and cultural well­

being), and deciding to continue the consideration of the item at future sessions 

with a view to taking further action and considering possible guidelines on 

standards which could be included in appropriate international instruments. 

The Commission had also given priority to the question of the violation of 

human rights in the territories occupied as a result of hostilities in the Middle 

East, covered in chapter III of the report. It had adopted resolution 1 (XXX), 

in which it requested the Secretary-General to give the resolution the widest 

possible publicity by bringing it to the attention of all Governments, the 

specialized agencies, regional intergovernmental organizations and the competent 

United Nations organs. 

The item on the adverse consequences for the enjoyment of human rights of 

political, military, economic and other forms of assistance given to colonial 

and racist regimes in southern Africa, dealt with in chapter IV of the report, 

I . .. 
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had been included in the agenda at the request of the Sub-Commission on Prevention 

of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities. The Sub-Commission had also 

recommended that the Commission direct the Sub-Commission to appoint a special 

rapporteur to evaluate the situation. The Commission had done so, and had 

• submitted draft resolution I to the Economic and Social Council for confirmation 

of the authorization to appoint a special rapporteur; draft resolution I also 

recommended that the General Assembly should include the topic in the agenda of its 

thirtieth session. 

.. 

Chapter V of the report dealt with the Commission's work on the draft 

Declaration on the elimination of all forms of religious intolerance, which the 

General Assembly had requested in resolution 3069 (XXVIII). The Commission, after 

a general debate on the item, had decided to establish an informal Working Group 

to draft the Declaration. The Group had not completed its work. The Commission 

was therefore requesting the Council to inform the General Assembly that it had 
. 

not yet completed its work on the draft Declaration but would give priority to 

it at its next session. 

In connexion with the i~em dealt with in chapter VI of the report, the 

Commission had adopted two resolutions concerning the appointment of two special 

rapporteurs, which required action by the Economic and Social Council. The first 

special rapporteur would dea~ with the historical and current development of the 

right of peoples to self-determination, with particular reference to the promotion 

and protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms. The Sub-Commission~ which 

was studying that matter, had requested the Commission to authorize it to appoint a 

special rapporteur; the General Assembly had welcomed that move in resolution 

3070 (XXVIII), and in resolution 4 (XXX) the Commissioh had recommended that a 

special rapporteur should be appointed to ca~ry out a study. The other resolution 

dealt with the question of the implementation of United Nations resolutions on the 

right of peoples under colonial and alien domination to self-determination. In 

resolution 5 (XXX), the Commission had invited the Sub-Commission to appoint a 

special rapporteur to study the question and make recommendations to the Commit=:sion 

at its thirty-second session. 

I ... 
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In connexion with the question of the realization of economic, social and 

cultural rights, dealt with in chapter VII of the report, he recalled that the 

Economic and Social Council in resolution 1792 (LIV) had requested the Special 

Rapporteur appointed to study the question to complete his study so that the 

Commission could take a decision at its thirtieth session. The Commission had 

had before it at its thirtieth session the complete study prepared by the Special 

Rapporteur, Professor Hanouchehr Ganji of Iran, and his revised observations, 

c_onclusions and recommendations~ the Commission had unanimously appreciated the 

value and usefulness of the study and requested that it be widely publicized. 

The Commission had also suggested that the study should be updated in five years' 

time. A draft resolution to that effect, draft resolution IV, haa been submitted 

for action by the Economic and Social Council. 

Chapter VIII dealt with the violation of human rights and fundamental 

freedoms, including the policies of racial discrimination and segregation and of 

apartheid in all countries, with particular reference to colonial and also 

dependent countries and territories. The Commission had submitted draft 

resolution V, requiring action by the Economic and Social Council, in which the 

Council would invite the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts to continue its 

activities, and draw the attention of the General Assembly to its mandate and 

activities. Draft resolution VI, also submitted for action by the Council, 

contained provisions aimed at halting the serious violations of human rights 

• resulting from the persistence of colonialism, racial discrimination and apartheid 

in southern Africa. 

Several closed meetings had been devoted to the flagrant and systematic 

violations of human rights, in accordance with resolution 8 (XXIII) and Council 

resolutions 1235 (XLII) and 1503 (XLVIII), and the Commission had then taken a 

decision establishing a working group which would meet one week before the next 

session of the Commission to consider the documentation submitted by the 

Sub-Commission under Economic and Social Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII). 

The Commission had also considered the final report of the Working Group 

which it had established at its twenty-seventh session to draw up model rules of 

procedure for United Nations bodies dealing with violations of human rights. 

I ... 
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In that connexion, the Commission had submitted draft resolution VII, which 

required action by the Council, requesting the Council to take note of the reports 

of the Working Group on model rules of proced~re and bring them to the attention 

of all United Nations bodies concerned. 

Chapter IX reported on the Commission's consideration of the need for the 

further promotion and encouragement of respect for human rights and fundamental 

freedoms, a question which it had not studied since 1963. The Commission had had 

two draft resolutions before it on that question and had adopted one of them, 

resolution 10 (XXX), deciding that at its next session it should consider the long­

term programme of work of the Commission taking account of the proposals and views 

expressed by Member States. 

Chapter X dealt with the question of international legal protection of the 

human rights of individuals who w~re not citizens of the country in which they 

lived. The Sub-Commission had not yet completed its work on the matter, and that 

was why the Commission had recommended draft resolution VIII for action, in which 

the Council would request the Sub-Commission to give high priority at its next 

session to the question and submit recommendations to the Commission on Human 

Rights at its thirty-first session. 

Referring to the exploitation of labour through illicit and clandestine 

trafficking, he said that, in accordance with Council resolution 1789 (LIV), the 

Sub-Commission had adopted a resolution at its twenty-sixth session entrusting to 

one of its members the task of preparing a study on the question to be submitted to 

the Sub-Commission at its twenty-seventh session. Since the matter was currently 

under consideration by the Sub-Commission and was to be considered by the Commission 

in the light of the results of that study, the Council might wish to defer its own 

consideration of the question until the Sub-Commission and the Commission had 

completed their work. 

In respect of the question of slavery and the slave trade in all their 

practices and manifestati0ns, including the slavery-like practices of apartheid and 

colonialism, the Commission had endorsed the recommendation of the Sub-Commission 

to the Council contained in Sub-Commission resolution 7 (XXVI), details of which 
' 

could be found in paragraph 168 of the report. The Council would therefore be 

required to pronounce on that question. 

/ ... 
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The Commission had also adopted resolution 12 (XXX) concerning the 

additional reports on civil and political rights~ and had decided to postpone 

until its next session consideration of a number of items on its agenda which 

it had not had time to consider at its thirtieth session. 

Turning to the question of advisory services in the field of human rights~ 

he said that implementation of the programme had continued in 1973. Two seminars 

had been organized. The first had been held in San Remo at the invitation of the 

Italian Government, to discuss the theme of youth and human rights. That had been 

the second seminar held on that theme, in accordance with the wishes expressed by 

both the General Assembly and the Commission on Human Rights. The General 

Assembly, in resolution 3140 (XXVIII), had noted with interest the conclusions of 

that seminar, which were contained in document ST/TAO/HR/47. The second seminar, 

which had been of a regional character, had taken ~lace in Dar es Salaam at the 

invitation of the Government of the United Republic of Tanzania. It had 

considered the question of new ways and means for promoting human rights with 

special attention to the problems and needs of Africa, which had been one of the 

topics recommended as part of the programme of activities approved by the 

General Assembly on the occasion of the twenty-fifth anniversary of the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights. The report of that seminar had been published as 

document ST/TAO/HR/48 and, in accordance with the wish expressed by the 

participants, had been transmitted to Member States, specialized agencies, regional 

intergovernmental organizations and interested non-governmental organizations in 

consultative status, and had also been brought to the attention of the competent 

United Nations organs. At the invitation of the Government of Yugoslavia, an 

international seminar on the promotion and protection of national, ethnic and 

other minorities was to be held at Ohrid in June and July 1974. other Governments 

had declared their intention to host seminars, and consultations were currently 

being held with those Governments. 

In accordance with Commission resolution 17 (XXIII), a second training course 

had been held in Cairo in June and July 1973. The main purpose of that course had 

been to enable senior officials responsible for administering penal justice to 

exchange ideas and information on laws and practices relating to the promotion of 
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human rights in the field of penal law in both African and non-African Arabic­

speaking countries. Eighteen people and participated in that training course. 

Although the financial resources available for 1973 had been somewh~t 

limited, it had been possible to award 12 training fellowships to applicants 

from 12 countries for the study of topics of interest to the United Nations 

in the field of human rights. The Secretary-General would continue to award such 

fellowships within the limits of available resources. 

Mr. S. N. SHIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

Commission on Human Rights, at its thirtieth session, had adopted a series of very 

significant decisions concerning the respect of human rights. Of particular 

importance was the Commission's resolution concerning the political, military, 

economic and other forms of assistance given to colonial and racist regimes in 

southern Africa. In spite of the provisions of the Charter reaffirming faith in 

fundamental human rights and the dignity and worth of the human person, many 

peoples continued to suffer under policies of apartheid and racism. Such policies 

constituted crimes against humanity and were the ~eapons.of colonialism and 

imperialism. One of the basic reasons for the perpetuation of the criminal 

regimes in southern Africa was the assistance of all kinds provided to them by 

certain countries, in defiance of the resolutions of the General Assembly and the 

condemnation of the Commission on Human Rights. The Soviet Union, which had 

whole-heartedly supported the resolution in question in the Commission on Human 

Rights, felt that the adoption of that resolution by the Council would be a 

significant step towards the elimination of racism and colonialism. The 

ComMission had strongly condemned the South African and Southern Rhodesian regimes 

for their defiance of United Nations resolutions on human rights and self­

determination and independence, and had appealed to all States to refrain from 

granting any aid to those regimes and to sign the Convention,on the Suppression 

and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. The Soviet Union had demonstrated its 

opposition to all forms of racial discrimination by being one of the first 

signatories of that Convention. 

/ ... 
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Another important draft resolution concerned the violations of human rights 

in the Middle East. Israel continued its systematic violations of human rights in 

occupied Arab territories by persecuting the populations, expropriating land and 

plundering natural resources. The Soviet Union had continually expressed its 

opposition to and condemnation of all aggression in the occupied Arab territories. 

The Commission had also devoted much time to consideration of the important 

problem of the violations of human rights currently being perpetrated in Chile. 

Mrs. Allende, the widow of the former President of Chile, had described the 

horrifying crimes committed by the military junta. Detajls of those crimes had 

also been published in the international press. Individuals had been subjected 

to shock treatment, deprived of food and wate~, and had been forced to witness 

atrocities committed against fel:ow prisoners; opponents of the regime had been 

herded into concentration camps without any specific charges having been made 

against them. It was estimated that 2,500 people had died at the hand3 of the 

military junta. The junta had also banned trade unions and instituted censorship 

of the press; thousands of students and university professors had been persecuted 

for their Marxist sympathies. Civilians and military personnel had been tortured 

and threatened with death or life imprisonment for their opposition to the regime. 

Trials had been held in secret and many individuals, mainly of socialist 

sympathies, had disappeared without trace. The methods used by the Chilean 

military regime could be compared only to those employed by the Nazi regime of 

Adolf Hitler. Religious bodies and prominent public figures had condemned the 

junta's acts of terrorism, which had aroused the indigr-ation and wrath of peoples 

throughout the world. 

Six months after the military coup, thousands of Chileans were still in 

prison. Their only crime had been patriotism, love of democracy and belief in 

progress. Many of thGse imprisoned were leaders of socialist and radical parties. 

The Commission had sent a telegram to the Government of Chile expressing its 

concern at the gross and massive violations of human rights in Chile and stressing 

that political leaders and other Chilean citizens and foreigners in prison should 

not be prevented from leaving the country if they wished to do so. Appeals had 

also been sent by the Secretary-General and the President of the General Assembly. 

I . .. 
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Two months later, however, the reign of terror continued and political parties and 

public organizations were still prohibited. The Warsaw Treaty countries had 

issued a statement (A/S5S') condemnin~the 6-Cts of the milite.ry jmta., calling 

for the immediate release of all political prisoners and appealing to all States 

to rally to the defence of human rights and human values in Chile. His delegation 

was convinced that the Chilean people would triumph in their struggle to restore 

democracy and true independence. In that struggle they could count on the full 

support of all progressive peoples. The United Nations must implement measures to 

put an end to the lawlessness currently prevailing in Chile. 

Mr. CARRASCO (Chile) said that his delegation, as a member of the 

Commission on Human Rights, has listened with great interest to the discussion of 

the question of human rights in the Committee. His delegation welcomed the 

genuine concern expressed by certain delegations with regard to the situation in 

Chile, a concern which was shared by all Chilean people. However, it was obvious 

that the statements of other delegations were motivated by evil intentions. It 

was pointless to reply to the false accusations which had just been made against 

the Government of Chile, since they bore no relation to the truth. The delegation 

of the Soviet Union, with its usual cynicism, had referred to alleged violations 

of human rights perpetrated in Chile. It was well known that the Soviet Union was 

better versed in the theory than in the practice of human rights. The Commission 

on Human Rights had been informed, for example of the suffering of the 

Solzhenitsyn family. 

He wished categorically to deny the false allegations made against his 

Government. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the 

representative of the military junta was clearly unable to refute any of the facts 
' 

which his delegation had reported. The Soviet delegation had raised the question 

simply to draw the attention of other members of the Committee to the situation 

existing in Chile. The conscience of mankind could not remain tranquil while such 

violations of human rights continued. 

I . .. 
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Mr. CARRASCO (Chile) thanked the representative of the Soviet Union for 

referring to ~im as the representative of the junta, since it was precisely the 

military junta which was working for the restoration of democracy in Chile. He 

reserved the right to reply in more detail to the Soviet allegations later. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the request of th8 r~presentative of Chile to be 

allowed to exercise his right of reply later had been duly noted and would be 

reflected in the record of the meeting. 

(c) QUESTION OF SLAVERY AND THE SLAVE TRADE IN ALL THEIR PRACTJ;CES AND 
MANIFESTATIONS, INCLUDING THE SLAVERY-LIKE PRACTICES OF APARTHEID AND 
COLONIALISM (EI5446) 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that the 

question had been under consideration by the Economic and Social Council since 1949 

and had been the subject of five special studies. In accordance with Economic 

and Social Council resolution 1695 (LII), the Secretary-General had submitted a 

report (EI5446), which gave a detailed account of the measures taken to give effect 

to each of the paragraphs of that resolution. He drew the attention of the 

Committee to the recommendation made by the Sub-Commission on Prevention of 

Discrimination and Protection of Minorities that the Commission on Human Rights 

request the Council to authorize the Sub-Commission to appoint a group from among 

its membership to review developments in the field of slavery and slavery-like 

practices, traffick in persons and the exploitation of the prostitt:tion of others . . 
At its thirtieth session, the Commission had endorsed the recommendation of the 

Sub-Commission. It now remained for the Council to give the necessary 

authorization. 

(d) ALLEGATIONS REGARDING INFRINGEMENTS OF TRADE UNION RIGHTS (EI5445) 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that the note 

by the Secretary-General (E/5445) concerned allegations brought by the Lesotho 

Gener~ Workers' Union against the Government of South Africa. The allegations 

had been originally addressed to the International Labour Organisation but, since 

the Government of the Republic of South Africa was no longer a member of ILO, the 

ILO Governing Body had decided to refer the matter to the Economic and Social 

Council. I ... 
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The Secretary-General, in accordance with the provisions of Economic and 

Social Council resolution 277 (X), had sent a note to the Government of South 

Africa asking for its permission to refer the allegations to the Fact-Finding and 

Conciliation Commission of ILO. No reply had been received from the South African 

Government. It was therefore for the Council to decide what further action should 

be taken on the matter. He recalled that, in a similar case, the Economic and 

Social Council had decided, in resolution 1216 (XLII), to transmit the relevant 

communication to the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts of the Commission on Human 

Rights and had requested the Group to submit its findings and recommendations to 

the Council. 

The meeting rose at 6 p.m . 

I . .. 
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HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continued): 

(a) DECADE FOR ACTION TO COMBAT RACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (E/5474, E/5475) 
(continued); 

(b) REPORT OF THE CQii1H:=ss:=ON ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/5464) (continued); 

(c) QUESTION OF SLAVERY AND THE SLAVE TRADE IN ALL THEIR PRACTICES AND 
MANIFESTATIONS, INCLUDING THE SLAVERY-LIKE PRACTICES OF APARTHEID AND 
COLONIALISM (E/5446) (continued) 

Mr. CHIRILA (Romania) said that his country was particularly concerned 

about international co-operation to promote enjoyment of and respect for human 

rights and fundamental freedoms without discrimination. It thus contributed to the 

establishment of friendly relations between peoples, to the development of 

co-operation among States and to the maintenance and strengthening of international 

peace and security. For that reason, the Romanian delegations in the Commission 

on Human Rights and the General Assembly had been most interested to participate 

in the discussion on the proclamation of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism 

and Racial Discrimination, and in the formulation of the Programme for the Decade. 

In the opinion of the Romanian delegation, the Decade proclaimed by the General 

Assembly at its twenty-eighth session should provide an important opportunity for 

uniting the efforts of the international community to end racial discrimination and 

apartheid wherever they still existed. An awareness of the obstacles to the 

attainment of that goal was needed, as well as firm and specific action. 

That was the background to paragraph 5 of General Assembly resolution 

3057 (XXVIII), which requested the Economic and Social Council to assume, with the 

assistance of the Secretary-General, responsibility for co-ordinating the Programme 

and evaluating activities undertaken during the D~cade as provided in the Programme. 

The task thus entrusted to the Economic and s~cial Council was not only social 

and humanitarian in character; it was, above all, profoundly political and therefore 

placed a duty and a responsibility on all members of the Council. 

Romania shared the view that the struggle against racial discrimination should 

be waged at all levels and by all means, including international co-operation. 

I ... 
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Romania's support for international measures to combat racism, racial discrimination 

and apartheid was motivated by humanitarian, political, economic and legal 

considerations. As the President of Romania had stated in a message to the 

International Conference of Experts for the Support of Victims of Colonialism 

and Apartheid in Southern Africa, Romania deeply sympathized with the struggle of 

peoples against imperialism, colonialism, neo-colonialism, racist policies and 

apartheid, and against all forms of domination and oppression • 

The radical changes which had occurred in Romania in the past three decades 

had created favourable conditions for the fulfilment of the people's desire to 

achieve and consolidate their independence, freedom and social justice. All 

State activity was currently devoted to the construction of a society which 

guaranteed the exercise of fundamental rights and freedoms for all in conditions of 

equality and without any discrimination. Particular attention was given to the 

education of youth in the spirit of understanding between all peoples and respect 

for human rights without discrimination on grounds of race, nationality or ethnic 

origin. 

Romania shared the widespread concern about the intensification of repressive 

measures against the Coloured population resulting from the policy of apartheid 

and racial discrimination. At the same time, it supported the resolu~ions adopted 

by the General Assembly and the Security Council condemning the policy of apartheid 

and racial discrimination, as well as the measures adopted by the United Nations to 

combat that policy. 

In conformity with the resolutions of the General Assembly and the Security 

Council, Romania had no relations of any kind with the racist and colonialist 

regimes in southern Africa. It also supported the efforts of the newly independent 

States in Africa to eliminate the consequences of colonial and racial exploitation 

and under-development as rapidly as possible. 

In Romania, the Programme for the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and 

Racial Discrimination had been given wide publicity, addressed both to government 

organs and to the public. The International Day for the Elimination of Racial 

Discrimination had been celebrated on 21 March 1974. The Day's importance was 

derived from the fact that it had been the first important activity giving the 

Romanian public an opportunity to take note of the Programme for the Decade and to 

I ... 
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confirm its solidarity with the struggling peoples who were suffering under the 

yoke of colonialism, racial discrimination and apartheid. The Decade should be 

considered as a long-term activity to be undertaken at all levels by peoples and 

Governments, international governmental and non-governmental organizations and 

world public opinion as a whole. 

The Secretary-General's report in document E/5474 gave a preliminary picture 

of what had been done and what could be done to achieve the objectives of the 

Decade. His delegation agreed with the suggestion made by Mr. Schreiber that the 

report should be supplemented and updated for submission to the General Assembly. 

Mr. Schreiber's statement had been useful, in that it had highlighted important 

matters and aspects which the Council should study. 

The Economic and Social Council should fully perform the functions entrusted 

to it. It would be very important to evolve methods which would give the Council 

and other competent United Nations bodies a broad picture of the specific measures 

to be adopted. As the organ responsible for the world conference, the Economic and 

Social Council should take time to make all the necessary preparations. The 

Conference should provide an opportunity for an in-depth analysis of the situation 

all over the world, and especially in southern Africa, with a view to the adoption 

of specific and effective measures for action by the entire international community. 

Some delegations had emphasized the need for a study of the phenomenon of 

racism and for information and education activities. Although those were important 

aspects, the crux of the matter was real political willingness by all States to 

take effective action in order to achieve decisive results in the struggle against 

racism and racial discrimination. The political, economic and ideological reasons 

for racial discrimination were well known and should determine the action to be 

taken. It was obvious that the promotion and universal respect of human rights 

could not be viewed in the abstract, in isolation from the over-all national and 

international conditions in the modern world. Until the prerequisites were 

established for the economic and social advancement of all peoples, the promotion 

of universal respect for human rights would continue to encounter obstacles. 

Mr. SAYAR (Iran) said that his Government's position on the question of 

racism and racial discrimination was quite clear and had been stated on many 

occasions and in all international bodies, particularly the Commission on Human 

I .. . 
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Rights and the General Assembly. The Government of Iran had always condemned all 

forms of racial discrimination and it was fulfilling the internatio~al obligations 

which it had assumed as a party to the International Convention on the Elimination 

of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. The report recently submitted by Iran 

under article 9 of that Convention concerning the measures adopted by States 

parties to give effect to its provisions had not only been approved by the 

Committee responsible for the enforcement of the provisions of that international 

instrument, but had also been considered one of the best reports submitted. That 

illustrated the importance which the delegation and Government of Iran attached 

to the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. His 

delegation had taken an active part in the discussions which had led to the 

formulation of the Programme for the Decade and the adoption of General Assembly 

resolution 3057 (XXVIII). On that occasion, it had stated that the co-ordination 

of the Programme and the evaluation of the activities to be undertaken during the 

Decade should be entrusted to the Economic and Social Council, which should assume 

responsibility in the matter, with the assistance of the Secretary-General. That 

view had prevailed, and had been incorporated as paragraph 5 of the resolution in 

question. Although paragraph 6 of the resolution recommended that the Economic 

and Social Council should perform those functions in plenary meetings, his 

delegation considered that the Social Committee was better qualified than the 

plenary Council to examine that problem, and in any case the officers of the 

Economic and Social Council could entrust the consideration of that question to 

its sessional committee which dealt with social and human rights questions. 

In endorsing the Programme for the Decade, the Iranian delegation accepted 

the idea that a world conference should be held during the Decade to mark the 

international community's desire solemnly to condemn racism and racial 

discrimination. 

Following the guidelines in the Programme for the Decade, the Government of 

Iran had drawn up a national programme to be carried out over the next 10 years. 

The commission which had formulated the programme, consisting of representatives 

of governmental organizations and of some non-governmental organizations, had met ~ 

several times and he himself had personally attended the meetings in his capacity 

as representative of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of his country. The commission 

had drawn up a detailed programme, which provided for activities and events of 
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various kinds, in accordance with the relevant United Nations resolutions. It 

had not been necessary in Iran to adopt legislative measures, because the existing 

laws and the 1906 Constitution with its various revisions already referred to 

racial discrimination and racism and also guaranteed the rights of minorities. 

His delegation was thus prepared to support the draft resolution conce~ning 

the Decade, and his Government would do everything possible to implement the 

Programme formulated for the Decade. 

Miss ILIC (Yugoslavia) said that her delegation attached great importance 

to the item under consideration and that the promptness with which the various 

organizations of the United Nations system had replied to the Secretary-General's 

letter of 20 December 1973 was further proof of the international community's 

determination to do away with racism, racial discrimination and apartheid. 

UNESCO and the ILO deserved special mention in that regard for their activities 

on behalf of migrant workers and their families. Also noteworthy was the 

decision of tpe Committee on the Elimination of Racial Discrimination to keep 

the item on its agenda throughout the Decade and the willingness of its members 

to contribute to the latter's success. 

However, all those activities would be insufficient to put an end to the 

pernicio~s practices in question unless they were coupled with the halting of 

assistance of all kinds to the racist regimes, support for the liberation 

movements, the adoption of educational measures and intensive publicity efforts. 

Any suggestion for increasing contacts and assisting the liberation movements 

would be welcomed. Her delegation felt that the suggestion in document 

E/AC.7/L.652/Add.l that the Secretary-General should update and include in his 

report to the General Assembly any additional information that he thought 

appropriate would be very useful to the preparations for the Conference. 

Her Government had not had time to reply to the Secretary-General's letter, 

but it intended to establish a body to handle the national planning; mention might 

also be made in that connexion of the holding of a seminar in co-operation with the 

United Nations. In ~ddition, her Government was considering the possibility of 

signing and ratifying the International Convention en the Suppression and 

Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. 

/ ... 
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Mr. DIAKITE (Mali) said that his delegation was giving favourable 

consideration to the various measures adopted or envisaged by the United Nations 

and its organs and specialized agencies and by the various committees set up in 

connexion with the struggle against apartheid and racial discrimination. 

The Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination was in 

keeping with the fundamental aims of Malian policy, which were those set out in 

the United Nations Charter. It was deplorable to find that a practice as absurd 

as racial discrimination continued to exist 25 years after th~ proclamation of the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights. 

His delegation would support any measure which promoted the success of the 

Decade. However, he wished to stress the need for completely isolating the 

minority racist regimes in southern Africa; to that end, all States Members of the 

United Nations must observe the Charter and implement all relevant General Assembly 

and Security Council resolutions, and aid to the victims of apartheid and racial 

discrimination must be increased. It was also essential to. take concrete action 

against the co~ntries which, in violation of the General Assembly resolutions, 

had maintained relations with those regimes. 

Mr. SRINIVASAN (India) said that the item under consideration was the most 

important of those with which the Committee would be dealing at the present 

session. 

A number of resolutions had already been adopted in the General Assembly and 

the Security Council concerning the programme for the Decade for Action to Combat 

Racism and Racial Discrimination. India, which had been in the forefront of 

the struggle against racism and racial discrimination, had consistently supported 

those resolutions and was deeply distressed at the fact that a number of them had 

for the most part remained unimplemented • 

Measures which were decided upon must be effectively implemented, and the 

competent United Nations organs must co-ordinate their efforts to mobilize world 

opinion against racial discrimination. 

He hoped that the recommendation in the programme for a campaign of information 

to enlighten the world public opinion would receive the whole-hearted support 

of the Committee and the full co-operation of Member States. 

I ... 
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His delegation particularly welcomed the recommendation in the programme 

concerning pilot studies of racism and racial discrimination in various fields. 

It also supported the suggestion for enlisting the co-operation of various 

international scientific organizations in the analysis and study during the Decade 

of all aspects of racial discrimination within their competence. 

India had been active in the struggle against apartheid and had severed 

relations with South Africa at the very start. It hoped that all members of the 

world community would follow its example and break off relations with all 

Governments or regimes which practised racial discrimination. India had also 

been providing assistance to the United Nations Educational and Training Programme 

for Southern Africa and the United Nations Trust Fund for South Africa. His 

delegation hoped that full implementation of the programme for the Decade would 

make it p~ssible to attain the proposed objectives. 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland) said that Polish law provided severe penalties for acts 

of racism and racial discrimination and that the Polish People's Republic had 

consistently supported all United Nations measures designed to combat those evils. 

Although the practices in question did not exist in Poland, measures had 

been taken to mobilize public opinion; social organizations and trade unions had 

been particularly active in that regar~. In addition, the struggle against 

racism and racial discrimination had been supported with economic and material aid 

as well as scholarships and financial assistance for students from developing 

countries. 

As a contribution to the world-wide struggle against racism and racial 

discrimination during the Decade, his Government planned such other activities as 

the organization of special lectures in the schools on the problems of racism, an 

increased number of publications and essays on the subject, and the dissemination of 

information on the Decade and on the relevant rules of international law. 

At the international level, Poland supported the objectives of the International 

Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination and the just struggle 

of peoples against racism, racial discrimination and, in particular, colonial and 

neo-colonial domination. 

I . .. 
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Mr. LEHTIHET (Algeria) said that at its thirtieth session the Commission 

on Human Rights had adopted important resolutions once again condemning racial 

discrimination, apartheid 3 the denial of the trade-union rights of African 

workers, the adverse consequences of the assistance provided by the developed 

countries to the racist, colonialist regimes in southern Africa, the colonial 

wars in Angola and Mozambique, the violation of the territorial integrity of the 

independent State of Guinea-Bissau and, finally, the violation of the rights of 

~ Palestinians in the occupied territories. 

w 

In its resolution 3 (XXVI), the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination 

and Protection of Minorities called attention to the urgent need to appoint a 

Special Rapporteur to evaluate the adverse consequences of assistance given to the 

racist regimes in southern Africa. 

The countries of Africa had consistently condemned the serious consequences 

of providing economic and military a~sistance to those regimes and had deplored 

the numerous vio~ations of General Assembly and Security Council resolutions in 

that regard. The report on the matter to be prepared by the Special Rapporteur 

should stress the need to make the international community aware of the collusion 

which existed between major business enterprises and.the practitioners of racial 

discrimination and apartheid. 

The countries of Africa, and especially Algeria, had constantly emphasized the 

fundamental importance of the right of self-determination of the peoples of 

Angola, Mozambique, southern Africa and Palestine. Respect for that fundamental 

rights was the essential pre~condition for the maintenance of peace in Africa. 

His country hoped that the new authorities in Portugal would heed the appeal 

of the leaders of the liberation movements and of world public opinion and put an 

end to an unjust colonial war. 

In conclusion, he wished to express his country's support for the Decade for 

Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. 

Mr. NEUGEBAUER (German Democratic Republic) said that the thirtieth 

session of the Commission on Human Rights had been an extremely important one; that 

was particularly true of the statement made in draft resolution IV concerning the 
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connexion between the policy of detente, peaceful coexistence and co-operation 

among States, on the one hand, and the safeguarding of basic human rights, on the 

other. 

At its session, the Commission had also dealt with the continued existence of 

colonialism, racism, racial discrimination and the policy of apartheid of tae 

Government of South Africa. The session had been the_ first since the proclamation 

of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, and his 

delegation therefore fully supported draft resolutions I and VI. 

The report of the Commission on Human Rights quite rightly emphasized that 

Israel's practices in the occupied Arab territories constituted a violation of 

human rights. His Government had repeatedly expressed its conviction that a 

settlement of the Middle East conflict on the basis of Security Council resolutions 

242 (1967) and 340 (1973) was imperative in the interests both of world peace 

and of the protection of human rights. His delegation fully supported Commission 

resolution 1 (XX), which urged Israel to refrain from carrying out demographic 

changes in the occupied territories. 

The fascist terror in Chile had been extensively discussed at the thirtieth 

session of the Commission on Human Rights. Mrs. Hortensia Allende, speaking as 

representative of the Women's International Democratic Federation, had clearly 
' 

shown the extent to which human rights were being violated in Chile. Those 

practices were continuing, and The New York Times had only recently reported a 

declaration by the Chilean Catholic Church accusing the Junta of creating a climate 

of insecurity and fear in the country. The assertion that those who made such 

charges, including the Catholic Church, were "vehicles for Marxism" was an exercise 

in futility. 

The German Democratic Republic urged that the large-scale violations of human 

rights in Chile should be brought to an end. On 18 April the Political Consultative 

Committee of the States Parties to the Warsaw Pact expressed its grave concern at 

the situation prevailing in Chile since the overthrow of the constitutional 

Government. The report of the international commission which had met to investigate 

the crimes in Chile, published at Helsinki a few weeks earlier, likewise stressed 

the urgency of achieving international solidarity in restoring the exercise of 

human rights in Chile and ensuring respect for roman dignity and the human 

personality in that country. 
- ;.. ... · 
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For all those reasons, the German Democratic Republic welcomed the way in 

which the Commission on Human Rights had responded to the demands of world 

public opinion and had protested against the continuing vi9lation of human rights 

in Chile, which was incompatible with the principles of the Charter and of the 

International Covenant on Human Rights. Chile's reply to that demand was 

unsatisfactory and, what was more, revealed that those violations were continuing. 

The United Nations had come into being in reaction against the fascism of Hitler, 

whihc had been characterized by its violation of human rights, and the Organization 

had the duty to demand that the fascist terror in Chile should cease. 

The German Democratic Republic believed that international peace and security 

were essential for the creation of conditions favourable to social progress 

and the exercise of human rights. Accordingly, it endorsed in particular the 

passages in the report of the Commission on Human Rights which reflected that 

position. 

Mr. SAARIO (Finland) said that while the most recent session of the 

Commission on Human Rights had been successful in many respects it was to be 

regretted that once again consideration of several items had been deferred for lack 

of time. That had become a regular practice. Was the Commission's agenda too 

heavy or did the organization of its work need to be improved? In the view of his 

delegation, all items included in the agenda warranted consideration and an effort 

must be made to find a solution for the future. 

Finland particularly welcomed the Commission's decision to authorize the 

Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities to 

incl'tlde in the agenda of its next session an item entitled ''Question of the human 

rights of persons subjected to any form of detention or imprisonment". The 

timeliness ,of the inclusion of such an item was indicated by General Assembly 

resolution 3059 (XXVIII), in which the Assembly, inter alia, had rejected any form 

of torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment. That 

resolution reflected the feeling of the world community that there was a need for 

a consolidation of efforts to promote respect for human rights and fundamental 

freedoms in that field, a problem which was becoming increasingly urgent. The 

complete eradication of all forms of torture would be in the interest of all 

peoples and nations, regardless of political systems.' 

I . .. 
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Unfortunately, it was a fact that torture in different forms was still 

practised in many parts of the world. In recent years world public opinion had 

become aware of the use of torture in a most abhorrent way in connexion with 

armed conflicts and certain·internal political conflicts. The Sub-Commission 

might consider the possibility of drafting a code which would contain, inter alia, 

a general prohibition against torture and a definition of the methods which should 

be prohibited. That code could also provide for safeguards against the use of 

such methods, including international control. 

~hat would be a very important and at the same time a difficult task and the 

Sub-Commission should be given the maximum support so that it could obtain results 

which would benefit all mankind. 

Another important item dealt with by the Commission on Human Rights had been 

the study of situations which revealed a consistent pattern of gross violations 

of human rights. Under that item the Commission had decided, inter alia, to 

establish a working group which would meet one week before the next session of the 

Commission to examine the documents transmitted by the Sub-Commission under 

Economic and Social Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII) together with the observations 

of Governments. 

That item had caused considerable difficulties in the past as well as 

disappointment among those who had expected the United Nations to adopt positive 
' measures to safeguard the exercise of human rights. Indeed, where that question 

was concerned the reputation of the Uni4ed Nations was at stake. The Commission's 

decision represented a modest step forward towards a procedure which would make it 

possible for the United Nations to deal more systematically with cases of 

violations of human rights. Finland hoped that that machinery would help to fill· 

the gap until the system provided for by the International Covenants on Human 

Rights, particularly the Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, began to ft•nction. 

Finland also consiqered the Commission's examination of item 7 of its agenda 

to be of particular interest. The study by the Special Rapporteur was very 

comprehensive and his observations 3 conclusions and recommendations would be very 

useful in the formulation of standards and as instruments of policy and planning 

for the development of economic, social and cultural rights. Intensive efforts 

for the realization of those rights were needed at the national, regional and 
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international levels, and it should not b~ forg0tten that there was an 

interdependence between those rights and civil and political rights. 

The CHAIRMAN noted that in document E/5482 the Committee on 

Non-Governmental Organizations recommended that a representative of the 

International Student Movement for the United Nations should be heard on item 

10 (b) which dealt with the report of the Commission on Human Rights. If there 

were no objections, he would invite the representative of that organization to 

participate in the debate. 

At the invitation of the Chairman, Mr. Newman (International Student Movement 

for the United Nations) took a place at the Committee table. 

Mr. NEWMAN (International Student Movement for the United Nations) said 

that he would refer specifically to chapter VIII of the Commission's report. At 

the 677th meeting of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and 

Protection of Minorities the representative.of the Movement had indicated the 

concern of various non-governmental organizations at the unceasing disregard of the 

dignity of the human person and other violations of human rights which were still 

being perpetrated without the United Nations being able to put a stop to them. At 

its thirtieth session the Commission on Human Rights had reacted appropriately to 

the violations of human rights in one State Member of the United Nations by sending 

a forthright cable which appeared on pages 56-57 of its report, following a very 

detailed debate which was summarized in paragraphs 94 to 97 of the report. In the 

reply to that cable, which had been circulated in document E/CN.4/1153 and had been 

received only a·fter considerable delay, it had been admitted that "the right to 

liberty had been restricted", but it had been asserted that no arbitrary action had 

been taken against any persons, that their rights had been respected and that the 

life of no person in the country was threatened. 

In that reply it had been insinuated that the Commission on Human Rights 

was ill-informed and even that the Commission had perhaps not acted entirely in 

good faith. In that connexion, it should be recalled that during the debate in 

the Commission on Human Rights 29 Member States had specifically supported the 

cable or had expressed their concern at the activities of the Government in 

question. Ten non-governmental organizations had likewise expressed their concern 

/ ... 
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at what was happening. The problem had been dramatized at the preceding meeting 

of the Committee, when the State in question had categorically denied the 

denunciations. 

The Council was faced with the crucial question of deciding what measures 

to take in that connexion. The Movement thought that the Council should obtain 

information establishing the facts. A reliable report would provide a solution 

that would be reassuring for all and would constitute the best means of 

establishing who was right. 

The meetings of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and 

Protection of Minorities were scheduled for August and since the Sub-Commission, 

by virtue of various resolutions and particularly paragraph 2 of the Commission's 

resolution 8 (XXIII), had ample opportunity to prepare a report~ the Movement 

requested that it should be instructed to do so. That would demonstrate that the 

United Nations was not powerless in situations of crisis relating to human rights. 

Mr. Newman withdrew. 

Mr. WILSON (Liberia) said that his delegation welcomed the proclamation 

of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. In 1960 

some 15 African States had attained political independence, and they had 

subsequently been followed by others. In the brief period between that date and 

1974, the African States had made important contributions and had stressed 

universal humanitarian principles as guidelines for international action. Racial 

discrimination was an obstacle to human relations and international co-operation 

and was a source of material benefit to those who practised it. \-Tays of 

eliminating those benefits must be found. 

Mr. KALONJI (Zaire) said that subitem (c), concerning the question of 

slavery, was the most important aspect of item 10 and constituted a synthesis, 

as it were, of the debates on that item. The Secretary-General's report on the 

question of slavery and the slave trade in all their practices and manifestations, 

including the slavery-like practices of apartheid and colonialism (E/5446), 

reflected the will of the majority of the States Members of the United Nations to 

apply the relevant resolutions and recommendations. At the twenty-eighth session 

of the General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII), proclaiming the Decade for Action 
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to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, had been adopt~d. On that occasion, 

Zaire had condemned the colonialist and racist practices currently prevailing in 

southern Africa. Zaire wished to contribute in every possible way to the 

implementation of the programme wo wipe out that scourge • 

The system existing in Zaire ruled out the possibility of practices violating 

the principles established in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. His 

delegation would like the elimination of racial discrimination to be a constant 

concern of Member States which were dedicated to peace and justice and it was 

prepared to support any measure directed toward that end. 

The meeting rose at 12.40 p.m • 
• 
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Chairman: Mr. SAYAh (Iran) 

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (contin~ed) 

(a) DECADE FOR ACTION TO COMBAT RACISM AWD RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (E/5474, E/5475) 
(continued) 

Mr. !LOY (Congo) said that, despite numerous instruments and resolutions 

adopted by the United Nations and the Organization of African Unity concerning the 

right of colonial and other oppressed peoples to self-determination and independence, 

colonialist, neo-colonialist, zionist and imperialist regimes continued to oppress 

and exploit thousands of human beings, thus constantly and deliberately vit>lating 

their human rights and fundamental freedoms. The most glaring example was in 

southern Africa, where Governments had institutionalized racism and racial 

discrimination. In Angola, Mozambique and Guinea-Bissau, the fascist r~gime of 

Lisbon had for more than a century been implementing a policy which was universally 

condemned. The Portuguese authorities were murdering, pillaging and imprisoning 

village populations; they had increased their military budget and were building 

new prisons. They had also adopted the odious tactic of using Africans to fight 

Africans. By establishing "aldeamentos", Portugal was forcibly isolating local 

populations from revolutionary ideas and activities. It was thus engaged in a 

desperate struggle to perpetuate its colonial regime with the support of the NATO 

Powers and of the regimes of Salisbury and Pretoria. Yet the criminal acts of the 

Portuguese authorities could never subjugate the heroic peoples of Angola and 

Mozambique or curb the national liberation movements. The colonial peoples would 

be victorious. 

In Rhodesia, the unilateral declaration of independence by a ha.."'ldful of white 

rebels had aroused universal indignation and had excluded 5 million Africans from 

participating in the political life of the country, in flagrant violation of 

General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) and Article 73 of the Charter. In spite of 

the sanctions imposed on Rhodesia by the Security Council, the rebel r~gime 

continued to oppress the African population and had openly embarked on a policy 
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of systematic genocide. It had instituted a policy for the resettlement of 

Africans in black residential areas similar to those set up under the apartheid 

system in South Africa. Collusion between the regimes of Salisbury, South Africa 

and Portugal was being strengthened daily, and the Salisbury regime had stated that 

its armed forces would take the offensive, thus openly threatening neighbouring 

independent African countries. The sanctions against Southern Rhodesia had been 

continua.ll.y violated, not only by the United Kingdom, which had increased its 

investments 'in Southern Rhodesia, but also by other NATO countries, including the 

United States. 

The United Nations must continue vigorously to condemn the illegal regime of 

Salisbury and te call for the unconditional release of the political leaders who 

were being tortured in Rhodesian prisons. It should c_ondemn the repression by the 

Salisbury-Pretoria-Lisbon axis of the liberation movements in Zimbabwe in 

particular and in southern Africa in general and call for the immediate withdrawal 

of South African troops from Zimbabwe. 

In South Africa, the criminal system of. a'J:)artheid had reduced man to his most 

pitiful state. Many Africans were tortured and·died in prisons in South Africa 

without having been provided with food or medical attention. others lived in 

concentration camps and their families were arbitrarily divided by the odious 

system of homelands. The useless shedding of African blood continued. The same 

situation prevailed in Namibia, where the apartheid system had been solidly 

entrenched. Public floggings had been carried out. 

Zionism was a further manifestation of the violation of human rights and 

freedoms. Israel was able to continue its war of aggression because of the aid of 

all kinds received from the United States and other Western countries. The United 

Nations had adopted an almost passive role, in the Middle East. 

All Member States should co-operate in order to achieve the objectives of 

the Second Development Decade by ratifYing the International Convention on the 

Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, the International Convention on 

the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid and other international 

instruments relating to human rights and by implementing General Assembly 

resolution 1514 {XV). Those Member States which continued to aid the colonial and 
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racist regi~es should cease such aid forthwith. Member States must provide all 

forms of aid to the liberation movements recognized by the Organization of African 

Unity, and all peace-loving and progressive countries must denounce the odious 

systems of racism and racial discrimination by naming those countries which 

continued to provide aid to such regimes. His delegation reaffirmed its support 

for the legitimate struggle of the liberation movements and for the programme of 

the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, and was ready to 

participate in any decisions to be taken by the Council in that connex~on. 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/5464) (continued) 

Mr. LARSSON (Sweden) expressed the appreciation of his Government for the 

work of the Commission during its thirtieth session. He regretted, however, that 

because of the late distribution of the report his Government had not had 

sufficient time to study it. Discussion of the item might be more fruitful if 

Governments not represented on the Commission could be given more time to study its 

reports before they were considered by the Economic and Social Council. 

It was vital to strengthen the United Nations machinery for dealing with 

reports of consistent patterns of gross violations of human rights, such as 

those in southern Africa, South Viet-Nam and Chile. Full implementation of the 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and of the 

Covenants on Civil and PoliticaJ. Rights and on Economic, Social and CulturaJ. 

Rights would help to safeguard basic human rights and fundamental freedoms. In 

addition, the establishment of a post of United Nations High Commissioner for 

Human Rights would be of particular assistance. Those objectives were, however, 

of a long-term nature and in the meantime other means must be found, in particular 

to strengthen the machinery at the di~posal of the Commission on Human Rights on the 

basis of the procedure laid down in Council resolution 1235 (XLII) and 1503 (XLVIII). 

Although at the current stage it was realistic simply to aim at the 

adoption of a Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious 

Intolerance, such a Declaration should constitute only the first step towards 
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the adoption of an instrument that was legally bindinG upon States. The Declaration 

should be concise and should reflect only the main elements of the protection against 

religious intolerance to be afforded by States to individuals. It was disappointing 

that the Commission had not even been able to consider the substantive clauses of 

such a draft Declaration. 

Another subject of grave concern ·~-ras the continued use of torture and. 

degrading punishment and the harsh methods of execution practised in various parts 

of the world. In spite of numerous General Assembly and Economic and Social Council 

resolutions condemning such practices, little real progress had been achieved. The 

Swedish Government was convinced that due attention should be paid to the 

implementation of General Assembly resolution 3059 (XXVIII) with a view to 

establishing international machinery to prevent the use of torture. In view of the 

discouraging trend tovrards the wider use of the death penalty and towards harsher 

methods of execution~ the United Nations should play an active part in efforts to 

restrict the use of capital punishment. The General Assembly, in its resolution 

2857 (~CVI), had requested the Secretary-General to prepare a separate report 

regarding practices and statutory rules which might govern the right of a person 

sentenced to capital punishment to petition for pardon, commutation or reprieve. 

Document E/5242, submitted to the Council at its fifty~fourth session 3 did not seem 

to comply with that request. Such a report would be of considerable value for the 

continued consideration of the question of capital punishment and he hoped that it 

would soon be forthcoming. 

Turning to the question of the realization of economic, social and cultural 

rights, with special reference to the problem of the developing countries, he said 

that the study on that subject prepared by the Special Rapporteur of the Commission 

on Human Rights w~uld be of considerable value to the United Nations in evaluating 

the problems faced by the developing countries. The Swedish Governm~nt shared the 

view of the Special Rapporteur that the primary objective of the Commission, in 

dealing with those problems, should be to ensure a minimmn of dignity and standard 

of living. For its future work on the question, the Commission should draw up a list 

of topics on which it could concentrate, with a view to avoiding duplication of work 

within the various organs of the United Nations. His delegation 9 while recognizing 
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that each country must choose its own form of development, noted with satisfaction 

the attention dra'in to the study of the Special Rapporteur by the Commdssion in 

draft resolution IV. 

Considerable attention should be given to the question of education. The 

ability to read enabled an individual to be informed of contemporary problems and 

of the rights which governed his liberty and was therefore essential to all human 

rights concepts. Education should not only be regarded as a means for promoting 

understanding of and respect for human rights, but should also be directed towards 

the full development of the human individual. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that his Government had repeatedly 

stressed the importance which it attached to the preservation of human rights and 

fundamental freedoms and had reiterated its support for strengthening the role of 

the United Nations in promoting human rights. It believed that the United Nations 

had a universal responsibility for the preservation of human rights and, as a 

Member of the United Nations, was committed to sharing in that responsibility. 

The United Kingdom Government had made clear its opposition to the doctrine of 

apartheid and had expressed its concern regarding the policy of the Chilean 

Government towards human rie~ts. In particular, it deplored the restrictions on 

the rights of trade unions, the banning of political parties, the ill-treatment of 

political prisoners and the death sentences already passed or demanded in Chilean 

courts. His Government had made representations to the Chilean Government on those 

questions and viewed with regret the reports of continued violations of human 

rights in that country. His delegation would be prepared to take part in any 

United Nations representations or negotiations which seemed likely to result in a 

thorough and objective study of the situation and to benefit the victims of such 

violations. Chile was not, however, the only country in which ~uch violations 

occurred. His delegation felt obligated, under the United Nations Charter and the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, to ensure that the United Nations took a 

stand whenever necessary. 

Referring to the report of the Commission on Human Rights (E/5464), he said 

that his delegation was not entirely satisfied with the achievements of the 

Commission at its thirtieth session. Nevertheless, he welcomed the generally 

/ ... 



• 

E/AC.7/SR.746 

(Mr. Macrae. United Kin~dom) 

constructive tone of the Commission's discussions and expressed the hope that~ at its 

next session, the Commission would be able to consider all the items on its agenda. 

His delegation~ while attaching importance to issues such as those concerning 

southern Africa~ self-determination and economic and social rights, felt that the 

Commission should not neglect other important items~ some of which had been on its 

agenda for some years without having received adequate attention. The Commission 

must pay more attention to the grouping of items and must recognize that the 

consideration of some items on a biennial basis did not diminish their importance. 

Furthermore~ since it did not have the time to deal in depth with every item, it 

must be prepared to delegate detailed studies to subsidiary bodies. 

He regretted the almost total lack of progress achieved by the Commission 

with regard to the draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious 

Intolerance. He noted tha.t the Commission intended to continue its consideration 

of the question at its next session, but if the same rate of progress was maintained 

it would certainly be some considerable time before the Declaration was completed. 

The Council should therefore consider w~s of expediting work on the Declaration. 

His delegation was also disappointed that the Commission had not con&idered 

any of the individual cases of gross violations of human rights brought to its 

attention by t~1e Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of , 

Ivlinorities. One of those cases had concerned the United Kingdom and his delegation 

had hoped to have the opportunity to answer fully the allegations made against his 

Government. I!owever~ he recognized the need for caution in such a delicate matter 

and welcomed the proposal to establish a working group of the Commission to examine 

the confidential documents transmitted to it. He presumed that the working group 

would operate by voting rather than by consensus since s in some circumstances, the 

use of what was tantamount to a veto was neither desirable nor permissible. His 

delegation attached great importance to the full, impartial~ objective and 

confidential discussion of individual cases. 

His delegation also attached importance to the subject of th2 ri~hts of 

non· ·citizens dealt with in the Commission's draft resolution VIII. , He hoped that 

the Council uould adopt the resolution unanimously and that the Pub-Commission would 

then be able to apply itself to the task entrusted to it. 
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Referring to draft decision 3 of the Comraission, he said that the 

establishment of such a working group was the least that could be done to ensure 

continuing progress in the eradication of slavt':r;r, a nre.ctice v'~:i.c:~ hacl. been the 

cause of so Buch hunan sufferin~. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that his delegation wished to reiterate 

the i~portance which it had attached to the responsibilities laid by the Charter 

on the United Nations anc. its Hembers for the promotion of universal respect for 

and observance of human rights and fundamental freedoms. His delegation 

consequently placed great value on the ;.rork of the Commission on HU!llan Rights. 

At its thirtieth session, the Commission had failed to cofle to gr~ps with the 

substance of many human rights issues. It was also disappointing to note that the 

Commission had not had sufficient time to act upon the draft resolution on the 

problem of conscientious objection to military service. That question was 

important and should be discussed further in relation to the role of youth in the 

promotion of peace, justice and human rights. 

In the Con~ission on Human Rights, the Netherlands delegation had noted the 

difficulties faced by the Commission in dealing with such delicate issues as 

violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms. Draft decision 3 concerning 

the establishment of a working group constituted a bare minimum necessary to enable 

the Commission to discharge its responsibilities. 

In the Commission on Human Rights, the Netherlands delegation, like many 

other delegations and non-governmental organizations, had expressed great concern 

about reported gross and massive violations of human rights in Chile. That 

situation was all the more distressing in view of Chile's democratic traditions 

and its substantive contribution in the United Uations to promoting the cause of· 

human rights. His delegation regarded the reply of the Government of Chile to the 

telegram dispatched by the Commission to be inadequate and unsatisfactory. The 

concern about recent events in Chile was world-1-1ide and vras shared by certain 

circles in Chile itself, as demonstrated by the recent statement of Chile's Roman 

Catholic bishops. His delegation reiterated its grave concern at the reports of 

continued violations of fundamental human rights in Chile, such as the infliction 

of torture, the detention of large numbers of people incommunicado and without 

charge, and the retroactive application of criminal law in military and political 
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trials. In its reply~ the Chilean Government had contended that it was complying 

fully with the provisions contained in international human rights instruments and 

had implied that the Commission had been misinformed about the situation in Chile. 

Nevertheless, reports of serious violations of human rights in Chile continued to 

reach the outside world. Consequently, acti<?n by the United Nations was even more 

urgent than at the time of the session of the Commissi0n on Human Rights. His 

delegation was ready to consult with others with a view to deciding on meaningful 

action to be taken by the Council in that respect. 

Mr. TRAVERT (France) said that his delegation attached particular 

importance to agenda item 10 (b}. Unconditional faith in the benefits of science 

and technolo(S'J 't-Tas outdated. The Teheran Conference in 1968, by expressing concern 

about the abuse of scientific and technological progress, had begun a process which 

had led to the - admittedly, sometimes slow - adaptation of juridprudence and 

legislation in many countries. For example, although electronics l1e.::l reached what 

might be called the fifth generation, legislation governing its use still related 

to the first generation. New regulations were required and a general approach was 

the only one which could provide effective protection against the misuse of 

know-how. He deplored the fact that some countries seemed to regard the problem 

as one affecting only the advanced countries. On the contrary, all States were 

responsible for reconciling the protection of individual human rights, the 

sovereignty of States and tl:e need to preserve law and order. Although he had 

stressed the need to protect the freedom of the individual, he was aware of the 

positive aspects of scientific and technological progress - for example, in 

' development planning, where it would help to close the gap betw·een the 

industrialized countries and the third world. 

His delegation hoped that United Nations resolutions concerning the protection 

of human rights would be as universal as possible and that international 

l:.-=15Ulations vrould be drawn up by the specialized agencies using a multidisciplinary 

approach. Co-operation should be strengthened between the Commission on Human 

Rights, the Economic and Social Council, the specialized agencies, the 

non-governmental organizations and the competent scientific associations. His 
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delegation therefore supported resolution 2 (XXX) of the Commission on HR~an 

Rights, but_recalled its reservations regarding paragraph 3 (a), which was too 

vaguely worded. 

Hr. von KYAt-T (Federal Republic of Gemany) said that his Government 

attached great importance to the work of the Commission on Human Rights, which at 

its recent session had dealt mainly with the situation in Chile, the study of 

situations which revealed a consistent pattern of gross violations of human rights, 

and the draft Declaration on the Elimination of Religious Intolerance. 

With reference to the draft Declaration, it was rather disappointing that 

after years of debate the Commission had again deliberated on questions of 

procedure and the informal 'Harking Group subsequently set up had made suggestions 

for only a new title and one preambular paragraph. 

The discussion on the situation in Chile had revealed that national 

reconciliation had not yet been achieved in that country, and had shown that, .when 

discussing human rights situations in other States, representatives should be 

mindful of the situation at home. 

Concerning communications on human rights and draft decision 2, his delegation 

endorsed the decisions of the Commission to establish a working group composed of 

five nembers of the Commission to examine the relevant documents, and to refer 

the latter to the Governments concerned for comment. 

Mr. BAZAN DAVILA (Chile) said that the attack on his Government made by 

the representative of the Soviet Union had been motivated not by a concern for 

human rights violations, of which that super-Power was itself guilty, but by a 

desire to use the United Nations for politi~al ends. The Soviet Union had been 

involved in Chile in a plot to ~stablish a totalitarian dictatorship there, and 

had thus violated the Charter of the United Nations and the International Covenant 

on Civil and Political Rights. It was trying to foment discord among Chileans with 

a view to intervening again in the internal affairs of Chile and was financing 

activities to disrupt the situation, which was fast returning to normal. Its 

expansionist activities gave the lie to its statements about detente. 
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Hr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking on .a 

point of order, said that the statement of the representative o~ Chile should be 

limited to the item under discussion, which he was trying to use as a means of 

caluronying the Soviet Union. 

Mr. BAZAJ~ DAVILA (Chile) said that the representative of the Soviet 

Union had the day before attacked the Chilean Government on the basis of the report 

of the Cowmission on Human Rights. He now had a right to reply. 0~ course, in 

the Soviet Union the accused had no right to defence, but that was not the case in 

the Economic and Social Council. 

Hr. S. N. SMIRiifOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that in his 

statement he had dealt only with the flagrant violations of human rights in Chile 

and had not deviated from the question, as the representative of Chile was now 

doing . Any calumny 1.-rould be answered. 

The CHAIRiviA:N drew the attention of the representative of Chile to the 

remarks made by the representative of the Soviet Union. 

Mr. BAZAN DAYl_LA (Chile) said that he had allowed the representative of 

the Soviet Union to speak without interruption, and he now requested the swne 

courtesy. 

Turning to the report of the Commission on Human Rights, he saiC. that the 

Commission had spent seven meetings discussing the situation in Chile. It could 

have spent its time more profitably considering those European countries which had 

been deprived of self-determination without·hope of recoverin~ it or those 

countries in Europe, A~rica and Latin America where thousands o~ persons had been 

deprived of fundamental human rights, including many political prisoners. In 

Chile, human rights were now being restored to the people following the abortive 

attempt by a ~oreign Power to subvert them. 

For the Commission on Human Rights to be effective in its work, it must be 

~ree from political manipule.tion by a minority, and he therefore suggested that it 

should be made up of experts acting in their personal capacity, rather than by 

government representatives, who felt free to condemn alleged violations o~ human 

rights in small countries but refrained even from commenting on proven cases of 

violations committed by the super-Powers. During the recent sessio~ o~ the 

Commission, only his delegation and that o~ the Netherlands had denounced the 

Soviet Union's multiple violations of the International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights in the case of Solzhenitsyn. 
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The report of the Commission reproduced the telegram sent by that body to his 

Government, but not his Government 1 s reply. That omission was a violation of the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights~ which laid down that 

everyone had a right to a defence. He would therefore request the Secretary·-· 

General to circulate the Chilean reply as a General ,ll._ssembly document. 

TPere was another omission, in paragraph 91 of the report 9 regarding the 

obligation of the Co$nission to improve present methods of examining and studying 

violations of human rights, since it was not stated that the only practical 

suggestion had been made by his delegation. He had proposed t1co measures for the 

immediate implementation of the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights. As there were still nine ratifications ~equired before it could enter into 

force. he had proposed first that the 26 countries which ha(i ratified it should sign 

a protocol bringing it into force irr~ediately and, secondly, that those countries 

which had si:'<;aed the European Convention for the Protection of Hu_man Rights and 

Fundamental Freedoms should be urged to ratify the International Covenant without 

delay. Chile v!anted. the International Covenant to become operative as soon as 

possible, since it •-relcOlhed the safeguards it embodied for small countries. He 

hoped that his Government 1 s initiative vould find support. 

He thanked those countries where human rights were respected for their 

constructive criticism, which would be taken into account by his Government. They 

might, hmrever, be insufficiently informecl of the situation' in Chile. Chile had 

the longest tradition of democracy in Latin P~erica and, in l9\0, respect for 

democracy had made the country entrust tlle office of President to a candidate who 

had obtained barely 36 per cent of the votes. During that President 1 S term of 

office" the Government 1 s democratic principles had been undermined by a foreign 

Poi·Ter, 1-rhich had supplied arms so that the Govern._ment could. stay in power by force. 

The majority~ in order to regain its rights? had been fore ca. into rebellion. '£he 

civilian population'had eventually "been supported by the armed forces. The new 

Government in Chile ~;as not a military dictatorship it sought to prepare a 

democratic Constitution and restore economic order. Those aims provisionally 

required exceptional measures -for example, a curfew in the cities, restrictions on 

the freedoms of the individual, inclwling detention without charge · that •-rere 
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provided for in the regulations governing emergencies laid down in the 1925 

Constitution. Exceptional measures were necessary in order to prevent a 

resurgence of the anti ·-·d"!mocratic movement begun by the former Government. 

Howevers accusations of retroactive criminal legislation allegedly introduced by the 

new Government l-Tere unfounded. 

Chile had an '1open doors'; policy~ which permitted any citizen of a country 

which maintained relations with Chile to enter without a visa and to send out his 

impressions of the internal situation without censorship. The lack of censorship 

was clear from the recent pastoral letter published by several Chilean bishops~ 

critizing some of the Government;s actions. The letter had been accompanied by a 

statement by a high dignitary of tlie Catholic Church, acknmvledging the Government • s 

non· interference with the bishop 1 s freedom of expression~ and appealing to 

foreigners to have confidence in the Chilean people, who would again, without 

foreign interventionj build a free society in which all human rights would be 

observed. The statement also referred to continuing armed resistance to the new 

regime. It might be supposed that such resistance '.•l0Ul<1 induce the Government to 

take even more stringent measures. Yet, on the contrary, the special measures were 

being relaxed: those detained on Jawson Island were being evacuated~ and the trials 

of those accused of crimes against State security were public. There had been no 

executions in Chile in 1974 and the death penalty recently pronounced on five 

terrorists hed been commuted. 

!·1r. DORON (Observer for Israel) _ speaking at the invitation of the 

Chairman) said that the question of the violation of human rights and fundamental 

' freedoms and the suffering of minorities was a matter of great concern to his people? 

for Jews had been subjected to persecution and oppression in the past and, indeedo 

still were in some parts of the 'tmrld. In that connexion, he drew the attention of 

the Commission to the continued persecution of the Jewish community in Syria, which 

now numbered about 4,500 persons. They were subject to discriminatory restrictions~ 

arbitrary arrests and torture, and in some cases were murdered. He referred to two 

recent articles in ~E!:. _N~~".J?_r}~ .'I'iJl!.e_s_ and ~-~-Q.b~erver which reported that Jews in 

Syria were forbidden to leave th~ country, to travel more than four kilometres from 

their homes, to have telephones, or to work in professions of their choice. 
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Recently 3 four Jewish girls in S:,rria had been raped awl murdered. Four men h'ld been 

arrested in connexion w·ith the I'1Urder tw·o were members of prominent Je1·Tish families 

in Damascus, and one of them was a. brother-·in· la.vr of one of the murdered e;irls. 

That made the trumped· .. UP charges against the t~m young Je;.rs even more incredible and 

indicated that the Syrian a.ut:1orities intended to use them as scapegoats. In 

a.not!1er inciCient . 11 J e1vish >ramen had been arrested in Aleppo and transported to 

Damascus, where they ha(J been interrogated and torture(', for 48 hours so ti"1at they 

would provide information on relatives vrho bad escaped fro:m Syria. Tl:ree Jm-rs had 

beeu in Syrian gaols since September 1971, char:?;ed with trying to escape from 

Syria.. The Government of Syria 1.ra.s clearly waging a carr.paign of terror a(!,ainst the 

Jevrish community, thus viole.ting the Universal Declaration of Human Rigtts. The 

Je-.rs in Syria must be permitted to depart for lands where they coulc live in peace, 

dignity and security. 

The Jewish community in Iraq, numbering about 4oo persons, was being brutally 

persecuted. Between SepteNber 1972 and .April 1973, lS persons hc>.d been abducted by 

Iraqi plain -clothes police a...nd security forces: the authorities had not provided any 

information about their vrhereabouts, ar./t there 1-rere indications that they had died 

in gaol. In April 1973, five members of a Jewish family had been machine-eunned to 

deati1 in their home n,t midday. The only hOJ?e of the Jews i.a Iraq was thp,t they 

would be allmfed to leave Iraq. 

The situation of Jevm in the Soviet Union •.vas also distressing. At least 

1,500 proninent Soviet JPHs, mainly from yr,oscow, Kiev and Leningrad, hac. applied to 

leave the Soviet Union fo:r Israel, but their applications had been rejected and they 

h2.d been subjected to harassl!lent, including dismissal from th'?ir place of employment. 

Tl1ose people \vere not allovred to leave the Soviet Union because of i~he alleged 

importance of their "torork~ yet they were U.ismissed from their job because they wanted 

to lee,ve. About 40 Je,..rs i.rere in -prison in the Soviet Union simply because they had 

1-ranted to leave one youn;; engineer from Kiev had been sentenced to three and a half 

years imprisonment 1-rith hard labour on a charge of hooliganism. The personnel at 

the Department ,of Visas and Registrations had heen reduced recently, so !:h:::,t 
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applications for exit visas 1vere delayed and few·er applications could. be made. 

There had been a substantial decrease in the number of exit permits ~ranted so far 

in 1974:. about 120.000 applicants were now waiting for visas. Large.~scale arrests 

of Jewish petitioners was contnuing in Moscow tand other cities. He was drawing 

the Committee 1 s attention to the situation of Soviet Jews on purely humanitarian 

.;:;ounds. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights provided that everybody was 

entitled to leave their country of residence and move to another country. The 

Soviet Union should respect that fundamental human right. 

~.!E.· ~-.__!'!.• ~!gRJ.I!_qy_ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in 

exercise of the right of reply 9 saio that the representative of the junta had not 

been able to refute any of the accusations concerning flagrant and mass violations 

of human rights in Chile. .It was cow.mon knowledge that those violations were 

continuing. 

His Government had sponsored many United Nations resolutions concerning human 

rights, including the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of 

Racial Discrimination and more recently, the International Convention on the 

Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apar_:t;E_eid, and it was also party to 

international legal instruments for the protection of human rights, including the 

Covenants. The Soviet Union had always followed a policy of promoting genuine 

equality and brotherhood between all peoples in its territory in order to eliminate 

any grounds for discrimination. It also supported the struggle against racial 

discrimination at the international level. 

The representative of the junta had insulted the Commission on Human Rights by 

saying that its members 1vere not competent to consider matters concerning human 

rights. At the last session of the Commission, npecial attention had been paid to 

the violations of human rights in Chile because the violations had been so glaring 

that the Commission could not pass over them in silence. Events had confirmed that 

there was no rule of law in Chile and that the junta was following a policy of 

terror. The Commission had therefore unanimously decided to send a telegram to the 

Government of Chile expressing its deep concern ana calling upon the junta to cease 

violating human rights. 
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The representative of the junta had saia. that democracy was now being restored. 

But the former Governm.ent had been a democratic Government and had not violated any 

human ri['ts. It was now that democracy was being disregarded and human rights 

violated. Be referred to accounts ~f torture in gaols and bloodshed reported in 

the Colombian newspaper :2::1 Tie~:e2.~ and the "Hest German magazine, Der Spiegel. 

'rhat indicated that there was certainly no democracy or freedor,l in Chile at the 

present time. 

\rforld public opinion could not ignore such flagran-t mass violations of human 

rights. 'l'he crLtes of the junta had been widely conder,med, in uarticular by all 

the progressive peace-loving peoples in Latin America. The Harsaw Treaty countries 

had issued a statement of condemnation in April 1974. His delesation maintained 

that the United ?Jations could do much to halt the crLlles in Chile. 

\lith regard to what the Observer for Israel had said. concerning the Soviet 

Union, he firmly opposed all the allegations made, which 1vere contrary to the facts. 

Mr. H:SUGEBAUER (German Democratic Republic) , speaking in exercise of the 

ri6ht of reply, said that the representative of the junta could not divert 

attention from the fact that human rights were being violated in Chile. Along with 

the representatives of the United :~ingdom and Sweden, he had said that the Chilean 

regil'..te should be urged to respect fundamental human rights. 

Hr. BADAIH (Egypt) , speaking in exercise of the right of reply, recalled 

that the Observer for Israel had said that he wished to draw the Committee's 

attention to the situation of Jews on purely humanitarian grounds. H~~anitarian 

concern should not be selective but should apply to all ~ankind, Article 13, 

paragraph 2, of the Universal Declaration of Euman Rights stated that everyone 

had the right to leave any country, including his own, and to return to his country. 

General Asse~bly resolution 194 (III)) paragraph 11, affirmed the right of the 

Palestinian people to return to their homes or else be compensated for loss of or 

da.Lnage to property. The Government of Israel had never respected that resolution 

or subsequent resolutions, the most recent of which was General Assembly 

resolution 3089 (X1.'VIII) , which reaffirc1ed the right of displaced persons to return 

to their hmnes, deplored the Israeli Govern:.nent 1 s refusal to allow ther.: to do so and 

called upon it to take measures to allmv them to return home. Instead thousands of 
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Israelis had been transplanted and settled in some 50 settlements established in 

the occupied territories, in violation of article 49 of the 1949 Geneva Convention 

Relative to the Protection of Civilian Persons in Time of War, which stated that 

the Occupying Power should not transfer part of its own civilian population into 

the territory it occupied. 

The Committee should be concerned with the human rights of all peoples, in 

accordance with the principles and purposes of the Charter and the relevant 

resolutions of the United Nations. Paragraph 13 (f) of the Programme for the 

Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination specified that States 

should adopt measures to prevent the activities of groups inciting people to leave 

their land and settle in lands belonging to others in accordance with policies 

designed to consolidate settler-colonialism or to settle natives in reservations. 

Mr. BAZAN DAVILA (Chile), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, 

said that Soviet weapons had been introduced into Chile with a view to establishing 

a totalitarian regime there. The representative of Cuba on the Commission on Human 

Rights had made direct reference to that. At the Commission's last session, his 

delegation had accused the Soviet Union of sending arms to Chile with a view to 

establishing a totalitarian regime there by provoking a civil war and violating the 

fundamental freedoms of the people; the Soviet representative had not disputed that 

charge, thus implying that it was true. And now the Soviet representative was 

referring to press reports of what was happening in Chile; he himself could refer 

to even more horrifying press reports about what was happening in the Soviet Union. 

The Soviet representative, however, had still not refuted the charge that the 

Soviet Union had interfered in the internal affairs of Chile. 

Mr. DORON (Observer for Israel), speaking at the invitation of the 

Chairman and in exercise of the right of reply, said that the representative of 

Egypt, who had spoken of a selective approach to human rights, had himself selected 

certain words from paragraph 11 of General Assembly resolution 194 (III) and omitted 

others, in particular the words "live at peace". Events of the past 26 years had 

shown that the Arabs had always omitted any reference to the word "peace". He 

hoped, however, that the word would reappear and that peace would return to the 

Middle East. 
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Hr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in 

exercise of the right of reply, firmly refuted the slanderous accusation made by 

the representative of' the junta that the Soviet Union had interfered in the 

internal affairs of Chile. He also noted that the representative of the junta had 

not been able to deny that there was a reign of terror in Chile, b~cause it was an 

irrefutable fact. 

Mr. BADAI.VI (Egypt), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, observed 

that Israel had never allowed the refugees to return to their homes so that they 

coulo live at peace. Instead, Israel ha.d displaced more and :more people. 

The meeting rose at 6.1~. 
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Chair!".an: ~1r. SHID (Czechoslovakia) 

H~Ulli RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continued) 

E/AC.7/SR.747 

Monday~ 13 May 1974, 
at 11 a.n. 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMivliSSION ON HUMf.N RIGHTS (E/5464) (continued) 

Mr. WANG (China) said that he wished to make some observations concerning 

the report on the thirtieth session of the Commission on Human Rights. 

Hith regard to the question of respect for basic human rights, the people of 

the world indignantly condemned the crimes of Israeli zionism, ··~"-~I· mtll repeatedly 

launched wars of aggression against tl1e Arab countries, occupied territories, 

expelled their inhabitants, illegally established settlements and recently 

intensified the persecution of Syrian citizens living in the Golan Heights. 

V!ith the support and connivance of imperialism, colonialism and 

neo-colonialism, the regimes in southern Africa had adopted counter-revolutionary 

tactics consisting in increasing their military budget and stepping up their 

repression, and establishing various kinds of institutions to whitewash their 

colonialist rule. 

By their crimes and atrocities, the Zionists and the racist regimes in 

southern Africa were constantly violating the United Nations resolutions and 

Charter. The Government of China believed that the struggle of peoples against 

zionism and the racist regimes was part of the struggle of the peoples of the world 

against imperialism, colonialism, neo-colonialism and hegemonism. All justice­

loving countries and peoples should contribute towards that struggle; the 

Government of China would give every assistance within its ability, until those 

oppressed peoples could \-lin final victory. 

The peoples of various countries, and in particular the third world countries, 

were suffering constant violations of their basic human rights, because of the 

imperialist policies pursued in particular by the super-Powers. No protection of 

human rights was possible without support for the struggle of the peoples against 

the policies of those super-Powers, which were seriously threatening the 

independence and security not only of the developing countries but also of the 

developed countries. 
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In that connexion, some peo~le who 1:ere talking at length about supporting the 

s·i.;.ruggJ.e of the third world peoples against colonialis;n and racis!l'l. >-rere bandying 

about such deceptive concepts as detente~ and were saying th<...t war resulted in mass 

violations of. h-...unan rights. By spea.lting of detente, they were trying to cover up 

the design of the two super-P~>Wers to impose their hegemony and were askinc; the 

peoples to cease their struggle. With regard to the statement about war, it shoulc 

be borne in mind that there were two quite different types of war: imperialist wars 

of aggression and the people's wars against aggression. The former were the root 

cause of the violation of hurrtan rights, while the latter were just wars to protect 

human rights. 

At its thirtieth session, the COJ11Illission on Human Rights had adopted some 

fairly acceptable resolutions: the one concerninG the report of the Ad Hoc Harking 

Group of Experts on the violation of human rights in the ~olonial territories of 

southern Africa; the resolutions and decisions on the violation of human ri~hts in 

the territories occupied by Israel and the resolutions .'!ondemning the activities o:f 

the countries which provided assistance to the colonia~ist and racist re~imes in 

southern Africa. The Chinese delegation supported al: those resolutions. 

Hiss ILIC (Yugoslavia) referred to draft r::solutions I, II and III, 

whereby it had been decided to authorize the Sub-Conmission on Prevention of 

Discrimination and Protection of Minorities to undertake studies on the questions 

dealt with in those draft resolutions. 

Her delegation believed that those studies vould enable the international 

cm,;munity more successfully to prevent the provision of all economic" political or 

military assistance to colonial and re.cist regitues, so that the peoples subject to 

those regimes could realize the huma.~ rights so long denied them. 

The report of the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts was a valuable contribution 

to the struggle against racial discrimination E..nd anartheid, and in that connexion 

her delegation supported draft resolutions V and VI. 

Draft resolution IV, concerning the realization of economic, social and 

cultural rights 9 should. be vie-vred and implemented in the light of the 

recommendations of the sixth special ses3ion of the General Assembly. 

The Yugoslav delegation agreed with those delegations which, when discussing 
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the question dealt with in draft resolution VIII, had pointed out that, when the 

Sub-Commission considered the item, it should take particularly intv account the 

situation of migrant ;.:rorkers. 

The Commission on Human Rights had also adopted an important resolution on the 

question of the violation of human rights in the territories occupied as a result of 

hostilities in the Middle East (resolution 1 (XXX)). The decisions on scientific 

and technological developments {resolution 2 (XXX)), and especially the decision to 

consider the lon0-term programme at the thirty-first session, were particulexly 

important not only for the future work of the Commission but also for the work of 

the Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly. 

Her delegation shared the deep concern expressed by the Commission on Hmnan 

Rights in its telegram to the Governrnect of Chile. Although it endorsed the 

contents of the telegram, it would have preferred more effective action on the part 

of the Commission. Her delegation was prepared to support any action by the Council 

that would contribute effectively to the restoration of human rigl:.ts in Chile. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that at its most recent session the Con;mission 

on Human Rights had dealt with particularly important questions: racial 

discrimination, self-determination and human rights in the occupied territories in 

the Midule East, the situation in Chile, the question of gross violations of human 

rights in relation to Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII) and the draft Declaration 

on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance. 

It would seem that the Commission, after years of fruitful work, vas going 

through a period of d.ifficulties due to the growing evidence of violations of 

hunan rights, which calle'1 for a strer1gthening of the means of action avs.ilable to 

the United Nations. For more than two decades, the Comn:ission hacl been making 

studies and elaborating international instrurrtents; it vras 110re difficult to ac:t 

on violations of human rights, and the cautious approach adopted by the Com.'nission 

was therefore understandable ~nd justifiable. 

With regard to the study of situations which revealed a consistent pattern of 

gross violations of human rights, the Commission 1 s next session might .mark a 

turning-point in United Nations sctivities. 

/ ... 
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Nevertheless, her delegation had doubts about some of the Commission's actions. 

For the draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Fo1:ms u..r fl<"l i ei nuo Tn-tvJ..c ... =•"'c, 

the Commission had established an open-ended v10rking group. Yet few delegations 

had participated in the work of the group, which had not been very active. Jl,.nother 

example was the decision taken by the Commission on the situations submitted to it • 

by the Sub·-Comrnission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities 

under Council resolution 1503 (XLVIII). That question had been considered at the 

end of the session, and only a procedural decision had been adopted. Her 

delegation hoped that at the next session it would be possible to make progress on 

the substance of the question. 

Previous speakers had referred to the situation prevailing in Chile with 

regard to human rights. In that connexion 9 she confirmed ivhat had been stated by 

the Italian delegation at the 1273rd and 1279th meetings of the Commission on 

Human Rights, and added that the concern expressed at that time still persisted, 

in vie-:,r of the reports from various sources. Her delegation firmly believed that 

human rights ivere not a purely domestic question, but a matter of international 

concern. It therefore hoped that there iYOuld soon be information shm.ring an 

encourar,ing evolution of the situation. 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) recallec that, when the Universal Declaration of 

Human Rights had been adopted, the then President of the General Assembly, 

Mr. Evatt of Australia, had said that the Declaration was backed by the authority 

of the body of opinion of the United Nations and that the world 'l!rould learn to turn 

to it for inspiration. Since then, there had been a growing understanding of the 

nature of human rights and of the conditions required for them to flourish. The 

report of the Commission on Human Rigl-ots on its thirtieth session clearly indicated 

that peoples weighed dovm by poverty or colonialism were unable fully to exercise 

their human r;_ghts, and for them the ideals of the various instruments adopted on 

that subject by the United Nations seemed very remote. 

Australia had a long tradition of respect for human rights. In 1973, the 

Australian Government had ratified several ILO conventions on human rights and had 

also stated its wish to ratify the International Covenants on human rights, the 

International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination 

and the Convention on the PoliticaJ. Rights of Women. 
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The adoption of General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII), which had 

proclaimed the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, was 

implicit recognition that much still remained to be done to promote human rights. 

Australia believed that respect for human rights and opposition to racial 

discrL1ination implied positive suppo:t·t for the process of decolonization and 

total rejecti~n of the practice of apartheid. 

The eight draft resolutions and three drafi~ decisions submitted by the 

Commission on Human Rights were the :result of e" wide debate on the question, and 

the telegram ~ent to the Government of Chile reflected the Commission's concern 

about particular situations in which human rights ~ere not being respected. The 

Australian Government joine0 with other delegations which had ex?ressed concern 

about allegations of human rights violations in Chile. 

The Council might not have time to do full justice to the many draft 

resolutions submitted by the Commission on Human Rights. For example, the latest 

report of the Ad Ho~ Workine Group of Experts gave a co~prehensive picture of human 

rights violations in southern Africa; and the report of the Special Rapporteur 

referred to in draft resolution IV was related to Un-ited Hations stud:i.es on huuan 

rights and economic development. Much hard >vork had gone into the draft 

Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance. If the 

Council adopted draft decision 1 the Assembly might take the matter up at the end 

of the current year. The procedure for the study of commm1ications alleging 

violations of human riiThts had been a slow-moving one but the adoption of draft 

decision 2 would be another step forward. 

He hoped that the Commission on Human Rights would continue to sustain the 

momentum of human rights issues. There were ma..ny possible areas for study: the 

impact of modern technology on individual human rights, the question of torture, 

capital punish~ent, conscientious objection to military service, the rights of the 

detained, and many others. The work must keep pace with a :fast-moving ~vorld and 

would therefore always remain unfinished. 

Mr. C~IRILA (Romania) welcomed the priority given by the Commission to 

the consideration of various impediments to the full achievement of human rights 

and their adverse effect on the pooi+.i.ve deve]opment of' international relations and 

on international: peace and security. He particularly w~lcvll.ed t:hc a.ttcntion which 
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the Commission had given to those violations of human rights which reflected the 

continuation of colonial and alien domination, racial discrimination and ~partheid. 

It was appropriate that the Commission should pay particular attention to 

the work of the Sub-Corr.mission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of 

Minorities. Approval by the Council of draft resolutions I, II and III on the 

future work of the Sub-Commission would undoubtedly play a key part in enabling 

that body to continue its substantive 1.rork in the promotion of human rights. 

The Commission had not remained indifferent to the violations of human ri~hts 

in Chile. His delegation was still greatly disturbed by the persecutions of 

progressive and democratic forces and by the violations of constitutional rights 

and freedoms and fundamental human rights in Chile. During the preceding Jrear the 

President of Romania had appealed to the Chilean authorities to drop the 

proceedings against Luis Corvalan and to refrain from any action endangering his 

life or the lives of other personalities and representatives of democratic and 

progressive organizations. 

He again called on the Chilean authorities to abandon their repressive 

policies against members of the Unidad Popular. He hoped that discussion of the 

report of the Commission on Human Rights would contribute to the promotion of and 

respect for human rights throughout the world, thereby contributing to international 

peace and security and the promotion of friendly relations among States. 

~~r. LUBIK (Poland) said that the report of the Commission on Human Rights 

contained among other matters an important draft resolution concerning the 

realization of economic, social and cultural rights, which drew attention to the 

importance of the policy of detente, peacefUl coexistence, and friendly 

co-operation between States. 

His delegation associated itself with the concern manifested by the 

Commission on Human Rights regarding the situation in the occupied territories in 

the Middle East. Despite repeated expressions of concern by the international 

community, flagrant violations of human rights were continuing and must be stopped, 

and a peaceful solution achieved, based on the inalienable right of the 

Palestinian people to independence and self-determination. 

/ ... 

.. 



-141- E/il.C. 7 /SR. 747 

(Mr. Lubik, Poland) 

Another serious problem to which the Commission had devoted its attention 

was that of continuing violations of human rights and fundamental freedoms by 

the military Junta in Chile, so gra~hically described by the widow of the 

President of the legitimate Government of Chile, Salvador Allende. The members 

of the Commission had, it seemed, reached the unanimous conclusion that there was 
\ 

an emergency with regard to human rights in Chile, and they had sent a telegram to 

the.t effect to the military Junta. The reply to the telegram had not been 

rcceiv~'>fl nnt.il 7 March. His Government had studied the reply with great attention 

&ld had found it not only inadequate and unsatisfactory, but downright shameful. 

On 24 April 1974 the Roman Catholic Church of Chile had accused the Junta of such 

practices as torture, the keeping of large numbers of persons in solitary 

confinement, and the creation of a climate of insecurity and fear. According to 

the representative of the Junta, about 95 per cent of Chileans were Catholics. 

Tne Roman Catholic Church had indicated that tens of thousands of political 

prisoners had passed through detention centres and more than 6,000 still remained 

imprisoned, t:h~ majority without charges. On 29 April 1974 The Ne1·r York Times 

had reported that the most important members of the overthrown Government were to 

be brought from Dawson Island, known also as Death Island, to Santiago for 

court martial.· How·ever, the Junta had not disclosed vrhen the prisoners would go 

on trial, nor on what charges. The newspaper had also carried a report that death 

sentences had been passed in Chile follow~ng proceedings held in secret. 

Those uere only a few of the serious and flagrant violations of fundamental 

human rights in Chile which gave ample reason for concern about the situation 

prevailing there. Those recent reports were a flat contradiction of the Chilean 

reply. 

Annex IV to document A/9596 contained a statement on Chile of the States 

parties to the Warsaw Treaty. The States parties declared their profound concern 

over the situation in Chile and firmly condemned the arbitrary rule of the 

military Junta in gross violation of the United Nations ChaFcer and other 

international ir-struments. The States parties had also called on world public 

to tmfold still f'J.rther t:~e campaign of international solicarity with the 

Chilel'l.::: n>::o-ple in the:i.r str'J.F':'de ar~ainst terror, and for the restoration of 

d.e;·n0cro.tic rights anc freedomB ir: th"<'ir country. 
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That statement, coupled with the findin~s of the international commission to 

investir~ate crimes in Chile, recently published in Helsin.ld, tmderlined the need to 

strengthen international solidarity for the restoration of human rights. 

The people of Poland, who had bitter memories of Nazi occupation, were 

profoundly moved by the events in Chile, and fully supported the position taken by 

the Commission on Human Rights in its report. He hoped that when discussjng the 

report of the Commission on E~an Rights on its thirtieth session the Council would 

take due account of that situation and recommend appropriate measures. He hoped 

that the Chilean people would be victorious in their just struggle to restore 

democracy and genuine independence in their count~!· 

Hr. BAZARKHAND (Mongolia) said that his delegation was opposed to all 

forms of racial discrimination, racism and apartheid, which represented a threat to 

world peace and to national security. The racist re~imes in South Africa and 

Southern Rhodesia were supported by Western imperialists in violation of human 

rights. His delegation condemned the a~tivities of those who supported such 

repimes in defiance of the Universal Declaration of Euman Rights and the Charter of 

the United Nations; in accordance with its views on the matter, the Government of 

Mongolia maintained no relations with the racist regimes of southern Africa. 

He praised the measures ,,rhich the Commission on Human Ri~hts had taken with 

regard to the situation in Chile and condemned the inhuman acts o? the ruling Jtmta 

there. A press report ha.d stated that a number of politicians were to be brought 

to trial and he therefore urged the Committee to take all measures to save their 

lives. He would support any measures to put an end to the situation in Chile. He 

was convinced that the Chilean people would be able to restore freedom and democracy 

in their country. 

Mr. GOLOVKO (Observer of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic), speaking 

at the invitation of the Chairman, said that at its last session the Commission on 

Human Rights had adopted a number of important resolutions and decisions which were 

the outcome of the Commission's work, with particular reference to the violation of 

human rights in the Middle East, the adverse consequences of assistance given to 

colonial and racist regimes in southern Africf., and the report of the Ad Hoc vlorking 

Group of Experts. He hoped that those decisions would strengthen the exercise of 

and respect for human rights. 
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':Lhe Commission on Human Rights had devoted a P;reat deal of time to the study of 

the human rights aspect of the situation in Chile and had expressed its indignation 

at the repressive activities of the Governmeut in consolidating its power following 

the coup d'etat. The Commission had decided to send the Chilean Government a 

telegram expressing its deep concern about reports received from a wide variety of 

sources concerning gross and massive violations of hun1an rights in Chile and 

regarding the protection of persons whose lives were reported to be in· imminent 

danger, including many outstanding political, social and cultural figures. The 

Comn1ission had insisted that such persons, and other Chilean citizens and foreigners 

in similar situations shoulC:_ not be prevented f!'om leaving the country. 

nevertheless there had been no improvement in the situation in Chile since the 

Commissionvs thirtieth session; press reports from all over the world indicated that 

it had in fact deteriorated. The rulinr Junta had set off a reaction against the 

~regress which had been made by the deposed Government, ana was bringing repression 

and terror to bear against its supporters. 

Hany countries and organizations had demanded an end to that situation, and 

the freeing of political prisoners. 

The Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic supported the decision of the 

Commission on Human Rights to address an appeal to the Junta, but it still believed 

that the :Economic and Social Council and the United Nations should take measures to 

put an end to the situation in Chile. 

Mr. BAZAN (Chile), speaking in exercise of the right of renly, said that 

the delep:ations which had echoed the Soviet representative's virulent attack on 

Chile uere, in common with a number of Soviet front organizations, parts of a 

repetition machine which had long been operating in the United Nations and which 

gave disproportionate weight to the concerns and designs of a s~per-Pm·!er. Such 

delegations spoke with one voice because they represented countries within the 

Soviet orbit, ruled by Governments of similar political complexion which had been 

described as "inhuma.n" regines. The term meant that those regimes violated human 

rights daily and did so systematically in the sense that such violations were an 

essential element of the political system under which they lived. Those States 

were not sincere when they spoke of human rights; they supported any Government 
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which was ~olitically akin to them, even though it did not respect human rights, 

while opposing any :politically indenendent Government even though it did respect 

human rights. 

If they pretended to be alarmed at what was happening in Chile, it was not 

because they were preoccupied ~~ritb hu."llan rights but rather because they '1-rished to 

undermine the prestige of the Chilean Government which had repelled the foreign 

intervention and because they were seeking to create conditions favourable for a new 

intervention. They were thus trying to take advanta~e of the circu.~stances to 

achieve political ends contrary to the restoration of human rights which was being 

souo;ht in Chile. 

The other delegations which had dealt with the situation in Chile represented 

countries where human rights vlere respectec't i.e.') which were governed by 11human 11 

regimes. The Chilean delegation listened to those delegations with the greatest 

respect because its own Government was inspired by the same ideals. It did not 

claim to be a totalitarian Government~ nor had it any desire to be confused with a 

totalitarian Government. It did not plan to perpetuate itself in power but it had 

been forced to adopt exceptional measures of public security, sanctioned by national 

and international laws 9 in order to restore the full enjoyment of human rights and 

representative democracy which had been destroyed during the previous Government. 

The present Chilean Government had just announced tbe princinles which guided it, 

affirming that indivi0uals had natural rights which were prior to and superior to 

the State and which were inherent in the .very nature of human beings because they 

originated in their own creator. The State should recognize and regulate the 

exercise of those rights b1~, since the State did not concede them, it could not 

ever deny them. The Government of Chile was a "human1
' regime and none of the 

exceptional and transitional measures which it had had to ado~t so far disproved that 

fact. All the measures were desiened to prevent the repetition of foreign 

interference, to bring about reconciliation among Chileans and to allow the full 

restoration of human rights and representative democracy which had been violated as 

a result of the illegal foreign interference. 

The references which the representatives of countries ~overned by human regimes 

had made to the situation prevailinp in Chile not only reflected a legitimate 

preoccupation, because the international campaign afainst Chile had distorted the 

facts, but also were desir;ned to secure a h-ighly J anr'll'l1•]f'> aiM, tr:tat of ensuring that 
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Chileans continued in the full enjoyment of their human rights. The countries 

governed by human regimes haQ been motivated not by political intentions but by 

purely humanitarian aims, which was the only approach possible in the Economic and 

Social Council. 

Ravin~ Made that essential distinction between delegations who were discussing 

Chile with the political motive of disparaging the efforts Chile was making to 

restore human rights ~~d the Qelegations who were discussing Chile with the 

humanitarian intention of ensurin~ the full enjoyment of those rights~ he merely 

wished to express the hope that within the Economic and Social Council there would 

prevail the ht:manitarian spirit of those delegations which had the moral authority 

to djsC'uss human rights and not the political motives of those who were disqualified 

from discussing such rights. 

There was no doubt that, if the dele~ations of Governments with inh1xman regimes 

were obliged to share the humanitarian feelings of those delegations of countries 

with human regimes without contaminating those feelin~s with their ~olitical motives, 

the Economic and Social Council would have made some small progress tovrards 

impressing on countries with inhuman regirres a greater respect for human rights. 

I1r. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in the exercise 

of his right of reply, said that the statements made by the representative of the 

Chilean Junta were not new. In the Commission on Human Rights the Chilean 

representative had been unable to reject the Commission's unanimous condemnation 

of the situation previlaing in Chile but had only reulied with slanders and false 

accusations. 

There existed in Chile, which was a democracy, a clear pattern of violations 

of human rights. The Fourth Conference of Heads of State or Government of the 

Non-alit;ned Countries, meetinp: in Algeria at the time when the Government of Popula.r 

Union was overthrown, had expressed its solidarity with the people of Chile before 

the reactionary attack. 

The representative of the Chilean Junta was trying to absolve the Junta from 

the blame attached to it by world public opinion and the Commissinn on Human Rights. 

He was guilty of blasphemy when he called torture and repression national 

reconciliation. The manoeuvres of the Junta could deceive nobody. 

It was necessary to take steps to put an end to the sit11ation in Chile a"1d to 

ensure the restoration of human rights in that cmmtry which had been one of the 

great democracies of the world. 
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(c) QUESTION Or SLA\~RY AND THE SLAVE TRADE IN ALL THEIR PRACTICES AND 
MANIFESTATIONS, INCLUDING THE SLAVERY-LIKE PRACTICES OF APARTHEID AND 
COLONIALISM !continued) 

Mr. BROAD (United Kingdom) said that item 10 (c) raised one of the most 

important questions on the agenda and his delegation felt that the Committee should 

adopt draft decision 3. .. 

Everything possible should be done to abolish slavery not only in its most 

common manifestations but also in others such as serfdom, debt bondage, exploitation 

of children, and so on. Economic and Social Council r0solution 1695 (LII), on which 

United Nations activities in the field of slavery were based, indicated two plans of 

action: on the one hand, the Secretary-General was to undertake a survey of 

national legislation, which his delegation considered of prime importance, and, on 

the other hand, he was to prepare a plan of technical co-operation which might take 

the form of technical assistance in the preparation of laws, their implementation 

and the holding of consultations on the integration of slaves into society. 

His delegation was awaiting the Secretary-General's report on that question and 

hoped that the Committee could take a decision on it by consensus. He proposed that 

in draft decision 3 in chapter I, section B of the report the following sentence 

should be added: "The Council takes note of the Secretary-General's report in 

document E/5446 and requests that the report requested in paragraph 13 (d) of 

Council resolution 1695 (LII) be made available in good time for consideration by 

the Working Group of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and 

Protection of Minorities before its twenty-eighth session.!¥ 

Mro GONZALEZ DECOSSIO (Mexico) said that when Hexico had begun its 

struggle for freedom and independence, in 1810, the Mexican people had declared the 

abolition of slavery throughout the national territory and since then the prohibition 

of slavery had constituted an integral part of the supreme laws of independent 

Mexico. 

Nevertheless, throughout the nineteenth century there remained certain forms of 

servitude in some sectors of the population; the triumph of the armed revolutionary 

movement of 1910 led to the creation of political, economic, social and cultural 

structures which finally eliminated those forms of servitude. At the moment, the 

Mexican Government was making corrmendable efforts to solve the problems arising 

from the existence of a growing labour force and was seeking to provide all the 

inhabitants of the country with access to guidance services and vocational training. 

I . .. 
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Mr ·~ BQ_VEN (Netherlands) said the.t his country supporte1 United Hations 

activities uesigned to abolish slaverJ- and slavery-like practices. He also agreed 

that the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities 

should be authorized to designate a group to analyse the events taking place in that 

sphere. However, parar:rap~ 20 of the Secretary-General's report ( E/ 5446) should be 

amended. It referred to the position of certain Governments with respect to the ILO 

Coaventions but it was not clear whether the reference vras to all the Conventions 

rJentioned in paragraph 19 or SOIJle of them. The wording was not clear and 

particularly the references to the position of Denmark$ Canada and the Netherlands. 

(d) ALLEGATIONS CONCETh.''HNG INFRINGEl~NTS OF TRADE UNION RIGHTS (E/5445) (continued) 

Miss von ROEMER (International Confederation of Free Trade Unions), 

speaking at the invitatio'l of the Chairman~ mentioned the massacre of the striking 

1dners at Carletonville in South Africa as a result of 1vhich the General Secretary· 

of ICFTU had called on the United Nations to set up a special comr.Jission to 

investigate the matter. As was well known, the South African Government refused 

to allow a United Nations observer to attend the so-called judicial inc:uiry, · 

alleging that it was a purely domestic matter. 

It could be seen from document E/5445 that the Scuth African Government had not 

even replied. to the United .i~ations Secretary-General's request for its consent to 

havint; the com.plai11t of the Lesotho General ~,!orkers' Union referred to the Fact­

Find.ing and Conciliation Commission of the ILO. She wondered if the Council might 

consider referring the complaint to the Ad Hoc viorking Group of Experts established 

under rel:·.olutions 2 (XXIII) and 2 (XXIV) of the Corn..1'Jlission on Human Rights. 

I~ recent times considerable publicity ha~ been given to the wage increases 

granted to African workers in South Africa. ]owever. she quoted. a series of data 

which showed that in fact the African workers had in no vray improved their position 

and that consequently the strH::c at 8arletonville w::..s fully justified. Nevertheless, 

the African workers were continuing to fight for their rights and in <January and 

F'ebruary strikes broke out involving 10,000 textile workers. Many African workers 

we:;.~e arrested and fined while four young ~orhite trade unionist~.; were arrested and 

banned. The ICFTU had issued appeals to the United ~ations protesting against the 

arrest of the black workers and of the four young whites 1.rho tried to assist them 

to set up trade unions. 

I .. . 
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She quoted other examples of the brutal repression of the African workers 

struggling to obtain the recognition of their rights. So lone as the African 

workers were deprived of normal bargaining machinery and so long as the employers 

continued to tru~e advantage of the situation, no real improvement could be expected. 

The African workers had rejected the works and liaison cow~ttees instituted by the 

Government as being ineffective and hiJhly suspect. There could be no alternative 

solution to genuine democratic trade unions. The ICFTU '-rould spare no effort to 

support the African workers at that decisive phase of their struggle. 

Mr. GONZALEZ DE_ COS$]0 (Mexico) supported the proposal to request South 

Africa to allow an inquiry by the Fact-Finding and Conciliation Commission of the 

ILO. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that the Netherlands Government was 

deeply interested in the question of trade union rights and had taken note of the 

complaint made by the Lesotho General i-lorkers 1 Union. It had also taken note of 

the fact that, according to the practice established in Council resolution 277 (X), 

the Secretary-General had requested the consent of the South African Government to 

the transmission of the complaint to the Fact-Finding and Conciliation Commission 

of the ILO, a procedure based on the fact that South Africa was a Menfuer of the 

United Nations btft not of the ILO. He regretted that no reply had been received 

from the South African Government. The South African Government often complained' 

that it did not have enough opportunities to make its position known. In the 

present case 9 it was being given the opportunity to be a party in a semi-judicial, 

procedure in which all the parties could intervene. In accordance with the 

provisions of Council resolution 277 (X). the Council could take any other 

appropriate measure. Since the Ad Hoc Group of Experts of the Commission on Human 

Rights was considering the trade union situation in South Africa and was to submit 

a repm·t to the Council in 1975, it might be possible to transmit the complaints 

to the Ad Hoc Group of Experts so they could take action. The Director of the 

Division on Human Rights had referred to that question at the 744th meeting and had 

quoted the precedent of Council resolution 1216 (XLII). Consequently, and without 

making a formal proposal since his delegation felt that the matter should continue 

to be debated in the Committee, he proposed that the complaint of the Lesotho General 

I .. . 
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1/lorkers 1 Union should be transmitted to the Ad Hoc Group of Experts of the 

Commission on Human Rights so that ~he Group could consider it and incorporate its 

conclusions on the subject in its report t.o the Eccnomic and Social Council at its 

fifty-eighth session on the question of allegations concerning violations of trade 

union rights. 

The meeting rose at 1.05 p.m. 
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748th meeting Monday, 13 May 1974, 
at 3.20 p.m. 

Chairman: Mrs. MAIR (Jamaica) 

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continued): 

(c) QUESTION OF SLAVERY AND THE SLAVE TRADE IN ALL THEIR PRACTICES AND 
MANIFESTATIONS, INCLUDING THE SLAVERY-LIKE PRACTICES OF APARTHEID AND 
COLONIALISM (E/5446) (continued) 

Mr. HAENSEL (German Democratic Republic) said that his Government 

condemned slavery and the slave trade in all their practices and manifestations 

and supported all possible measures to eliminate them. Many resolutions had 

already been adopted by the United Nations to that end. The socialist States had 

made a substantive contribution to the drafting, for example, of the International 

Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination and the 

International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of 

Apartheid. All those documents had a deep humanitarian content and were aimed 

against the most acute forms of rac1sm. His country had often made official 

statements in favour of those United Nations decisions and, at the twenty-eighth 

session of the General Assembly, had declared itself resolved to promote their 

implementation. 

Conditions in the German Democratic Republic excluded any possibility of 

slavery or slavery-like practices. The Constitution ensured respect for the human 

rights, human dignity and fundamental freedoms of every citizen. The guarantee of 
' 

equality before the law, without distinction of any kind, was enshrined in the 

Constitution, and the same spirit of equality for all pervaded all his country's 

legislation. Human rights were implemented in accordance with the universally 

accepted principle that their respect should be ensured through national 

legislation. On the basis of the same principle of parity between constitutional 

theory and actual practice, his country was also firmly opposed to child abuse and 

prostituti:on. 
' The question arose whether or not the brain drain was tantamount to a 

present-day form of slavery and colonialism. That question was linked with the 

issue of the struggle against apartheid and colonialism and for national 

independence. Broader measures were needed for action in that field. 

I . .. 
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Mr. GROS (France) said that France, which had been a sponsor of Council 

resolution 1695 (LII), had always advocated intensification of the efforts by 

Governments, the specialized agencies, INTERPOL and the United Nations to combat 

the shocking practice of slavery in all its forms. His country had al1vays 

supported United Nations efforts to utilize effectively the appropriate 

instruments to eliminate the heinous policy of apartheid. However, the absolute 

assimilation of apartheid to slavery, which was a historical phenomenon linked with 

the feudal system, appeared questionable. While both slavery and apartheid might 

be equally reprehensible, their characteristics were fU&damentally different. 

Confusion of apartheid with slaverY might weaken the struggle against the former. 

The provisions of resolution 1695 (LII) calling upon States to take measures to 

combat slavery were, of course, hardly applicable in the case of France. The ILO 

Conventions mentioned in paragraph 4 of that resolution had all been ratified by 

France, with the exception of the Social Policy (Basic Aims and Standards) 

Convention (No. 117), which, after being s~udied to see if it was compatible with 

national legislation, would shortly be sub~itted for ratification. 

(d) ALLEGATIONS REGARDING INFRINGEllliNTS OF TRADE UNION RIGHTS (E/5445) (continued) 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Canada) agreed with the statement made by the Netherlands 

representative at the previous meeting. He regretted ~hat the South African 

Government had not made an appropriate reply so as to enable the ILO Fact-Finding 

and Conciliation Commission on Freedom of Association to pursue its task. In the 

circumstances, his delegation supported the Netherlands recommendation that the 

Lesotho case, of which an account was given in document E/5445, should be 

referred to the Ad Hoc Group of Experts, which could subsequently report back to 

the Council. 

Mr. BADAWI (Egypt) agreed with the previous speaker in supporting the 

Netherlands recommendation. 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/5464) (continued) 

Draft resolution I 

i:ir. HANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that his delegation supported draft 

resolution I in the report of the Commission on Human Rights on its • 
I . .. 
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thirtieth session (E/5464). The plague of colonialism and racism in southern 

Africa was closely linked with the imperialist policies of aggression and 

colonization. Over the years, the United Nations had adopted a number of 

resolutions opposing colonialism, racism, racial discrimination and apartheid. 

Nevertheless, the colonialist and rac~st regimes in southern Africa had totally 

disregarded those resolutions and continued their brutal suppression and 

persecution of the people in southern Africa who were fighting for national 

liberation and the protection of basic human rights. His delegation firmly 

condemned imperialism, colonialism and neo-colonialism for tneir encouragement of 

cruelty. 

So long as the southern African people united with the anti-racist forces and 

persevered in the struggle, imperialism, colonialism, racism and hegemonism would 

certainly be crushed. 

Mr. '>liGGINS (United States of America) requested that draft resolution I 

be put to the vote. 

Draft resolution I was adopted by 22 votes to none, with 9 abstentions. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that paragraphs 1 and 2 seemed to imply 

that maintaining any contact whatsoever with the southern African regimes in 

question was tantamount to rendering them assistance. His delegation could not 

agree with that argument and had therefore abstained in the vote. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America) said that his delegation had 

abstained in the vote for the same reasons as those given by the United Kingdom 

representative. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that draft resolution I raised 

questions of considerable importance, and reiterated his delegation's concern 

about the situation in southern Africa. His delegation supported the authorization 

given to the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of 

Minorities to appoint a special rapporteur to study the adverse consequences for 

the enjoyment of human rights of political, military, economic and other forms of 

assistance given to colonial and racist regimes in southern Africa. However, it 

had abstained in the vote because paragraphs 1 and 2, and especially paragraph 2, 

• 
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were such as his Government felt unable fully to implement; his delegation had 

difficulties, in particular, with the second part of paragraph 2. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 

• delegation had been extremely pleased, both in the Commission on Human Rights and 

in the Social Committee, to vote in favour of draft resolution I. It had 

consistently supported United Nations condemnation of those States which helped 

racist regimes in southern Africa to strengthen ~heir policies of apartheid and 

other forms of racial discrimination. Apartheid had been recognized by the 

General Assembly as a crime against humanity, and the General Assembly had further 

recognized that any form of assistance to racist regimes served only to perpetuate 

that crime. In submitting draft resolution I, the Commission on Human Rights had 

made a great step forward in consideration of the question and a major 

contribution to the struggle against colonialism in southern Africa. In 

.. 

paragraph I, the Commission had stated clearly that States giving assistance to 

the racist and colonial regimes in southern Africa should be considered to be 

accomplices of those regimes in respect of their criminal policies of racial 

discrimination, apartheid and colonialism. 

It was gratifying that no votes had been cast against the draft resolution 

but, unfortunately, a significant minority in the Committee had felt it necessary 

to abstain for various reasons. He hoped that the General Assembly, at its 

thirtieth session, would include the item on its agenda, on the basis of draft 
.,, 

resolution I and other United Nations decisions, and thereby make a new 

contribution to the struggle against racism and colonialism in southern Africa . 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that her delegation had consistently 

expressed its abhorrence of apartheid and like practices and had always refrained 

from giving assistance to Governments following such policies. Her delegation 

supported the appointment of a special rapporteur as proposed in draft 

resolution I. However, she had abstained in the vote on the draft resolution, 

because paragraphs 1 and 2 contained condemnations which were not within the 

purview of the Economic and Social Council nor, indeed, of the United Nations. 

I . .. 
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111r. CURTIH (Australia) said that, because of the phrasing of certain 

parts of draft resolution I, his delegation had been obliged to abstain in the 

vote. He pointed out, however, that recent positive votes in the General Assembly 

and other United Nations organs shmred clearly his country's opposition to racism 

and apartheid in southern Africa. 

Mr. GROS (France) said that, like the representative of Italy, his 

delegation had reservations concerning paragraphs 1 and 2 of draft resolution I. 

The vague and general character of the draft resolution could not dispel those 

reservations. 

Mr. OKIA (Uganda) said that his delegation had voted in favour of draft 

resolution I. As a country of Africa - a continent which had suffered more than 

any other from racism and racial discrimination - Uganda attached great importance 

to the issue. Its stand was well-known in the United ~rations and other international 

fora. Uganda had consistently condemned racism and racial discrimination in all 

forms, wherever they might manifest themselves, and supported all United Nations 

measures to eradica.te those phenomena. It 1vas, however, distressing to see 

certain countries - in particular South Africa, Portugal and Southern Rhodesia -

defYing international decisions and world publii opinion. Certain countries were 

rendering the racist regimes direct or indirect assistance in the perpetuation 

of their crimes against Africa and against humanity. 

\ii th regard to the vote on draft resolution I, his delegation was not surprised 

at the result, particularly in view of a recent article in the l'Jew York Post 

concerning contingency planning by United States and NATO military officials, which 

might become a commitment to defend southern African racist regimes against 

internal and external threats. Although his delegation \-Tas disappointed at the 

results of the vote, it was gratified that not one delegation had voted against 

draft resolution I. ~'Jothing in the text could be construed as vague or contrary 

to any of the principles of the United l'Jations Charter or those upheld by the 

international community in general. 

Draft resolution II 

Mr. von KYAV<7 (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation 

I .. . 
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welcomed draft resolutions II and III, since it favoured a thorough examination of 

all aspects of the right to self-determination. 

The Government of the Federal Republic of Germany considered the right of 

self-determination to be a key principle of both national and international law . 

While on the national level, that principle was embodied in the 1949 Constitution 

(Basic Law) of the Federal Republic of Germany, it had been laid down 

internationally in the United Nations Charter, in the human rights Covenants and in 

the Declaration on Principles of Intern~tional Law concerning Friendly Relations and 

Co-operation among States. His Government endorsed the definition contained in the 

Declaration and the Covenants and therefore believed that the right to self­

determination applied to all people. It was firmly convinced of the importance of 

the right to self-determination also for other parts of the world, and especially 

as regarded the further development of the situation in Germany. Accordingly, the 

Federal Government would continue to work for a state of peace in Europe in which 

the German nation would itself be able to determine its appropriate place, in 

agreement with the other European nations. The Federal Government believed that the 
• 

right to self-determination should be exercised by the German people without the use 

of force. That was, indeed, consistent with his Government's "Ost-politik". The 

Federal Government had renounced the use of force in any form, except in self­

defence. Its determination to continue to work for a state of peace in which the 

entire German people would be able to exercise its right to self-determination was 

in accordance with the purposes and principles of the United Nations Charter, the 

Declaration concerning Friend~y Relations, the Covenants and the fundamental 

principles of general international law. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United states of America) said that his delegation supported 
\ 

draft resolutions II and III and agreed with the representative of the Federal 

Republic of Germany that the principle of self-determination should apply to all 

peoples in all continents. 

The Economic and Social Council had appointed an increasing number of special 

rapporteurs over the past few years, and his delegation's support for draft 

resolutions II a~d III would be based on the assumption that the special rapporteurs 

I . .. 
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whose appointment was authorized therein would act within existing budgetary 

resources, which might mean the extension of their tasks over a period of years. 

Mr. BADAWI (Egypt) said that, in the Commission on Human Rights, his 

delegation had sponsore·d a number of resoluticns against racist regimes and in 

support of the principle of self-determination. He welcomed the fact that further 

study of the question was to be based on United Nations documents relating to the 

right of the peoples of southern Africa and Palestine to self-determination. 

Implementation of that right was an urgent task, since self-determination was a key 

element for the enjoyment of human rights. Implementation of United Nations 

resolutions in that area was vital. He hoped that the reports of the special 

rapporteurs would be forthcoming in the near future and that there would be close 

co-ordination between them. 

Mr. CHIRILA (Romania) associated himself with the remarks made by the 

previous speaker. As in the Commission on Human Rights, his delegation was fully 

in favour of draft resolution II. 

Draft resolution II was adopted without objection . 
• 

Draft resolution III 

Draft resolution III was adopted without objection. 

Draft resolution IV 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland) proposed that, in paragraph 5, the words "by 

publication" should be deleted. While the report of the Special Rapporteur should 

receive wide publicity, he saw no reason why special publication was required, with 

all the additional costs that would entail. 

He proposed further that, in paragraph 7, the words "and to update the 

aforesaid report in the first instance after a period of five years", should be 

deleted and that the word "periodically" should be inserted after the words 

"Economic and Social Council". His delegation felt that a three-year period, for 

example, for the submission of information on the implementation of the resolution 

would be the best solution. 

Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that the Universal Declaration of Human 

Rights, referred to in draft resolution IV, had been adopted at the third session of 

I . .. 
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the General Assembly, prior to the founding of the People's Republic of China. It 

was therefore necessary for his Government to examine and study its contents. The 

other document mentioned in the draft resolution, namely, the International 

Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, had been adopted at a time when 

the People's Republic of China had been deprived of its lawful rights in the United 

Nations. It had been illegal for the Chiang Kai-shek clique to sign that Covenant 

in the name of China and the Chinese Government assumed no obligation thereunder. 

As in the case of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights~ the Chinese Government 

had to examine ru1d study the Covenant and reserved the right to comment on the two 

documents. For that reason, his delegation would not participate in the voting on 

draft resolution IV. 

Mr. Manouchehr Ganji, Special Rapporteur of the Commission on Human Rights, had 

rightly pointed out in his report that the most important prerequisite for the 

realization of all rights - in particular economic, social and cultural rights -

was independence, territorial integrity and national sovereignty. 

In the fourth preambular paragraph of draft resolution IV, the wording "the 

atmosphere of detente, peaceful coexistence and friendly co-operation between 

States will and should promote conditions for social progress and the safeguarding 

of fundamental human, economic, social and cultural rights" did not conform to 

reality. 

In his report, Mr. Ganji had made friendly reference to what had happened in 

China, for which his delegation expressed its thanks. However, it had.different 

views on the question of disarmament and population from those contained in his 

report. Those views had been adequately stated at the plenary meetings of the 

General Assembly and at other United Nations meetings. 

Mr. GROS fFrance) said that his delegation was not in favour of deleting 

the words nby publication" in paragraph 5. On the contrary, it was in favour of 

publishing the report. 

Mr. von KYAW (Federal Republic of Germany) said that he would appreciate 

clarification from the Director of the Division of Human Rights concerning the 

financial implications of the publication of the report. 

I . .. 
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Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) asked if it was normal United Nations practice to 

print and distribute the reports of Special Rapporteurs. 

Referring to the proposed Polish amendment to paragraph 7 of draft 

resolution IV, she wondered what kind of provision would be made for review or 

updating of the report if the words in question were deleted. 

Mr. SAYAR (Iran), referring to paragraph 5 of the draft resolution, said 

that at least the major parts of the report should be published, in view of the 

importance of the study for the developing countries. The publication of the Santa 

Cruz report provided a precedent for such a procedure. 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights), replying to the 

question of the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany, said that the 

financial implications of the publication of the Special Rapporteur's report were 

set out in annex III of the Commission's report (E/5464). Since the distribution of 

the report, the Secretariat had been informed that it would be possible to have the 

Special Rapporteur's report printed in Arabic in the Middle East, thereby reducing 

the cost of the Arabic edition to $4,000. 

Replying to the question of the representative of Italy, he said that the 

Commission on Human Rights itself could decide how often it wished to consider the 

matter. However, if the Council itself wished to stipulate the periodicity of such 

reviews, the Commission would comply with the wishes of the Council. 

Mr. SRINIVASAN (India), referring to paragraph 1 of·::,_ ' 1.:taft resolution, 

pointed out that it was most unusual to mention an individual by name in a 

resolution. If the Commission had not felt the_report to be outstanding, it would 

not have permitted the Special Rapporteur's name to be included. The report was 

an excellent document and should be updated in the light of future developments. 

While he agreed that the financial implications of publishing the report 

should be borne in mind, he felt ±hat the cost of publication would not impose a 

great burden on the United Nations and that the money would be well spent. 

I ... 
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Mr. GROS (France) pointed out that, at its thirtieth session, the 

Commission had decided that the Special Rapporteur's report was so cou~lete and 

useful that it should be published. He wondered what new developments had occ~~red 

since then to cause some delegations to feel that publication was no longer 

warranted. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that, in 

view of the considerable additional expenditure involved, his delegation had 

reservations with regard to the advisability of publishing the report, particularly 

since it had already b~en issued as a United Nations document. Furthermore, the 

production of only 1,000 copies in each language would not be sufficient to comply 

with paragraph 5 of the draft resolution, which called for wide publicity. He 

noted that, in annex III of the Commission's report, it was stated that the cost of 

reproducing 35,000 copies of the report in pamphlet form would amount to only 

$17,000. Reproduction of the report in pamphlet form would therefore make it 

accessible to a wider public and keep expenditure to a minimum. Consequently, he 

agreed with the amendment of the representative of Poland, and proposed that the 

words 11by publishing OPI pamphlets" should be added at the end of paragraph 5. 

Mr. BERK (Turkey) associated himself with the remarks of previous 

speakers supporting the draft resolution. The Special Rapporteur had performed 

outstanding work and his report s~ould be published. Consequently, he was unable 

to accept the amendment proposed by the delegation of Poland. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that his delegation, while not agreeing 

with all the conclusions in the Special Rapporteur's report, associated itself with 

the views expressed by previous speakers with regard to the importance of that 

report. He, too, wondered whether there was any precedent for the publication of 

such reports. 

With regard to paragraph 7 of the draft resolution, his delegation had some 

reservations about the advisability of updating the report after five years, since 

it was difficult to anticipate what the situation might be in five years' time. He 

therefore supported the amendment proposed by the representative of Poland. 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that there was no 

established practice with regard to the publication of the reports of Special 
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Rapporteurs. The Council pronounced on each case according to its merits. The 

reports of the Special Rapporteurs of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of 

Discrimination and Protection of Minorities had been published after being 

considered by the Commission on Human Rights. As far as other reports relating to 

human rights questions were concerned, some had been published in printed form, 

while others had not. 

IV!r. LUBIK (Poland) pointed out that the additional cost involved in 

publishing the report was equal to one sixth of the total estimated cost of the 

World Population Conference to be held in Bucharest. Such expenditures could not 

be justified. He agreed with the Soviet delegation that the widest publicity for the 

report could be achieved by OPI pamphlets, and supported the Soviet amendment to 

paragraph 5 of the draft resolution on the understanding that one edition of the 

pamphlet would be issued containing the text in all the official languages of the 

United Nations. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that the report of the Special Rapporteur 

was to some extent unique by virtue of the comprehensive manner in which it dealt 

with the question of the realization of economic, social and cultural rights, and 

could be of great benefit to many peoples throughout the world. He felt that, in 

addition to giving wide publicity to the report by publishing pamphlets, it was 

also important that the full report should be made available to scientific and 

scholastic circles. He therefore suggested that, in paragraph 5 of the draft 

resolution, the words nby publication 11 should be retained, together with the 

addition to that paragraph proposed by the Soviet delegation. It should also be 

borne in mind that, if the report was placed on sale, the proceeds could cons~itute 

addition~l income for the United Nations, thereby helping to defray the costs of 

publication. 

Referring to paragraph 7 of the draft resolution, he supported the views 

expressed by the representative of the United Kingdom, since it was difficult to 

see how such an updating could be effected. The problems dealt with in the report 

should be periodically reviewed, in conjunction with the periodic reports on the 

realization of economic, social and cultural rights. He therefore supported the 

Polish amendment to paragraph 7 of the draft resolution. 

I . .. 
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Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) pointed out that, even 

if the Committee decided to limit publication of the report to a 48-page pamphlet, 

additional expenditure of $17,000 would be involved.· When the Commission had 

adopted the resolution, the Office of Public Information had stated that it would 

not be possible to cover the cost of reproducing the pamphlet from within the 

existing budgetary appropriations. Additional costs incurred would be attributable 

to translation of the text into Arabic. 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland) agreed with the views expressed by the representatives 

of the United Kingdom and the Netherlands with regard to paragraph 7 of the draft 

resolution. Referring to paragraph 5, he said that he wished to maintain his 

proposal. As he had already stated, he favoured the publication of a pamphlet in 

all the United Nations official languages, and therefore agreed to the additional 

costs invoived in producing the text in Arabic. 

Mr. von KYAW (Federal Republic of Germany) agreed with the representative 

of the Netherlands that the report should also be made available to scholastic and 

scientific circles. 

Referring to paragraph 7, he said that, although it was not known what the 

situation might be in five ;rears' time, provision should be made for the possibility 

of updating the report at the end of that period. He therefore proposed that the 

words "and to update the aforesaid report in the first instance after a period of 

five years'' should be replaced by 11 including the question of updating". 

Mr. SRINIVASAN (India) agreed with the representative of the Netherlands 

• that the report of the Special Rapporteur could constitute source material for 

students of the question for a considerable time to come. Consequently, a possible 

solution woul~ be to publish the report in full for students of the subject and in 

pamphlet form for the lay reader. 

Mr. \HGGINS (United States of America) agreed with previous speakers that 

the report should be given the widest possible publicity. Consequently, he proposed 

that the words "by publishing OPI pamphlets summarizing the report in five 

languages 11 should be added at the end of paragraph 5. 
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He asked the Director of the Division of Human Rights whether it would be 

possible to defray the cost of the pamphlets by offering them for sale. The Office 

of Public Information could,then be reimbursed in the next biennium for 

expenditure incurred, in the current biennium. 

Mr. SCHREIBER (Director, Division of Human Rights) said that he would 

have to consult his colleagues within the Secretariat as to the revenue which the 

United Nations could expect from the sale 6f the pamphlets, before being in a 

position to answer the question of the representative of the United States. 

Miss St. CLAIRE (Secretary of the Committee) informed the Committee that 

the text of paragraph 5 of dr.aft resolution IV, as amended by the representatives 

of Poland and the Soviet Union, would read as follows: 
11Requests the Secretary-General to give wide publicity to the report of 

the Special Rapporteur by publishing OPI pamphlets". 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that, since there were in effect 

two amendments to paragraph 5, the Committee should vote on each amendment 

separately. 

Mr. LUBIK (Poland), supported by Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics), said that the two amendments to paragraph 5 of the draft 

resolution must be considered together. 

The Polish amendment to paragraph 5. incorporating the proposal of the Soviet 

Union, was rejected by 29 votes to 8, with 5 abstentions. 

The Polish amendment to paragraph 7 was adopted by 31 votes to 3, with 

7 abstentions. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that 

the Committee adopted draft resolution IV, as amended. 
• 

It was so decided. 

Hr. Smid took the Chair. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 

delegation had not opposed the adoption of draft resolution IV, on the understanding 

that the financial implications would be reduced to a minimum. Since his 

delegation's amendment regarding an OPI pamphlet had not been accepted, it was 

understood that it would not be published. 
I . .. 
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Mr. BADAWI (Egypt) said that his delegation had supported draft 

resolution IV and had voted against the amendments to paragraphs 5 and 7. His 

delegation understood the relevance of the financial implications but considered 

that a work of such importance could usefully be published and updated. 

Draft resolution V· 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that 

the Committee adopted draft resolution V by consensus. 

It was so decided. 

Mr. GROS (France) recalled his delegation's reservations regarding draft 

resolution V, expressed in the Commission on Human Rights. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America) said that if draft resolution V 

had been put to the vote, his delegation would have abstained. 

Draft resolution VI 

Mr. SULLIVAN {Canada) said that his delegation generally supported draft 

resolution VI, since it was essentially designed to denounce the disregard of 

human rights in southern Africa. However, he wondered whether, in view of recent 

events in Portugal and an indication of some possible advance in the Portuguese­

controlled Territories, it would be wise to condemn Portugal specifically in 

paragraph 1. Furthermore, his delegation was not opposed to the motivation 

underlying the International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the 

Crime of Apartheid, referred to in paragraph 4, but had difficulties with the 

Convention's broad definition of that crime. If a separate vote were taken on 

Paragraph 4, his delegation would abstain. However, his Government's anti-apartheid 

policy had not changed, and its assistance to victims of colonial and racist 

policies in southern Africa would be greatly increased in 1974. 

Mr. van BOVEN {Netherlands) fully associated himself with the remarks 

made by the representative of Canada and said that his delegation would support 

draft resolution VI, as it had supported draft resolution V, because the Ad Hoc 

Working Group of Experts had done valuable work in bringing to light practices 

contrary to international standards in the field of h1~an rights. 
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llr. WIGGINS (United States of _~,merica) said that his dele.~ation supported 

the purpose of the resolution but objected to the s11eeping conder:1nation in 

parac;raph l. He associated hi:11self uith the vimrs expressed by the representative 

of Canada. The phrase "Hhich poses a serious threat to world peace and security" 

in paragraph 2, quoted fr01.1 the Ch~.rter of the United l:Tations, vras inappropriate 

in the draft resolution. He reiterated his delegation's reservations ree;arding 

the reference in paragraph 4 to the International Convention on the Suppression 

and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid, Hhich greatly expanded international 

jurisdiction uithout pro:oerly defininr; cri!l'les a~ainst humanity. That Convention 

could be used to suppress human rights rather than protect them. If a vote were 

taken on draft resolution VI, his delegation 1vould vote against it. 

;,Ir. VALTASJ\.ARI (Finland) supported the draft resolution, v-rhile repeating 

his reservations regardine; paragraph 4 on purely legal grounds. 

:~1r. LJElSSO:J ( S•rec1en) reiterated his delegation 1 s reservation rcr;ardinr; 

paragraph 4, due to the difficulties concerning universal jurisdiction for the 

crime of apartheid. Houever, his Goverma.cnt 1 s policy on apartheid had not cl1ane;ed. 

J:r. S. lT. SIJ:mmv (Union of Soviet Socialist Hepublics) said that his 

delegation vlUuld vote in favour of draft resolution VI, since it was one of the 

rr_ost substa..'1tive adopted by the Commission on }iuman '.1ights at its thirtieth session. 

"ir. l;ACRAE (United Kin:>;doLl) shared the reservations expressed by earlier 

speru~ers reBarding paragraphs 2 and 4 of draft resolution VI. 

i~r. ;:'B..::~TGUE (Senegal) saic:. that draft resolution VI Has one of the most 

illlportant ever adopted by the Commission on Human Ri,-,;hts. Sor1e delegations had 

felt that the language, for example in paragra:9h 1, should be more diplomatic. But, 

in vieu of the barbaric violations of human rights perpetrated in southern Africa, 

the Portuguese-controlled 'l'erritories and Southern Rhodesia, only strong lan~uae;e 

vras appropriate. It uas prer,1ature to assmJ.e t::.1at, because of recent events in 

Portugal, the situation in the overseas Territories 'Wuld evolve. The examples of 

the uars in Viet-~'Jam and the Middle East, 1-1hic~1 had also arisen out of violations 

of hur,Ian rights, "ere proof that the situation in southern Africa posed a serious 
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threat to world peace and security, so the wording of paragraph 2 should not be 

changed. 

He was afraid that objections-to the wording of the draft resolution were an 

excuse to avoid responsibility. That was certainly true of those who claimed to 

be opposed to the practice of apartheid but objected to the reference in 

paragraph 4 to the International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of 

the Crime of Apartheid •. 

At the reguest of the representative of Senegal, a vote was taken by roll-call 

on draft resolution VI. 

Kenya, having been drawn by lot by the Chairman, was called upon to vote 

first. 

In favour: Kenya, Liberia, Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Netherlands, 

Pakistan, Poland, Romania, Senegal, Sweden, Thailand, 

Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, Uganda, Union of Soviet 

Socialist Republics, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire·, Algeria, 

Argentina, Australia, Canada, Chile, China, Czechoslovakia, 

Egypt, Finland, German Democratic Republic, Guinea, India, 

Iran, Jamaica. 

Against: United States of America. 

Abstaining: Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, 

Belgium, Brazil, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, 

Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan. 

Draft resolution VI was adopted by 33 votes to 1, with 9 abstentions • 

Mr. CURTIN (Australia) said that his delegation had supported draft 

resolution VI and commended the work done to draw attention to the practice of 

apartheid. On legal grounds, he reserved the position of his Government on 

paragraph l+. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that her delegation had abstained in the 

voting on draft resolution VI, but had supported draft resolution V. She endorsed 

the remarks made by earlier speakers regarding difficulties with certain paragraphs. 

/ ... 
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Mr. GROS (France) shared the views expressed by the representative of 

Italy but said that his Government's attitude towards the abhorrent practice of 

apartheid had not changed. 

Mr. von KYAW (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his Government was 

opposed to colonialism, racism and apartheid but had difficulties of a mainly legal 

nature regarding paragraphs 2 and 4. 

Mr. ALONSO OLEA (Spain) and Mr. ROUX (Belgium) said that their delegations 

had abstained for the reasons given by earlier speakers. 

Mr. ESSY (Ivory Coast) said that, although he had been obliged to 

abstain, his Government condemned the southern African regimes and the illegal 

regime of Southern Rhodesia. 

Mr. KELANI (Observer for the Syrian Arab Republic), speaking in 

accordance with rule 76 of the rules of procedure, said that there had been a 

Jewish community in Syria for centuries and that the Syrian Government alone was 

responsible for its defence. Any intervention in the internal affairs of Syrian 

citizens contravened international law and the United Nations Charter. The 

unfounded allegations levelled against the Syrian Arab Republic by the Observer for 

Israel at the 746th meeting of the Committee constituted interference in the 

internal affairs of the Republic. The Jews in the Syrian Arab Republic were Syrian 

citizens and their allegiance was to their country, not to their religion. Syria 

was an open country where correspondents from several Western European countries 

had come to report on the situation of the Syrian Jews, and their artic~es refuted 

the stories spread by Israel. The Zionist spokesman had mentioned the detention of 

some Jews who had sought to leave the country without a passport. He had not, 

however, mentioned that they had since been released. Nor had he mentioned the 

thousands of Arabs held in Zionist prisons, and those west of Gaza who were 

detained and tortured, as documented by the International Red Cross. 

Racial discrimination was also practised in Israel. Prime Minister Golda Meir, 

in a speech to the Knesset in 1969, had stated that she wanted a Jewish State with 

a decisive ~ewish majority. That was an exclusivist and anti-democratic attitude, 

which in practice meant privileges for Jews in employment and other areas, and 
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freedom from restrictions such as curfews, which applied to Arabs. The oppressed 

had become the oppressors and Israel, rather than the Syrian Arab Republic, was 

guilty of harassing minorities and depriving them of their human rights. 

The Zionist spokesman had claimed that the Jews were not employed in public 

administration in the Syrian Arab Republic and that their shops were not frequented . 

Any visitor to Damascus would be aware that the largest shops were ownec by Jews 

• and were doing very good business. The number of Jews employed in public 

administration was the highest of any population group. On the other hEnd, Israel 

was guilty of widespread discriminatory practices against the Arabs of P~lestine 

and against the Arabs in Israel. In 1973, it had been reported that the 2umbe~ of 

Arabs employed in public administration amounted to no more than 2 per cent, wnile 

those engaged in agriculture amounted to over 20 per cent. 

Regarding the murder of four Jewish women in the Syrian Arab Repub~ic, reportEi 

in a press release by the Permanent Observer of the League of Arab StateE on 

4 April, the police had in fact arrested four suspects, who were crimina:s wanted -

for smuggling and armed robbery. The criminal ring was found to be headed by a 

Jew and the other members were two Arab Syrian Moslems and one Arab Jew, who 

confessed to the murder of the four Jewish women referred to in the press release. 

Obviously, the Zionists were trying to exploit a criminal investigation to distract 

attention from the harm done to the Arabs in occupied lands belonging to the 

Syrian Arab Republic. 

Mr. ZAHANI (Observer for Iraq), speaking in accordance with rule 76 of 

the rules of procedure, said that the allegations of the Observer for Israel 

concerning the remnants of the Jewish community in Iraq had already been made to the 

Commission on Human Rights and had been reiterated in the Committee merely in order 

to distract attention from the work of the Special Committee to Investigate 

Israeli Practices affecting the Human Rights of the Population of the Occupied 

Territories. 

The second Zionist motive was to promote further immigration into Israel in 

order to colonize Arab lands and thus achieve the biblical concept of greater 

Israel. Zionism thrived on anti-semitism, even in Europe and the United States. 
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The Zionist Observer 1 s statement was also designed to divert attention from 

reports of discrimination against the Sephardic Jews in Isreel - second-class 

citizens, who had been lured or blackmailed into emigrating from Arab countries, 

and were now deprived of human dignity. Indeed, the State of Israel was based on 

racism and discriminatory principles and the Observer for Israel was as disqualified 

to speak of human I·ights as any representative of South Africa. 

The meeting rose at 6:30p.m. 
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749th meeting Tuesday, 14 May 1974, 
at 11 a.m. 

Chairman: Mr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) 

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continued): 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/5464; E/AC.7/L.672 and L.674) 
(continued) 

Draft res~ution VII 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that his delegation attached great 

importance to the draft resolution and had been actively involved in the preparation 

of the model rules of procedure, which would prove very useful to all United Nations 

bodies dealing with violations of human rights. He expressed the hope that the 

reports of the Working Group would be brought to the attention of all concerned in 

an appropriate manner and that they would be made easily accessible without there 

being any financial implications. 

He urged the Committee to adopt the draft resolution. 

Draft resolution VII of the Commission on Human Rights was adopted by consensus. 

Draft resolution VIII 

Mr. WANG (China) said that he would not participate in the voting on 

draft resolution VIII submitted by the Commission on Human Rights. 

Draft resolution VIII of the Commission on Human Rights was adopted by 

consensus. 

Draft decision 1 and amendment E/AC.7/L.674 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) recalled that the question dealt with in the 

draft decision had been on the agendas of United Nations organs for many years. 

Unfortunately, little progress had been made on the question. At the most recent 

session of the Commission on Human Rights, an informal working group had been set 

up to expedite the preparation of a draft Declaration. However, the working group 

had been able to agree only on the title and, provisionally, on the first 

preambular paragraph. The lack of progr~ss should certainly give cause for concern. 

/ ... 
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The amendment in document E/AC.7/L.674 was intended to convey the sense of 

urgency felt by the Council with regard to the consideration of the question and to 

comply with the-provisions of General Assembly resolution 3069 (XXVIII), in which 

the Assembly had decided to i~~l11de in the agenda of the twenty-ninth session the 

item entitled "Elimination of all forms of religious intolerance", with a view to 

adopting a Declaration on the question. 

While the General Assembly was of course free to decide on the measures which 

it wished to take, the Council must inform the General Assembly that it felt that 

the question should be considered as a matter of priority. 

Mr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he had no 

objection to paragraph 1 of the amendment submitted by the Netherlands. However, 

paragraph 2 could have far-reaching consequences and might not be an appropriate 

solution. The General Assembly, at its most recent session, had adopted by 

consensus resolution 3069 (XXVIII), in which it had invited the Economic and 

Social Council to request the Commission on Human Rights at its thirtieth session to 

consider, as a matter of priority, the elaboration of a draft Declaration on the 

Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance, and to submit, "if possible", 

a draft Declaration on the question to the Assembly at its twenty-ninth session. 

The General Assembly had therefore presumed from the outset that the question was 

very complex. The Third Committee had spent two or three meetings considering the 

replies from Governments and the views expressed by various delegations. The 

proposals that had been made indicated that the question had been considered on 

the basis of very different and in some cases contradictory criteria. It had 

eventually been agreed to invite the Commission on Human Rights to consider the 

question, since the Commission had been felt to be the body most competent to deal 

with tae matter, and, at the insistence of the Netherlands, the Commission had been 

asked to accord priority to the question at its thirtieth session. The Commission 

had acted acco~dingly and had devoted a number of meetings to consideration of the 

various proposals. The working group had held six meetings and those who had 

attended them were well aware of the difficulties encountered. 

The United Nations had been analysing the question for a number of years and 

the lack of progress on the question was the clearest evidence of its complexity. 

Consequently, it must be subjected to meticulous and careful consideration. 

In the view of the Soviet delegation, the first steps which had been taken in 

the Commission on Human Rights were promising, although it was regrettable that 

the Commission had not pursued the idea of a convention. / ••• 
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Draft decision 1 had been adopted by consensus in the Commission on Human 

RiGhts. The purpose of that decision was to accord priority to work on the . 
Declaration at the thirty-first session of the Cow~ission. Why, then Mas the 

Netherlands pressin~ its proposal that the question should be dealt with at the 

next session of the General Assembly? In the view of the Soviet delegation, the 

Commission had done everything possible in the matter. 

General Assembly resolution.3069 (XXVIII) took a realistic view of the question. 

It was not unexpected that the working group had had such difficulty in arriving at 

a single text. The capacity of the Commission on Human Rights should.not be over­

estimated.- Consequently, there was no justification for reopening consideration of 

the question at the twenty-ninth session of the General Assembly. Without a single 

text, it would be impossible to reach any conclus5on. The Soviet Union felt that 

draft decision 1 of the Commission should not be modified and would vote against 

paragraph 2 of the amendment submitted by the Netherlands. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that, in resolution 3069 (XXVIII), the 

General Assembly had clearly indicated its wish to achieve rapid progress on the 

question. The provisions of paragraph 1 and, especially, of paragraph 4 were of 

particular significance in that respect. Paragraph 57 of the report of the 

Commission on Human Rights indicated that little progress had been made by the 

working group. Consequently, the Commission might have been expected to demonstrate 

greater disappointment and to endeavour to devise new ways of carrying out the task 

entrusted to it. In the light of the provisions of resolution 3069 (XXVIII), the 

draft decision suffered from a certain complacency. Consequently, it was the 

responsibility of the Council to amplify the decision, and the provisions of 

paragraph 2 of document E/AC.7/L.674 appeared very appropriate in that respect. 

The Netherlands amendment would leave the General Assembly free to take any 

decisions which if felt appropriate. The Assembly could take upon itself the tas~ 
' 

of drafting the document, or could suggest to the Commission on Human Rights new 

ways of approaching the question, such as the possibility of submitting texts 

in parentheses, as had been done on other occasions. 

His delegation felt that the Netherlands proposal was very sound. 

Mr. MAUERSBERGER (German Democratic Republic) said that the Assembly had 

been concerned with the question referred to in draft decision l of the Commission 

for a considerable time. At its twenty-eighth session, the General Assembly had 

adopted a resolution on the matter, in which it had entrusted the task of drafting 
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the Declaration to the Commission on Hu."Tlan Rights: 'I'he Commission bad 1wrked well, 

but the proble.."Tl 1-ras complex. It w·as precisely because of the difficulties 

encountered tlc.at the question must be approached. with great care. The Commission 

on Human Pir:hts was endeavouring to arrive at a single text and, until that text 

materialized, it woulu be very difficult to make any headway. Conse~uently~ 

paragraph 2 of the amendment submitted by the Netherlands (E/AC.7/L.674) did not 

appeq.r to be very appropriate. 

He had no objection, however, to tl1r;: P.oor,ti.or. cf thf' -proposal in n:::r~r-raph l of 

that document. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that, in view of the limited progress ------------- . 
achieved in the Commission on Human Rights with regard to the draft Declaration on 

the Elimination of All Forms of ReliR;ious Intolerance, and in the light of the 

excellent arguments presented by the re!lresentative of the Netherlands in 

introducing the amendment in document E/AC.7/L.674 and by the representative of the 

United Kingdom in supporting that amendment, her delegation supported the runennmEnt. 

The proposed text did not prejudt:;e any decisions -vrhich the General Assembly might 

take on the question. 

Mr. LI\RSSON (SI·reden) expressed disappointment at the lack of progress 

achieved thus far by the CoP'rcission on ~ruTIH.::" Ri·•l;ts wit!': rcptrd to tht.' c~rs.ft 

Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance. The 

establishment of the 1-mrking group did not a"(lpear to have been the best way of 

approachin~; the problem. He agreed -vrith tbe representative of the United Kingdom 

that the '.}c.:ne:rr:.1 Assembly should find a better way of expediting the elaboration 

of the draft Declaration. Conseauently, 1'is delegation would support the amendment 

to draft decision 1 recommended by the Commission on Human Rights, as proposed by 

the representative of the Netherlands and contained in document E/AC.7/L.674. 

~~r_.__~CHEK (Czechoslovakia) felt that there was not sufficient reason to 

submit an amendment to .the draft decision recmrrrnended by the Commission on Human 

Rights, since the elaboration of the draft Declaration on the Elimination of All 

Forms of Religious Intolerance would be resur.v=d as a matter of priority at the 

thirty-first session of the Commission. Furthermore, since no progress had been 

I 0 •• 
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made with regard to the drafting of the Declaration, the General Assembly would 

have no solid basis for consideration of the auestion. Consequently, his 

delegation was opposed to the second amendment proposed by the ~etherl~nds in 

docmnent E/AC.7/L.674. 

i'rr__._yJIGGINS (United States of America) said that, although the work of 

the informal working group had produced few results, it had succeeded in 

incorporating into the title of the draft Declaration the words 11or belief", which 

vlas an important modification 0 In so doing, the w-orking group had taken account 

of the views of several delegations that it was also necessary to protect the 

freedor'l of conscience of individuals who did not subscribe to any religion. 

In paragraph 1 of resolution 3069 (XXVIII), the General Assembly had invited 

the Economic and Sec ial Council to request the Corr1dssion on Hu.rnan Rights at its 

thirtieth session to consider, as a matter of priority, the elaboration of a draft 

Declaratjon on the Elimination of All Forms of Seli.<?;ious Intolerance. Consequently, 

the second amendment proposed by the Netherlands in document E/AC.7/L.674 was 

appropriate, and it "TrT:'l.S to be r1oped that it would expedite the elaboration of the 

draft Declaration and thus bring to a successful conclusion the efforts made in 

that direction over a number of years. The United States delegation uould 

therefore support the amendment. 

Hr. TRAVERT (France) said that his delegation had shown its good't~ill 

by agreeing that priority should be accordeo to the International Convention on ·che 

Elimination of All f.'orms of Racial :Jiscrimination, which bi s Government had 

ratified, and regretted that difficulties had arisen concerning the preparation of 

a draft Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance. His 

delecation would therefore support the &"1lendments submitted by the representative 

of the Netherlands ir, docUT;Ecnt F:f_\C. '7 /L. ?":ih. 

Yir_. __ LOCHTCHININ (Observer· for the Byelorus sian Soviet Socialist Republic) , 

speaking at the invitation of the Chairman, recalled that his delegation had taken 

part in the v.rd'rk on the draft Declara·Lion on the Elimination of Jill Forms of 

Heligious Intolerance carried out in the Commission on Human Tiights and the informal 

I .. . 
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• 
working group, and pointed out that the question had been studied very thoroughly 

and some progress made, although unfortunately not in the substantive aspects. 

The second amendment submitted by the representative of the Netherlands in 

document B/AC.7/L.674 was not clearly expressed. At its twenty"·eighth session~ " 

the General A::;s.-~:r:tbly had adopted resolution 3069 (XXVIII). in which it had invited 

the Economic and Social Council to request the Commission on Human Rights at its 

thirtieth session to consider, as a matter of priority, the elaboration of a 

draft ~ecl~ration on the EliMination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance, and 

to submit, if possible, a single draft Declaration to the Assembly at its 

twenty-ninth session through tl1e Economic and Social Council. The General Assembly 

had thus given clear instructions to tre Commission on Human Rights, which had been 

unable to prepare the single draft requested. The Committee must recognize that 

the General Assembly's instructions had not been carried·out, and therefore the 

Commission on Human Rights should proceed with its work in that respect. 

The aim of the amendment proposed by the Netherlands delegation was to have 

the question of the single draft Declaration placed before the General Assembly 

again, and to show that thA Commission on Human Rights had not been able to deal 

with the matter. It was surprising that the same idea had not been put forward in 

the Commission on Human Rights when it had submitted its report. The Commission's 

decision had been adopted by consensus and, if that decision was cr:anged, then the 

consensus would be CEtlle(i into r1uestion. The proposal had not lJeen submitted at 

that time in the ComiDission on Human Rights, because it had not been considered 

necessa.ry. Jim,:ever, new factors had emerged. 

His deleeation requested the representative of the Netherlands not to press 

his a.raendment. It must be remem1Jered that in the plenary meetings of the General 

Assembly, delegations vrould be able to put forward whatever proposals theJr 

considered appropriate to ezpedite·the preparation of the draft Declaration, and 

his delegation would welcome any suggestions in tbat respect. There was absolutely 

no need to adopt an amendment to the <iraft <leci sion recornrnended by the Commission 

on Human Rights~ since there were many possible ways of dealing with the matter 
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~~!.:.0an BOVEN (Netherlands) said, in reply to the Observ~r for the 

Byelorussi::m SSR, that he noted with satisfa.etion that the Byelorussian delegation 

would welcome any suggestion conducive to the completion of the work on the draft 

Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Religious Intolerance. Hovrever, 

the representative ~f Byelorussia had, in fact, raised questions which had already 

been discussed ana elucidated before that representative had entered the conference 

room. 

Thirdly, in the discussions held on the question, it had never been the 

intention to intimate that ru1y country's proposals were opposed to the elaboration 

of the draft Declaration. 

The amendment had not been submitted in the Cor.nnission on Human Rights because 

the question had been raised at the end of the session and dealt with rather 

hastily. The Economic and Social Council was responsible for considering the work 

of its fm>ctional coiD~issions in order to improve on any decisions they might have 

adopted. 

Finally, the Observer for the Byeiorussian SSR had suggested that the 

expression 11ways and means", which appeared in paragraph 2 of document E/AC.7/L.674, 

was vague. The same idea appeared in paragraph 4 of General Assembly resolution 

306) ( X:X'VIII), and left open the possibility th?.t the General Assembly might adopt 

any measures which it considered necessary to complete the elaboration of the 

draft Declaration or give impetus to the work of the Commission on Human Rir~hts 

by suggesting different ways of'expediting its >vork. The proposed amendment -.ras 

a remir1der vrhich communicated the feeling of urgency shared by many delegations 

concerning the completion of the draft Declaration • 

lvlr. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 

delegation could not support the amendment subillitted by the representative of the 

"~etherlru.<ls, unC.er which the worl{. on the draft Declaration on the Elimination of 

All Forms of Religious Intolerance would be carried out by the Third Committee of 

the General Assembly, at its twenty-ninth session. Clearly the amendment would 

modify a General Assembly resolution. The representative of the Netherlands had 

invoked paragraph 4 of Gen~ral Assembly resolution 3069 (XXVIII) in support of his 

proposal. However, the intention of that resolution 1 s sponsors had been not that 

the General AsseiDbly should be reslJonsible for el<tborah ng tlle draft Declaration • 
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but that the Economic and Social Council should be invited to request the 

CoJIILlission on HumaD Rights to cons:""-- tne matter, since the Commission enjoyed the 

services of specialists and could fulfil the task entrusted to it. 

Contrary to vrhat h-:1.d been said by the representative of the netherlands, the 

1£conomic and Social Council was not responsible for completing what was lef't undone 

ty the Commission on Human Rights: the Council should request the Commission to 

fulfil its function, na~11ely to submit a single draft Declaration to the General 

Assembly. 

In the Commission on Human Rights and the informal working group, the first 

:3teps had been t'.lken to achieve that ob,jecti ve, and his delegation could not share 

the pessimism expressed by some delegations in tl1at respect. Everything ultimately 

depended on the willingness of the members of the Commission on Human Fights • The 

draft decision it had recommended was adequate, and it was sufficient that the 

Commission had declared its intention of giving priority to the elaboration of the 

draft Declaration at its thirty-first session. 

Tllerefore his delegation could not agree that the question of elabora-cino; a 

J.raft Declaration on religious intolerance should be :tesubmi tted to the Gener:tl 

Assembly. The amendment proposed by the representative of the ~Jetherla:1ds was an 

attempt to have General Assembly resolution 3069 (XXVIII) reviewed, anl the 

decision adcpted by consensus in the Commission on Human Ri;~hts amended. For those 

reasons, his delegation could not support it. 

1:1r. LOCHTq~UNHT (Observer for the Byelorussian Soviet Soc:.alist Republic) 

said that, contrary to what the representative of the Netherlands rad said, vhen 

the Co:nnission on Human Rights had begun discussin-s the matter, th~re had been 

enough time left for the submission of resolutions of any kind on the subject. 

The proposed 1~etherlands amendment manifestly conflicted -vrith the provisions 

of General Assembly resolution 3069 (XXVIII). It was clear from that resolution 

that the General Assembly would be able to consider a single draf't Declaration at 

its hrenty-ninth session; the amendment proposed by the Netherlands, if adopted, 

would mean submitting two different questions to the General l\.ssem"bly: on the one 

hand, consideration of the draft Declaration aDd, on the other, consideration of 

1·Ta;ys and means to expedite the completion of -the draft. Declaration. That was 
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obviously a contradiction. The vrays and means already existed, it was simply a 

matter of usiag thero.. If the amendment meant new ways and means, that should be 

made clear. 

Throughout all the discussions on the draft Declaration, the delegation of 

the Netherlands had patently tried unnecessarily to complicate the question. For 

that reaso11, his delegation considered that tbe Committee should not adopt tl1e 

amendment Q~der discussion. 

?lr. 'l'RAVERT (France) requested that the draft decision and the amendment 

should be put to the vote, in order to avoid ,,.,_ fruitless debate. 

The CHAIR1'-'JU1 said that. if he heard no objection, he would talte it that 

the Committee adopted by consensus the first Netherlands amendment (E/AC.7/L.674) 

to draft decision 1. 

It vras so decided. 

'l'he CHAIRltWJ put to the vote the second Netherlands amendment 

(E/AC.7/L.674) to draft decision 1. 

The second amendment to draft decision 1 was ado_pted_b~,r_ _ _?~ _y9~_es_ ~o __ l,4 ,_ with 

5 abstentions. 

The draft decision, as amended, was adopted by 34 votes to 5, vTith 

4 abstentions. 

Mr. USHAN (Egypt) said that his delegation had had no difficulty in 

adopting the first Netherlands amendment~ but had voted against the second amendment 

since the text produced by the Commission on Human Ri8hts was more s~ecific in its 

origimtl version than with the Netherlands amendment. 

Mr. OKIA (Uganda) said that his delegation had abstained in the voting 

on the second amendment but had voted in favour of draft decision l as a whole, 

since his country believed in freedom of religion and of worship. flm,rever, in 

Uganda, there had been some abuses of rel i giom: freedom, and he hoped that the 

final text of the Declaration would i~ake into aecounL the wocciril ity thAt. P.ut'h 

abuses might occur. 
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J.Ir. 1PDIAYJ..::: (Senegal) said that he had voted against the amendment since 

the original text produced by the CoUJIIlission on 'Iuman Rit:;hts hA.d been more logical 

and precise. However~ he had voted in favour of the draft decision as a whole 

b2cause in his country the various religions practised had always coexisted without 

difficulty. 

Draft decision 2 

The CHAIRHiuT invited representatives to cornment on draft decision 2 

recornmended by the Commission on iiuman Rights for adoption by the Council (E/5464, 

chap. I). 

iir. SMIRI'JOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Pepublics) said that when the 

item had. been discussed in the Com..."llission on Human Rights, llis delegation had 

firmly opposed the draft decision because it felt that Economic and Social Council 

resolution 1503 (XLVIII) had established a very specific procedure for the 

con:oideration of corununications on human rights. The draft decision submitted 

contradicted the provisions of resolution 1503 (XLVIII); his delegation had voted 

against the draft decision before and would do so again. 

'The CHAIKIAl.J put to the vote draft decision 2 recommended by the 

Commission on Humaa Rir;hts for approval by the Council (E/54-64, chap. I). 

Draft decision 2 vvas adopted by 35 votes to 5. vi th 5 abstentions. 

Draft decisiop__l 

The CHAIRl,1AJ.IJ invited representatives to comment on draft decision 3 

(E/5464~ chap. I). 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that 
, . 
. GlS delegation thought the 

appointment of a group by the Sub-Corr@ission on Prevention of Discrimination and 

Protection of ilinorities -vrould entail a problem because the membership of the 

~ub-Commission would cha.nge at the next session of the Commission on Human Rights. 

The outgoing Chairman of' the Sub-Commission might be asked to hold informal 

consultations with the future members of the Sub-Commission with a view to forming 

the group. The request could be included in the text of the decision as an 

additional sentence~ unless it was considered that it coulC. be inferred from the 

text as it stood. 
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The CHAIRI!;.AH sd.id tilat, if t~nere vrere no objections, he would take it 

that dra~G decision 3 (E/5464, chap. I) was adopted by consensus. 

It was so 1ecided. 

~\1r. HAi.'ifG (China) said that his delegation had supported draft decision 3, 

but must make it clear that the conventions on slave~r mentioned in the draft had 

been signed by the reactionary Chiang Kai-shek clique, which had usurped the name 

of China; tl1e ratification was conseq-uently illegal, null and void. 

The CHAIR/tAN said that, in vie\v of the procedural difficulties referred 

to by the representative of the United Kingdom, the Committee co,J.ld adopt a draft 

decision reading: 

"The Economic and Social Council authorizes the outgoing Chairman of 

the Sub-Con~ission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of 

l''linorities to appoint members of the various working groups of the 

Sub-Commission as may be necessary after the election of the Sub-Commission's 

members at the thfrty-first session of the Commission in 1975. ·' 

~lr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he could not 

understand the reason for the decision, because procetJures alre!ldy existed for the 

appointment of working groups. He also t·rished to have the proposed text in 1-rri ting 

so that he could study it. 

Draft r~solution E/~~9. 7 /_1.672 

Hr. MACRAE (United Kingdom), intrcd1:cing draft resolution 1!'./AC. 7/L.672 

on behalf of the sponsors, said that the subject that had given rise to it had 

caused many delegations concern. The Council could choose between taking energetic 

action that would very strikingly demonstrate its concern, and a more moderate 

approach which •wuld, however) have maximum supyort. 

The Council must recognize that its ability to influece the action of l'lember 

States was in fact limited and that its influence bore no direct relation to the 

force of the language u::::ed. That influence 1vas based more on the moral persuasion 

that the Council could apply and was directly related to the support that could be 

expected to be given to the steps the Council was to take. 
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After holding consultations, the sponsors had come to the conclusion tb~t. in 

the existing circumstances a simple and direct draft resolution could be expected 

to receive the support of all. I1ember States. The choice of title in itself 

indicated clearly the attitude taken, becRuse it referred, to the "prote~tion of 

human rights" and not to violations of them. The important issue was the protection 

that had to be ensured for the future. 

'l'he first preambular paragraph had been drafted very carefully. It referred 

to "the alleged violations of human rights in Chile 11
, because the information 

available \vas based on reports. The second preambular paragraph simply stated 

facts, as did the third preambular paragrap~, which made no cow~ent on Chile's 

reply. The fourth preambular paragraph indicated that the reply had not been fully 

satisfactory, because violations continued to be reported. 

~o comment was needed on para8raph 1. Paragraph 2 called upon the Government 

of Chile to take all necessary steps to restore and safeguard basic human rights 

and fundamental freedoms in Chile. The Council could not influence events in 

Chile directly and must 'cry to persuade the Government of Chile to talte the 

Lecessary steps. 

The sponsors of the draft hoped that it vmuld be adopted by consensus so as 

to give maximum support to the appeal to the Government of Chile. 

Mr. SULLIVAN (Canada) said that the Canadian people had always been 

particularly sensitive to vivJations of human ri8hts and had been very greatly 

concerned by the situation prevailing in Chile. ·In vie1-r of that situation, his 

Government had authorized the entry of refugees and iw~igrants from Chile. He 

supported draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672 and agreed vith its content and approach. 

Canada had taken note of the comr.1ents by the representative of Chile that 

any manifer;te.tion in the Council o::' interest in the situ~tion in Chile would be 

reported to the GovernrrK:nt of C'l1ile as a sign of the international community's 

conce.cn. 

.Mr. ROUX (Belgium) said that Belgiu.rn had always spoken out in favour of 

the protection of human rights. Human rights and democratic rules had traditionally 

been respected in Chile; Belgia.."'l public opinion was follovring the events there with 

great interest. Despite the statement in Chile's reply, unfavourable reports on 
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events in that country continued to be received. Belgium would therefore vote in 

favour of draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672. 

M~_}1Al"JG (China) suggested that, since the draft resolution had been 

distributee the previous afternoon, a decision on it should be deferred until the 

af~ernoon meeting. 

The meeting rose at 12.5~. 
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750th meeting Tuesday, 14 May 1974~ 
at 3. 30 p.m. 

Chairman: Ivlr. SMID (Czechoslovakia) 

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTION (concluded): 

(b) REPORT OF THE COMMISSION ON HUMAN RIGHTS (E/5464; E/AC.7/L.672, 1.673 and 
1.676) (concluded) 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672 

Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that the Chinese people deeply 

sympathized with the sufferings of the Chilean people since the coup d'etat. 

President Allende had died a martyr, and people should draw lessons from his 

death and realize that the theory of "peaceful transition", advocated by one of 

the super-Powers, was harmful to the struggle of the third world countries against 

imperialism, colonialism and hegemonism. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that draft 

resolution E/AC.7/L.672 reflected the debate in the Committee on the gross and 

massive violations of human rights perpetrated by the Chilean junta. More than 

six months had passed since the military coup in Chile, whose first victim had been 

the legally elected President, who had dedicated his life to the freedom of the 

Chilean people. Emergency measures were still in force and Chilean patriots were 

still held in concentration camps and prisons, their only crime being loyalty to 

democracy. The crimes of the junta had been condemned by world public opinion. 

The Commission on Human Rights at its thirtieth session had naturally discussed 

those crimes and had, in a telegram, urged the Chilean authorities to put an end 

to the violations of human rights, which were contrary to the Charter of the 

United Nations, to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and to the 

International Covenants. The telegram sent in reply by the Chilean authorities 

was unsatisfactory both in form and in substance, and insulting in tone to the 

United Nations as a whole. The Commission's appeal had been ignored, and the press 

reported that the lives of the public figures mentioned in the Commission's 

telegram and of other Chilean patriots were in imminent danger, and that legal 

proceedings were being taken against them. So far, the only reply of the Chilean 

authorities was to slander other countries, which misled no one. 
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In view of the foregoing, and in view of the fact that gross and massive 

violations of human rights continued in Chile, he suggested that the word 

"alleged" should be deleted from the first preambular paragraph of draft 

resolution E/AC.7/L.672, since it had not been included in the Commission's 

telegram. At the end of the second preambular paragraph, the following should be 

added: "especially concern for the protection of pe~sons whose lives are in 

imminent danger". The second amendment was in line with paragraph 2 and served 

to make the draft resolution clearer. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that, when he had introduced the draft 

resolution, he had explained why the word "alleged" should be maintained in the 

first preambular paragraph. He reud out the Commission's telegram, which referred 

to "reports", and suggested that the word "reported" might be used rather than 

"alleged". As for the Soviet amendment to the second preambular paragraph, 

relating the draft resolution more closely to the Commission's telegram, it might 

be argued that the first preambular paragraph covered that special concern, but he 

would welcome the views of the other sponsors. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands} said that, as a sponsor of the draft 

resolution, his delegation in general agreed with the remarks made by the 

representative of the United Kingdom. He could agree to replacing the word 

"alleged" by "reported". The amendment to the second preambular paragraph was 

redundant, since the idea was covered by the first preambular paragraph and was 

also reflected in paragraph 2. Furthermore, the draft resolution specifically 

referred to the concern of the Commission as expressed in the telegram. 

Mr. LARSSON (Sweden) said that, as a sponsor, his delegation could accept 

the use of the word "reported" instead of "alleged", but could not support the 

second Soviet amendment. 

Miss ILIC (Yugoslavia) said that her delegation was pleased to note that 

the sponsors were sympathetic to the first Soviet amendment, but had difficulty in 

seeing why they could not accept the second amendment. The proposed addition to 

the second preambular paragraph did not contradict the first preambular paragraph 

and was in li~e with the specific reference to the Commission's telegram, which 

had expressed concern for those whose lives were in imminent danger. Her 

delegation would support both Soviet amendments. 
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Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) appealed to the representative of the Soviet 

"ion not to press his second amendment. 

Mr. s. :J. S:MIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he was 

su:Jrised at the formalistic approach adopted by the sponsors towards such a 

se1ous problem, concerning imminent danger to the lives of prominent political and 

pulic figures in Chile. He requested a vote on his second amendment, but would 

nottnsist on a vote on the first amendment on the understanding that the word 

"aL~ged" was replaced by the word "reported". 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that 

the 'ommittee adopted the proposal that the word "alleged" should be replaced by 

the ord "reported" in the first preambular paragraph of draft resolution 

E/At 7/1.672. 

It was so decided. 

rhe Soviet amendment to the second preambul~! paragraph was adopted by 17 votes 

to J. with 1? abstentions. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672 as amended~ was adopted by 41 votes to none, 

wi • 1 2 abstentions. 

Mr. BAZAN DAVILA (Chile) said that his delegation had abstained in the 

,Jting rather than vote against the draft resolution, since the Committee had 

:·etained the draft's original spirit by rejecting the Soviet attempt to give it a 

political bias. The text adopted might appear to discriminate against Chile, 

which was accused of violating human rights, apparently placing Chile on the same 

footing as the super-Power which had made such violations an integral part of its 

system, imposed on all the countries it had subjugated. But to equate Chile with 

others who systemically violated human rights would be unjust. 

He had already explained that Chile had been the victim of foreign 

interference, which had caused the violation of human rights, and that the Chilean 

uprising had been motivated by the people's desire to recover their democratic 

institutions. The exceptional measures taken in the emergency situation were 

provisional, and were in any case in conformity with national and international law. 

He was convinced that the sponsors and supporters of the draft resolution had 

been motivated by humanitarian concern and therefore deserved gratitude. He wished 
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to inform them that, just as the Chilean people alone had repelled foreign 

interference in their internal affairs, they would restore democracy and full 

observance of human rights without outside help. They had no need of the draft 

resolution just adopted to identify their goal • 

Mr. s. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 

delegation had voted in favour of draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672. It was an 

absolute minimum for the Council to condemn the Chilean junta and the crimes 

perpetrated by it. As adopted, the draft resolution expressed the Council's 

concern at serious violations of human rights in Chile and also the concern of the 

Commission on Human Rights about mass and cruel violations of human rights and 

about the lives of persons in imminent danger. The Council had acted correctly in 

urging the Chilean authorities to take all steps to protect fundamental human 

rights, which were being daily flouted by the junta, and his delegation hoped that 

the draft resolution adopted would be the first United Nations step in that 

direction. 

The representative of the Chilean junta in the Committee had tried to distort 

the situation in Chile by speaking of the restoration of democracy. The actual 

situation was more truly reflected by the report that Pablo Neruda 1 s body had been 

disinterred and placed in a common grave. The Chilean junta was not only acting 

in opposition to democracy, but even lacked pity for those of the dead who had 

devoted their lives to democracy and freedom. No manoeuvring by the representative 

of the Chilean junta could remove the stains on the junta's record or justify the 

crimes still being perpetrated by it in Chile. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America) said that his deleg3tion had 

abstained in the vote on draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672. The representative of 

Chile had drawn a distinction between those who were sincerely and honestly 

motivated by concern for human rights and those who wished to make political 

capital out of the situation. The original draft resolution had been prepared by 

Governments sincerely motivated and which observed human rights within their own 

boundaries. The amendments to the resolution had obscured its original motivation. 

Mr. OKIA (Uganda) said that the title of draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672 

might lend itself to varying interpretations. He expressed appreciation to the 
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sponsors for the humanitarian spirit in which the text had been drafted. His 

delegation had voted in favour of it on the understanding that the title did not 

imply that there was any protection for human rights in Chile. The continuing 

reports of violations of human rights in Chile, referred to the fourth preambular 

paragraph, clearly indicated that no such protection existed. While it was not the 

prerogative of the Committee to make a pronouncement on the policy of a Member 

State, it could launch an appeal to d sovereign ·state, as was done in paragraph 2 

~f the draft resolution. His delegation felt strongly that,no Government could 

lictate to another Government what type of·political system it should adopt. 

\ccordingly, his delegation had voted for the resolution on the understanding that 

the Committee believed that there were grounds, on the basis of the reports 

received, for the Committee, acting on a moral basis, to call on the Chilean 

3overnment to restore human rights in that country. 

Mr. VALTASAARI (Finland) said that his delegation had voted in favour of 

draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672 and also in favour of the second USSR amendment, 

because of its concern at the situation in Chile. The Finnish President and 

Governm=nt had sent messages to the Government of Chile, appealing that the death 

sentences should not be given in political trials and that death sentences already 

handed down should not be carried out. 

Mr. TRAVERT (France) paid a tribute to the spirit of conciliation shown 

by the Chilean representative during the debate. His delegation had abstained in 

the vote on the second USSR amendment, because it had felt that the point it made 

was already covered by the first preambular paragraph. It was difficult to oppose 

an expression of concern about persons whose lives were in imminent danger, but, 

on the other hand, the Committee could not draw a distinction between the more 

famous and the less famous victims of violations of human rights. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy) said that her delegation had not participated in 

the vote on draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672 but wished to explain its negative vote 

on the second USSR amendment. It should not be construed as a sign of disinterest 

in the situation of persons whose lives were in imminent danger. Her delegation 

had always been most active in opposition to capital punishment and in the struggle 
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for equality and humane treatment in the administration of justice. However, the 

second USSR amendment was redundant, because the second preambular paragraph 

clearly referred to the whole of the telegram sent by the Chairman of the 

Commission on Human Rights. 

Mr. KOUAME (Ivory Coast) said that his delegation had abstained in the 

vote on the second USSR amendment, because it had felt that the second part of the 

first preambular paragraph adequately covered the concern expressed by the USSR 

delegation in its second amendment. The question concerned the violation of human 

rights in general, and the Committee should not try to distinguish between the 

various victims. His delegation's abstention did not mean that it was indifferent 

to the plight of those whose lives were in imminent danger. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673 

Mr. BAZAN DAVILA (Chile) said that the International Covenant on Civil 

and Political Rights, like the International Covenant on Economic, Social and 

Cultural Rights, had been studied in the United Nations from 1948 to 1966, in which 

year it had been adopted, and he recalled that he personally had participated in 

the pertinent discussions and in the efforts to ensure the Covenant's entry into 

force. Together with other delegations, his delegation had fought to retain the 

Human Rights Committee and to make its jurisdiction mandatory and not optional, to 

retain the competence attributed to the International Court of Justice and, 

finally, to incorporate in the text the individual right of petition, as proposed 

by the Netherlands. As. that proposal had been rejected, his delegation had then 

co-sponsored the Optional Protocol, which provided for that right. 

With regard to the entry into force of the Covenant, it had been proposed that 

50 instruments of ratification should be required to be deposited, which would 

surely have postponed its entry into force indefinitely. Chile had proposed that 

the number should be reduced to 20 and, by way of compromise, had accepted the 

figure of 35, which had also proved excessive, as was shown by the fact that the 

Covenant had still not entered into force eight years after its adoption. 

It was essential to give the international community a conventional instrument 

which, in the promotion of human rights, would add juridical force to the moral 
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force of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. That instrument would activate 

machinery for information, investigation and control which did not currently exist 

and for which all felt the need. At the most recent session of the Commission on 

Human Rights, stress had been placed once again on the need to perfect available 

procedures for studying violations of human rights. A conventional instrument 

like the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights would greatly 

facilitate the tasks of the Commission on Human Rights and the Economic and Social 

Council in that area. 

It was urgently necessary to promote the prompt submission of the necessary 

instruments of ratification for the entry into force of the International Covenant, 

and an appeal must be launched to States to that effect. Moreover, those States 

which had already ratified the Covenant should study the possibility of adopting 

special measures which would bring it into force immediately. However, it was 

possible that those countries which had not yet ratified the Covenant had 

objections which could not easily be removed and that those countries which had 

ratified it were prevented, by constitutional requirements, from bringing it 

immediately into force. It thus seemed advisable to seek a new approach, by 

appealing directly and expressly to States parties to the European Convention for 

the Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms to ratify immediately the 

International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. That might give the appeal 

more prospects for success. The European Convention was, of all such instruments 

elaborated so far, the one which covered the greatest number of rights and which 

provided the most effective recourse for their protection. It was thus the one 

which imposed on States parties the greatest number of obligations. All'the 

provisions of the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights were 

incorporated in the European Convention, so that States which had already incurred 

obligations under the Convention would be making no further commitment by 

ratifying the Covenant. 

Norway, Sweden, Cyprus, Denmark and the German Democratic Republic had already 

ratified the Covenant, and he questioned why Belgium, France, the Netherlands, 

Luxembourg, Iceland, Ireland, the United Kingdom, Switzerland, Austria, Malta, 

Italy and Turkey could not do likewise. Such a step would have a tremendous 

international impact. If nine, at least, of those countries were to ratify the 
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Covenant, they would render the international community the immense service of 

bringing into force immediately a legal instrument which, with all its weaknesses, 

at least created some general obligations and a system of control which would to 

some extent ensure more effective observance of human rights in the world • 

Furthermore, if the European countries he had named ratified the Covenant, 

some of them would be included in the Human Rights Committee established under 

article 28 thereof, and the presence of countries with so much experience in the 

human rights field and with such a sincere desire to promote the effective 

observance of those rights would guarantee that the Committee's work was conducted 

with seriousness, objectivity, responsibility and efficiency. 

The draft resolution submitted by his delegation (E/AC.7/L.673) sought the 

lofty ideal of providing the international community, as soon as possible, with a 

conventional instrument enshrining the obligation to respect human rights and 

providing legal means of protecting them. Chile had upheld that ideal in 1966 and 

upheld it today. It was an ideal with which all States represented in the 

Committee should be in agreement. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that his delegation was second to none 

in recognizing the importance of the International Covenant on Civil and Political 

Rights. Nevertheless, he wished to draw attention to a few technical points 

raised by the draft resolution. 

At each session, the General Assembly addressed an appeal to Governments to 

ratifY the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights and the 

International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights and the Optional 

Protocol to the former. Accordingly, the question would in any case be on the 

agenda of the General Assembly at its twenty-ninth session. At its last session, 

the General Assembly had adopted resolution 3142 (XXVIII) on that question. 

Furthermore, the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights was but 

one part of the International Bill of Human Rights, which was composed of the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the two Covenants, and the Optional Protocol 

to the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. In United Nations 

theory and practice, the International Bill of Human Rights was considered as a 

totality, and he did not feel that one instrument should be singled out, because 

/ ... 



E/AC.7/SR.750 -190-

(Mr. van Bnven, Netherlands) 

all four were of equal significance. His delegation attached great importance also 

to the Optional Protocol concerning the right of petition; when his Government 

ratified the Covenants, it would also ratifY the Protocol, because that was an 

essential element in the international protection of human rights. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673 referred to the European Convention for the 

Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental Freedoms. He pointed out that there also 

existed the European Social Charter and that other regional systems might also have 

been mentioned, such as the system existing under the auspices of the Organization 

of American States. 

He pointed out further that the number "30", in the third preambular paragraph, 

should be replaced by the number "35". He doubted, moreover, that the reference 

in the same preambular paragraph to "nine instruments of ratification or accession" 

required for the entry into force of the International Covenant on Civil and 

Political Rights was correct, because the number was changing constantly. 

For the foregoing reasdns, he felt that the draft resolution required more 

time for consideration and he appealed to the Chilean representative not to insist 

that a decision should be taken on it at the present time. 

Mr. BAZAN DAVILA (Chile) said that the Netherlands arguments seemed valid. 

He would therefore accept the suggestion that consideration of the draft resolution 

should be postponed, so that the text might receive further study. 

Mr. S. N. SriTRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that his 

delegation did not intend to consider draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673 in detail. Its 

submission was a trick by which the representative of the Chilean junta was trying 

to justifY the actions of his Government. If a vote was taken on the draft 

resolution, his delegation would vote against it. 

The Netherlands proposal was unclear to his delegation. Did he mean that the 

draft resolution would be removed from the agenda or that consideration of it 

should be deferred? He was also unclear about the reference to the International 

Bill of Human Rights. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) drew the USSR representative's attention to 

the United Nations publication Human Rights - A Compilation of International 

Instruments of the United Nations (Sales No: E.73.XIV.2), part A of which was 
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headed "The International Bill of Human Rights". Furthermore, in the second 

preambular paragraph of draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673, attention was implicitly 

drawn to the link between the various parts of the International Bill of Human 

Rights, by the reference to the Universal Declaration of Human Rights. A similar 

' phraseology was used in each of the two human rights Covenants. He believed that 

the USSR consistently stressed the interdependence of civil and political rights, 

on the one hand, and economic, social and cultural rights, on the other, and he too 

agreed on that point. 

His proposal concerning the procedure to be followed was that no decision 

should be taken on draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673. 

Mr. MAUERSBERGER (German Democratic Republic) said that his delegation 

would categorically refuse to support draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673, because it 

had been submitted by a representative of the Chilean junta, which had just been 

called upon, in draft resolution E/AC.7/L.672, to restore human rights and 

fundamental freedoms in Chile. Chile should rather pay heed to implementing the 

Universal Declaration of Human Rights, particularly as it was a signatory of it. 

~tr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) expressed 

appreciation for the clarification given by the Netherlands representative. 

The USSR had ratified the International Covenants on Economic, Social and 

• Cultural Rights and on Civil and Political Rights and attached great importance to 

them, as a basis for the implementation of human rights in all fields. However, he 

could not agree with the Netherlands interpretation that the Universal Declaration, 

the two Covenants and the Optional Protocol were all parts of one single document. 

i'f • The Universal Declaration represented an appeal to States adopted by the General 

Assembly, while the Covenants w~re international agreements and the Optional 

Protocol a separate and optional instrument. However, he welcomed the Netherlands 

endorsement of the view consistently held by his Government that the two Covenants 

were inseparable. 

The CHAIRMAN suggested that, as the Chilean representative had agreed not 

to insist on a vote on draft resolution E/AC.7/L.673, the Committee should decide 

to conclude its consideration of the draft resolution. 

It was so decided. 
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Draft decision pruposed by the Chairman (E/AC.7/L.676) 

~~. s. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) proposed that, 

since there were on~y two working groups of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of 

Discrimination and Protection of Minorities, the reference to "various" working 

groups should be repl<:~.ced by a reference to "two" working groups. 

It was so decided. 

The Draft decision proposed by the Chairman, as amended, was adopted by 

consensus. 

Draft resolution IX (E/5464, chapter I) 

Draft resolution IX was adopted by consensus. 

{a) DECADE FOR ACTION TO COMBAT RACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (E/5474, E/5475; 
E/AC.7/L.675) (concluded) 

I~. OSMAN (Egypt), introducing draft resolution E/AC.7/L.675 on behalf 

of the sponsors, announced that Senegal, the Ivory Coast, ~urundi, Trinidad and 

Tobago, and Liberia had announced their intention to become sponsors. The 

designation of the 10 years starting December 1973 as the Decade for Action to 

Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination reflected the determination of the 

international community to contain racism, racial discrimination and apartheid 

and to eradicate them. The horrible massacres reported from the southern part of 

Africa, the practice.of the abhorrent policy of apartheid there, the denial of the 

right to self-determination to the peoples in Africa and elsewhere constituted a 

great violation of fundamental human rights and a serious threat to international 

peace and security. There was no alternative but ceaseless effort and action to 

achieve the goals of the Decade. 

Under General Assembly resolution 3057 {XXVIII), the Economic and Social 

Council, in co-operation with the Secretary-General, had been entrusted with the 

central role in the implementation and follow-up of the Decade. Now, for the 

first time, the Council was assuming its responsibility under that resolution, 

which would remain the terms of reference for its work in that regard. Since the 

Secretary-General, in document E/5474, had been able to report only on developments 
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up to 27 March 1974, the sponsors had requested him to report to the twenty-ninth 

session of the General Assembly any additional information received subsequent to 

the submission of doc~ent E/5474. The Secretary-General was also requested to 

submit to the General Assembly the summary records of the Council's examination of 

the item, so as to enable the Assembly to examine the various views put forward. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.675 welcomed the adoption by several organs of the 

United Nations and by intergovernmental and non-governmental organizations of 

resolutions and/or measures and policies to implement the goals of the Decade and, 

at the same time, submitted to the General Assembly a draft resolution which 

contained a number of useful suggestions and recommendations. 

Nobody and no nation could tolerate the conditions which continued to prevail 

in the southern part of Africa and elsewhere, including the denial of the right 

to self-determination and the ruthless application of the policies of apartheid 

and racial discrimination. Thus, the draft resolution condemned such conditions 

as a real obstacle to the achievement of the goals of the Decade and made the point 

that colonialism, alien domination, racism, apartheid and racial discrimination 

could not be condoned and that it was therefore legitimate for people suffering 

under that scourge to liberate themselves from it. 

The draft resolution recognized, in particular, the role of public opinion in 

generating enough political will and support, moral and material, for the 

realization of the goals of the Decade. It also recognized that racism, racial 

discrimination and apartheid inherently involved socio-economic exploitation, and 

it thus called for examination of the socio-economic and colonial roots of racism, 

apartheid and racial discrimination with a view to eliminating them. 

The draft resolution reflected the three basic tasks assigned to the Economic 

and Social Council in connexion with the Decade: the co-ordination of activities 

undertaken during the Decade, their evaluation, and the submission to the General 

Assembly of pertinent suggestions and recommendations. The latter were contained 

in the draft resolution recommended for adoption by the General Assembly. 

In the process of drafting the text, his delegation had consulted a large 

number of delegations from various regions and had gone very far towards 

accommodating the various views expressed. The text was a minimum indication 

whereby members of the Council could simply, loudly and categorically state that 
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they were against racism, apartheid, racial discrimination, colonialism and alien 

domination and that they were looking forward to seeing the goals and objectives 

of the Decade fully implemented. 

The sixth special session of the General Assembly had gone far towards 

initiating a new economic and social order, and he hoped that the work of the 

Economic and Social Council would usher the world into such an order, thus building 

genuine peace based on justice for all mankind. 

He therefore hoped that draft resolution E/AC.7/L.675 would be adopted 

unanimously. 

Mr. BERK (Turkey) said that his Government had strongly and consistently 

supported the activities of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 

Discrimination and had warmly welcomed the launching of the Decade in 

December 1973. He wished to reaffirm his Government's support for the aims of the 

Decade and for the principles which had inspired it. Turkey was prepared to 

co-operate fully in ensuring the success of the Decade and in making it a 

turning-point in the fight against the evils of racism and racial discrimination. 

His delegation therefore 'fully supported the draft resolution. 

Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that the measures provided for in the 

draft resolution would make a very effective contribution to the achievement of the 

goals of the Decade. The text fully reflected the wishes of the peoples of the 

third world who were engaged in the struggle against colonialism, neo-colonialism, 

racism and racial discrimination. His delegation would therefore support the 

dr.aft resolution. 

Mr. SAYAR (Iran) said that his delegation had already stated its position 
~ 

with regard to the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. 

His Government had already begun to work towards the achievement of the aims of the 

Decade. His delegation whole-heartedly supported the draft resolution. 

Mr. PETROV (Observer for Bulgaria), speaking at the invitation of the 

Chairman, said that the People's Republic of Bulgaria had consistently condemned 

racism, racial discrimination and ~partheid and had supported all United Nations 

initiatives and efforts aimed at mobilizing world public opinion against all forms 
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of racism with a view to eliminating the shameful system of apartheid. Furthermore, 

Bulgaria had always strictly respected and complied with United Nations resolutions 

concerning racism, racial discrimination and apartheid. The Bulgarian Sports 

Federation, in particular, had supported the proposals for the exclusion of South 

Africa from international sports competitions as recommended in General Assembly 

resolution 3151 (XXVIII). The Bulgarian Gymnastics Federation had reiterated its 

intention to exclude representatives of the Republic of South Africa from 

participating in the World Gymnastics Championship to be held in Varna, Bulgaria, 

in 1974. However, to the surprise of the Bulgarian Government, the Board of 

Directors of the International Gymnastics Federation (IGF) had rescinded the • decision of the IGF Congress to hold the eighteenth World Gymnastics Championship 

in Bulgaria. The Board of Directors had based that decision on the refusal of the 

B~lgarian Gymnastics Federation to invite the Gymnastics Federation of South Africa 

to participate in the competition. The Bulgarian Gymnastics Federation, and the 

national federations of many other countries, had strongly protested against that 

decision, which constituted a flagrant violation of all United Nations resolutions 

on apartheid in sports and was tantamount to official support for the racist 

policies of the South African Government. 

At the request of the Bulgarian Government, a meeting of the Special Committee 

on Apartheid had been convened to consider the matter. The Special Committee had 

unanimously resolved to appeal to IGF to reconsider its decision. The 

representative of the Organization of African Unity had said that the United 

Nations should appeal to all States members of IGF not to participate with 

representatives of South Africa in the World Gymnastics Championship. Such an 

appeal would be both justified and appropriate during the Decade for Action to 

Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. The Economic and Social Council, which 

had been entrusted with the co-ordination of activities for the Decade, had all 

the necessary authority and reasons to make such an appeal • 
• 

His delegation was therefore grateful to the sponsors of draft. resolution 

E/AC.7/L.675 for proposing that the attention of national gymnastics federations 
• 

should be called to the inadmissibility of competing with representatives of the 

racist regime of South Africa. That appeal would certainly not pass unnoticed by 
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the Governments of States that hadtnot yet protested against IGF's decision or 

which had not taken appropriate measures in the light of that decision. It was 

only by such concrete action that Governments could promote the spirit of the 

Decade and contribute to the achievement of its goals. 

Mr. SRINIVASAN (India) expressed appreciation of the efforts made by the 

sponsors of the draft resolution to accommodate many diverging points of view. The 

draft resolution suggested specific ways of achieving the goals of the Decade. 

Paragraphs 7 and 8 of the draft resolution recommended to the General Assembly were 

of particular importance in that they drew attention to the socio-economic and 

colonial roots of racism and a~artheid and~tressed the importance of mobilizing 

public opinion. The success of any action to eliminate racism and racial 

discrimination depended largely on the mobilization of public opinion. His 

delegation hoped that the Committee would find it possible to adopt the draft 

resolution by consensus. 

Mr. TREVINO (Mexico) said that his delegation fully supported the draft 

resolution. The competent authorities in ~rexico were currently considering a 

programme of co-ordinated activities designed to achieve the objectives of the 

Decade, in accordance with General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII). He expressed 

the hope that the draft resolution would be considered favourably by the Committee. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he was 

convinced that the draft resolution would constitute the first of a series of 

documents proposing practical measures designed to achieve the goals of the Decade. 

The draft resolution reflected the concern of world public opinion and of the 

United Nations with regard to the persistence of policies of racism, racial 

discrimination and apartheid. The Soviet Union condemned the conditions in which 

the peoples of southern Africa and other areas of the world were still being 

forced to live. Racism, racial discrimination and apartheid constituted a denial 

of human rights and a crime against humanity. His delegation attached the greatest 
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importance to the measures called for in paragraphs 5 and 6 of the resolution 

recommended to the General Assembly. Implementation of the resolution would make 

a substantial contribution to the elimination of racism~ racial discrimination and 

apartheid. His delegation was able to support the draft resolution as a whole. 

He pointed out that, in paragraph 5 (b), it might be more appropriate to 

include the full title of the International Con~ention on the Suppression and 

Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Secretariat would make the appropriate 

amendment to paragraph 5 (b). 

Mr. VALDERRAMA (Observer for the Philippines), speaking at the invitation 

of the Cbairman, said that his delegation welcomed the draft resolution. As the 

Rapporteur of the Special Committee on Apartheid, the representative of one of the 

ot.a.llt!::>. pe:u·t..i.~::::; "GO t.llt:: Iul.t!.nH:t.l.luna.l convention on the Elimination of All Forms of . 
Racial Discrimination and as a member of the human race, he wished to express his 

gratitude to the sponsors of the draft resolution, which he hoped would receive the 

full support of the Committee. 

Mr. MACRAE (United Kingdom) said that the position of his delegation with 

regard to racism, racial discrimination and apartheid had been clearly stated 

during the general debate and during the formulation of the programme for the 

Decade. He welcomed the draft resolution, which contained many positive 

suggestions. He noted, however, that no mention was made of racial harmony, which 

was an important factor. He also felt that the scope of paragraph 3 of the 

recommendation to the General Assembly could be broadened by the addition of the 

words "and other slavery-like practices". 

Referring to paragraph 5 (f), he said that his Government, while disapproving 

of the holding of sports contests with representatives of South Africa, recognized 

the right of individual sports organizations to determine their own policies in 

that respect. In general, his delegation was able to support the draft resolution. 

Mr. OSMAN (Egypt), referring to the suggestion of the representative of 

the United Kingdom, said that, since the wording of the draft resolution had 

already been given careful consideration, he felt that it should not be changed. 
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There was a minor revision to be made to the first preambular paragraph. 

In the last line the word "report" should be replaced by the word "reports", 

which should be followed by the symbols E/5474 and E/5475~ since two pertinent 

reports had been prepared by the Secretary-General. He asked the Secretariat to 

amend the rest of the text accordingly. 

Draft resolution E/AC.7/L.675, as orally revised, was adopted by consensus. 

Mr. WIGGINS (United States of America), speaking in explanation of 

vote, said that his delegation, while supporting most provisions of the draft 

resolution, ~ould have abstained on paragraph 5 (b) if a vote had been taken on 

that paragraph, since it had reservations with regard to the Convention on the 
\ 

Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. As the United States 

representative had already stated during the twenty-eighth session of the 

General Assembly, certain provisions of that Convention could be damaging to. the 

very structure of international law and to the constitutional structure of the 

United Nations itself. Because of the grave nature of crimes against humanity, 

they must be defined and dealt with strictly in accordance with existing 

international law as set forth in the Nuremberg Charter and applied by the 

Nuremberg Tribunal. The United States felt that the broad extension of 

international 'jurisdiction provided for under the Convention was inconsistent 

with the basic norms of fairness and incompatible with the due process which was 

essential in criminal law. Furthermore, the decision to invest the Commission 

on Human Rights with responsibility for certain aspects of the Convention might 

be considered unconstitutional under the United Nations Charter. It was 

questionable whether, under a separate treaty which had not been accepted by all 

Member States, the States parties to a convention could confer powers on an 

organ created under the United Nations Charter. Such a measure would also place 

the Commission itself in the untenable position of having to discharge functions 

under a convention which the majority of its members had not signed and did not 

support. 

In elaborating rules for the protection of human rights, due attention 

should be paid to the rule of law. Ignoring the rule of law could result only 

in a chaotic situation in which the vicious and oppressive would triumph and the 

individual would suffer. 
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Mr. WANG Tzu-chuan (China) said that his delegation, while~~- ming the 

adoption of the draft resolution, wished to make its position clear with regard to 

paragraph 5 (b). That paragraph referred to international instruments on human 

rights which had been adopted before the lawfUl rights of the People's Republic of 

China had been recognized in the United Nations. Consequently, his Government 

would need to study carefully the instruments concerned and would then be able to 

adopt a position on each one of them. 

Mr. OSMAN (Egypt) said that the adoption of the draft resolution 

constituted a significant step towards the achievement of the goals of the Decade. 

On behalf of the sponsors of the draft resolution, he wished to thank the 

Committee for its support. 

Miss CAO PINNA (Italy), speaking in explanation of vote, said that her 

delegation had already stated its support for all action to combat racism and 

racial discrimination. While she had been happy to join in the consensus in 

favour of the draft resolution, she had reservations with regard to paragraph 5 (b), 

in view of the fact that in the General Assembly her delegation had, for legal 

reasons, abstained in the vote on the Convention on the Suppression and Punishment 

of the Crime of Apartheid. 

She welcomed the appeal made in paragraph 5 (e) since, when the idea of 

holding a world conference had been approved, no definite guidelines had been 

established for its agenda. Her Government would be happy to contribute ideas 

for inclusion in the draft agenda of the conference. 

Mr. von KYAW (Federal Republic of Germany) , speaking in explanation of 

vote, said that, while he had been happy to join in the consensus, he had some 

reservations with regard to paragraph 5 (b), which referred to the Convention on 

( the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. His Government believed 

in peaceful change through political and moral pressure and through contact with 

the various groups in the region concerned. Racism, racial discrimination and 

apartheid must be eliminated by a process of negotiation. Moreover, the hope of 

his Government that a peaceful solution to the problem would be found had been 

strengthened by recent developments in western Europe which would undoubtedly have 

repercussions in southern Africa. 
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Mr. TRAVERT (France) said that, while supporting the spirit of the draft 

resolution, his delegation had reservations on a number of points. However, in 

order to expedite the work of the Committee, his delegation would explain its vote 

more fully in a plenary meeting of the Council. 

{c) QUESTION OF SLAVERY AND THE SLAVE TRADE IN ALL THEIR PRACTICES AND 
MANIFESTATIONS, INCLUDING THE SLAVERY-LIKE PRACTICES OF APARTHEID AND 
COLONIALISM (E/5446) (concluded) 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection, he would take it that 

the Committee wished to adopt draft decision 3 contained in chapter I of the 

report of the Commission on Human Rights (E/5464). 

Draft decision 3 was adopted. 

(d) ALLEGATIONS REGARDING INFRINGEMENTS OF TRADE UNION RIGHTS (E/5445) (concluded) 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) recalled that, at a previous meeting of the 

Committee, he had 3uggested that the allegations made by the Lesotho General 

Workers' Union should be referred to the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts of the 

Commission on Human Rights, so that the findings of the Working Group could be 

included in the report of the Commission to the Economic and Social Council at its 

fifty-eighth session. That suggestion had been supported by other delegations, 

including those of Egypt and Canada. A precedent for such a procedure was provided 

by Council resolution 1216 (XLII). Accordingly he wished to submit a draft decision 

to that effect for consideration by the Committee. That decision was worded as 

follows: 

"The Economic and Social Council decides, in accordance with its resolution 

277 (X), to transmit the communication received from the Director-General of 

the International Labour Office (document E/5445, para. 1 and annexes I and II), 

and cou~ents thereon, if any, received from the Government of the Republic of 

South £~rica, to the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts of the Commission on 

Human Rights, requests the Ad Hoc Working Group of Experts to include its 

findings in this matter in the report which it is to present to the Council at 

its fifty-eighth session ~n accordance with Council resolution 1796 (LIV), and 

requests the Secretary-General to inform the Governing Body of the International 

Labour Office of this decision." 

He hoped the draft decision would receive the full support of the Committee. 
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Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he 

had strong doubts about the advisability of adopting a decision such as that 

proposed by the representative of the Netherlands. It was not clear whether the 

group referred to was one already in existence or one to be set up within the 

framework of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of 

Minorities. There seemed no need for any new group. The Ad Hoc Working Group of 

Experts had been established by resolution 2 (XXIII) of the Commission on Human 

Rights to investigate charges of torture and ill-treatment of prisc~ers, detainees 

or persons in police custody in the Republic of South Africa, and Council 

resolution 1216 (XLII) had given that Group the specific mandate of examining 

allegations regarding infringements of trade union rights in the Republic of 

South Africa and to report to the Council on its findings. 

If the representative of the Netherlands was submitting his draft decision 

as a formal proposal, his delegation requested that it should be made in writing 

and that the Committee should have time to study it. 

Mr. van BOVEN (Netherlands) said that there was no question of setting 

up a new group of experts. 

Mr. S. N. SMIRNOV (Union of)Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he 

understood from the remark made by the representative of the Netherlands that the 

group concerned was the Ad H0c Working Group of Experts. He would not therefore 

insist on written submission of the draft decision under discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN said that, if he heard no objection,he would take 

it that the Committee adopted the draft decision submitted orally by the 

representative of the Netherlands. 

It was so decided. 

COMPLETION OF THE COMMITTEE'S WORK 

The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee had completed its work for the 

fifty-sixth session. 

The meeting rose at 6.40 p.m. 




