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COIWEIiTS 

V i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s i n southern A f r i c a s r e p o r t s of the AdJIoc V/orking Group 
of Experts (continued) 

The adverse consequences f o r the enjoyment of human r i g h t s of p o l i t i c a l , m i l i t a r y , 
economic and other forms of as s i s t a n c e given to c o l o n i a l and r a c i s t régimes i n 
southern A f r i c a (œntinued.) 

Implementation of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of 
the Crime of Aparthoid (continued) 

(a) Study i n c o l l a b o r a t i o n vjith the Sub-Commission on Pre v e n t i o n of D i s c r i m i n a t i o n 
and P r o t e c t i o n of M i n o r i t i e s of v/ays a.nd шап в of ensuring the implementation of 
united Nations r e o o l u t i o n s bearing on apar'tt}e_id, racism and r a c i a l d i s c r i m i n a t i o n 5 
(b) Implementation of the Programme f o r the Decade f o r A c t i o n to Combat Racism and 
R a c i a l D i s c r i m i n a t i o n (œninnuea) 

This record i s subject to c o r r e c t i o n . 
P a r t i c i p a n t s viishing to make c o r r e c t i o n s should submit them i n w r i t i n g to the 

O f f i c i a l Records E d i t i n g S e c t i o n , roomE.6l08, P a l a i s des Nations, Geneva, w i t h i n 
one week of r e c e i v i n g the record i n t h e i r working language. 

Corr e c t i o n s to the records of the meetings of the Commission a t t h i s session 
v j i l l be consolidated i n a s i n g l e corrigendum to 1эе issued shoi-tly a f t e r the end of 
the ses s i o n . 
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Question of .measures to be taken a g a i n s t i d e o l o g i e s and practicé'̂ s based on 
t e r r o r or incitement to ra,cial d i s c r i m i n a t i o n or any other form of group 
hatred (continued.) 

O r g a n i z a t i o n of the v/ork of the session (cpntijiuedj 

Question of the r e a l i z a t i o n i n a l l c ountries ox the economic, s o c i a l and 
c u l t u r a l r i g h t s contained i n the U n i v e r s a l Poclai-ation of Hur.ian E i g h t s and 
i n the I n t e r r j a t i o n a l Covenant on Lconomic, S o c i a l and C u l t u r a l R i g h t s , and. 
study of s p e c i a l problems v/hich the developing c o u n t r i e s face i n t h e i r 
e f f o r t s to achieve those human r i g h t s , i n c l u d i n g : 

(a) Problems r e l a t e d to the r i g h t to enjoy an adequate standard of l i v i n g ; 
the r i g h t to development 

(b) The e f f e c t s of the e x i s t i n g u n j u s t .international economic order on the 
economies of the dov'oloping countr.ios, and the obstacle that t h i s 
represents f o r the implementation of human r i g h t s and fundamental 
freedoms 

Status of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights 
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The meeting was c a l l e d to order at 4»40 P«m« 

VIOLATIONS OP Ш М М RIGHTS Ш SOUTHERN /iPRICAs REPORTS OF THE AL HOC V/ORKING GROUP 
OF EXPERTS (agenda item 6) (continued) (E/CN . 4 /L . 1 5 5 5 ; E/CN.4/L.1555 t-\E/CN.4/L.1556) 

THE ADVERSE CONSEQUEITCES FOR THE ENJOWNT OF HUMAIT RIGHTS OF POLITICAL, MiLITilRY, 
ECONOIilC i m OTHER FORMS OP ASSISTANCE GIVEN TO C O L O N I M J Ш. RACIST REGIMES IN 
SOUTHERN AFRICA (agenda item 7) (continued) (E/CN . 4 /L . 1 5 5 8i E/Ctl.4/L.1564) ^ 

IMPLE14ENTATI0N OF THE INTERNATIONAL COirVENTION ON THE SUPPRESSION AND PUITISHIÍENT 
OF THE CRIME OP АР/ДТНЕШ (agenda item 17) (continued) (E/CN.4/L.I554) 

(a) STUDY ВТ COLLABORATION WITH THE SUB-COMISSION ON PREVENTION OF DISCRIMINAT ION 
i m PROTECTION OF MBTORITIES, OF WAYS i m MEANS. OP ENSURHTG THE HiPIEMENTATION OF 
UNITIÉD NATIONS PJDSOLUTIONS BE/iRBTG ON APARTHEID, - RACISI^ AND R.\CIAL DISCRIMINATION; 

(b) IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PR0GRAI4MÈ FOR THE DECADE FOR ACTION TO COMBAT RACISM 
AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (agenda item 21) (continued) (E/CN . 4 /L . 1 5 5 7I E/CN.4/L.I562) 

QUESTION OF MEASURES TO BE T/\KEN AGABTST IDEOLCXJIES 1Ш) PRACTICES B/iSED ON TERROR 
OR INCITEMENT. TO -RACIAL DISCRIMINATION OR ANY OTHER FORII OP GROUP HATRED 
(agenda item 25) (continued) (E/CN .4/l548/Rev.l) 

1. The CHAIRMAN i n v i t e d the members, of the Commission who had not already done so 
to g i v e explanations of t h e i r votes on the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s , adopted at the previous 
meeting. 

2. Mr. GAGLIARDI ( B r a z i l ) s a i d that h i s delegation had voted i n favour of . 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/L.I554 but that, i f a separate vote had been taken on 
operative paragraph 5j i t would have abstained. In the report (E/CN.4/1426) the 
implementation of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression and Punishment o f 
the Crime of Apartheid was l i n k e d w i t h the establishment of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l penal 
t r i b u n a l , which h i s Government d i d not favour. I t was to be noted that h i s country 
had not signed the Convention i n qu e s t i o n . 

5' .Mr. MRTINS DA CRUZ (Portugal) reminded the Commission t h a t , i n i t s statement on 
agenda items 6, ~7, Í7~and 21, h i s d e l e g a t i o n had again stressed the importance which 
h i s country.attached to the r e a l i z a t i o n of the r i g h t of peoples to s e l f - d e t e i r a i n a t i o n 
and independence and to respect f o r n a t i o n a l sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y , 
and that i t had s t r o n g l y condemned any c o l o n i a l s i t u a t i o n i n southern A f r i c a and 
re a f f i r m e d i t s o p p o s i t i o n to any r a c i a l d i s c r i m i n a t i o n . I t considered i t a b s o l u t e l y 
e s s e n t i a l , both p o l i t i c a l l y and m o r a l l y , to e l i m i n a t e a p a r t h e i d , an i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d 
form of racism, which c o n s t i t u t e d an a.ffront to the moral conscience of a l l mankind. 
His d e l e g a t i o n had, however, been o b l i g e d to a b s t a i n vvhen the vote was taJcen on 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 /L . 1 5 5 5J because of the wording of a number of the paragraphs 
of the operative p a r t . His Government d i d not consider that the i s o l a t i o n of. 
South A f r i c a - a l s o requested i n d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/L . 1558 was l i k e l y to make 
a p o s i t i v e c o n t r i b u t i o n to the development of the s i t u a t i o n i n that country and 
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thought that i t could not but obstruct the e f f o r t s of a l l those who, whether outside 
or i n s i d e South A f r i c a , were t r y i n g to promote f a r - r e a c h i n g changes i n the unjust 
system of apartheid» On the contrary, the maintenance of a. constant dialogue w i t h 
the South A f r i c a n Government was l i k e l y to l e a d i t more r e a d i l y to adopt the measures 
req u i r e d - e s p e c i a l l y i f i t was accompanied by a degree of i n t e r n a t i o n a l pressure -
wi t h which h i s Government as s o c i a t e d i t s e l f - at the appropriate time and pla c e . On 
that point,, h i s delegation could not r e f r a i n from s t r e s s i n g that the v i o l a t i o n of the 
sovereignty of Mozambique, r e c e n t l y attacked by the South A f r i c a n army, i n complete 
d i s r e g a r d of the standards of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law« was a grave threat to peace i n the 
regi o n . 

4. - As i n previous years, h i s d e l e g a t i o n had abstained from v o t i n g on the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n on the implementation of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression 
and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid (E/CIT.4/1.1554)? vrhich contained p r o v i s i o n s 
vrhich vrere not i n conformity vrith the "légal system of h i s country. I t remained true 
that h i s country condemned racism and apa r t h e i d as f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n s of.the most 
elementary human r i g h t s . That was vrhy.his delegation had voted f o r d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CIT .4/b . l557j vrhich d e a l t w i t h the implementation of the Programme f o r 
the Decade f o r A c t i o n to Combat Racism and R a c i a l D i s c r i m i n a t i o n - an important 
e f f o r t by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community towards the e l i m i n a t i o n of apartheid.• 

5. His d e l e g a t i o n had abstained from v o t i n g on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CH . 4 /L . 1 5 5Q 
because some of.the operative paragraphs were so worded that they might l e a d to 
conclusions vrhich would be, to say the l e a s t , i n c o r r e c t . I t had a l s o a.bstained .from 
v o t i n g on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / L . 1 5 5 5 5 mainly because the p r o v i s i o n s of c e r t a i n 
paragraphs d i d not seem, f o r the time being, conducive to a s o l u t i o n of the 
Ha,mibian problem. His Government r e a f f i n a e d i t s commitment to the r i g h t to 
se l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n of the Hamibian people i n f u l l l i b e r t y and l e g a l i t y , and i t 
condemned the armed attacks launched by South A f r i c a against Zambia and Angola, both 
as v i o l a t i o n s of t h e i r t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y and as actions which could only f u r t h e r 
delay the accession of Hajnibia to independence. 

6. 14x3. ARjiHA (Peru) s a i d that her d e l e g a t i o n , which condemned the p o l i c y of r a c i a l 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n and apartheid of the P r e t o r i a regime, had voted i n favour of a l l the 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s submitted under agenda items 6, 7, 17 and 21. She reminded the 
Commission that her. country, which vras a, party to the In t e r n a t i o n a J Convention of the 
Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid and a f u l l member of the 
Sp e c i a l Committee against Apartheid, supported the campaign by the Namibian people to 
exe r c i s e i t s r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and independence, 

7* .Mr. SCHIPTER (united States of America) s a i d that h i s Government vras opposed to 
the p o l i c y of apartheid and vranted to vrork towards a peaceful development of the 
situa^tion i n Southern A f r i c a , vrhich some of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s that had j u s t been 
adopted tended to r e j e c t . 

8 . His d e l e g a t i o n had voted against d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/GTT.4/L .1555J because i t could 
not accept.par3.graphs J , 8, 9. a-nd 1 3 s -in p a r t i c u l a r . . I t had abstained vrhen the vote 
was taken on r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 /L . 1 5 5 4 as his Government, vrhose p o s i t i o n . o n the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Арэ-rtheid 
was well-laiovm, d i d not endorse the appeal i n i t s operative paragraph 2. I t had 
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abstained from v o t i n g on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CÎT./,./L.1555, because h i s country's 
p o l i c y on the subject was imder review. I t had not p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the vote on 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CÎT.4/L.I557, as the Programme f o r the Decade f o r A c t i o n to 
Combat Racism and R a c i a l D i s c r i m i n a t i o n a s s i m i l a t e d Zionism to racism. I t had voted 
against d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CÏÏ,4/1.1558, because i t was opposed to the 
S p e c i a l Rapporteur's report on the adverse consequences f o r the enjoyment of human 
r i g h t s of p o l i t i c a l , m i l i t a r y , economic and other forms of a s s i s t a n c e given to 
c o l o n i a l and r a c i s t régimes i n southern A f r i c a (E/CÎT.4/Sub.2/425 and Corr . 1 - 3 and 
Add.1-7) which m.entioned United States companies maántaining trade r e l a t i o n s w i t h 
South A f r i c a , i n keeping w i t h h i s country's l o g i s l a . t i o n . 

9. I-Ir. JAHIT (Pedera.1 Republic of Germany) sa i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n , while 
favouring the e l i m i n a t i o n of a l l forms of c o l o n i a l i s m and a.pa,rtheid and condemning 
every v i o l a t i o n of human r i g h t s by the r a c i s t Government of South A f r i c a , d i d not 
t h i n k , however, that a l l economic r e l a t i o n s w i t h the peoples of southern A f r i c a should 
be broken o f f . I t v;as opposed to the draviing up of any black l i s t of companies and 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s maintaining economic r e l a t i o n s w i t h the régime i n South M r i c a , which 
was tantamount to a s s i m i l a t i n g economic r e l a t i o n s to an acceptance of the South A f r i c a n 
régime. Consequently, i t had voted against d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s E/CIT.4/L.I553 and 
L . I 5 5 8 . 

10. I l l s d e l e g a t i o n had abstained from v o t i n g on r e s o l u t i o n E/CÍT .4/L . 1555 , as h i s 
Government, l i k e i t s partners i n the Five-Power conta.ct group, f e l t t hat the problem 
of Namibia was a matter not f o r the Commission but f o r the S e c u r i t y Council and the 
General Assembly to handle. Lastlj?-, i t had abstained from v o t i n g on d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/L.I554? as the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression and 
Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid- d i d not guara,ntee minimum c o n d i t i o n s f o r persons 
accused, 

11. Иг. SOYER (Prance) s a i d that h i s delegation's votes on d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n s E / C N . A / L . I 5 5 3 , L.1557 and L . I 5 5 8 r e f l e c t e d i t s well-lmown and c o n s i s t e n t 
a t t i t u d e s . L ike the delegations of the four other members of the Five-Power contact 
group, i t had abstained from v o t i n g on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 /L . 1 5 5 5 , although i t 
agreed w i t h the o b j e c t i v e p r i n c i p l e s of that d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n r e l a t i n g to the 
e x e r c i s e by the Na-mibian people of the r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e i i u i n a t i o n and independence. 
His Government remained e s s e n t i a l l y attached to the p r i n c i p l e s contained i n the 
United Nations plan f o r Namiljia and i t had been deeply disappointed by the f a i l u r e of 
the Geneva Conference on Namibia, which was to have l e d to an agreement on a c e a s e - f i r e 
3-nd. thence to e a r l y independence f o r Namibia - s. f a i l u r e due to the p o s i t i o n adopted 
by the South /^frican d e l e g a t i o n which had deemed an agreement on "implementation" to 
be "premature". I t could not but disapprove of any i n i t i a t i v e l i k e l y to render even 
more d i f f i c u l t the establishment of r e l a t i o n s of mutual confidence which were e s s e n t i a l 
f o r any agreement. I t t h e r e f o r e had r e s e r v a t i o n s regardiîig, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
paragraphs 7, H and I 5 of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n i n question, which i t d i d not consider 
l i k e l y to encourage a settlement acceptable to a l l p a r t i e s . None the l e s s , h i s 
Government was, of course, i n favour of p r i s o n e r s who were members of S'l'/APO being 
t r e a t e d i n conformity w i t h human r i g h t s and d i g n i t y . I t hoped t?iat the progress already 
recorded would be maintained and that the way would remain open f o r a negotiated 
agreement. Sa-nctions which, i n c i d e n t a l l y , were w i t h i n the competence of a body other 
than the Commission, could only make the resumption of n e g o t i a t i o n s even more d i f f i c u l t . 

12. Mrs. PALilRCA ( P h i l i p p i n e s ) s a i d that her delegation had voted f o r d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/L.1557, although i t vrould have l i k e d to have the words "at l e a s t " 
added before the v/ords "commensurate w i t h " i n the t h i r d l i n e of paragraph 7. I t was 
c e r t a i n l y d e s i r a b l e that v i c t i m s of r a c i a l d i s c r i m i n a t i o n should be compensated f o r 
the i n j u r y s ustained, as v/as the сэ-se i n her country. 
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13. Mr. PAPASTEFAHOU (Greece) s a i d that h i a d e l e g a t i o n had voted i n favour of 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CIT.4/b.l553 but t h a t , i f a separate vote had been taken on 
paragraph 9> i't would ha.ve abstained because of the vagueness of the wording. 

14. His d e l e g a t i o n had voted i n favour of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CH . 4 /L . 1 5 5 5 a.1 though 
i t had m i s g i v i n g s about some of i t s p r o v i s i o n s , v/hich might w e l l g i v e r i s e to 
misunderstandings regarding the way i n vrhich the Commission approached the problem 
of the v i o l a t i o n of human r i g h t s by South A f r i c a i n Namibia. 

15. Mr. DYRLÏÏin) (Denniark) s a i d he vrished to r e a f f i r m that h i s Government r e j e c t e d 
and condemned a p a r t h e i d , vrhich i t considered, to be an obstacle to the maintenance 
of peace and s e c u r i t y i n southern A f r i c a . In that connection, he r e c a l l e d the j o i n t 
programme of a c t i o n agreed upon i n March 1973 by the M i n i s t e r s of F o r e i g n A f f a i r s 
o f the Nordic c o u n t r i e s , ..vrhich i n v o l v e d the p r o h i b i t i o n or, discouragement of nevr 
investments i n South A f r i c a , recommendations f o r d i s c o n t i n u i n g sports a,nd c u l t u r a l 
contacts w i t h South A f r i c a and increased Nordic support to refugees, l i b e r a t i o n 
movements and v i c t i m s of a p a r t h e i d . His d e l e g a t i o n f i r m l y b e l i e v e d t h a t , vrithout 
increased pressure from the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, the South A f r i c a n Government 
was not l i k e l y to sta.rt the necessary process of transforming i t s s o c i e t y . 

16. His d e l e g a t i o n had thus voted f o r the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/L .1555 because 
i t was favourable to a peaceful r e s o l u t i o n of the problem i n question based on 
S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l - r e s o l u t i o n 435 (I978). I t vroxild, hovrever, have p r e f e r r e d that the 
r e s o l u t i o n had not been introduced i n the Coiamission, since the subject vras being 
d e a l t vrith i n other appropriate United Nations bodies. His d e l e g a t i o n vrished to 
express once again i t s support f o r the Secretary-General of the u n i t e d Nations i n 
h i s e f f o r t s to f i n d an i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y acceptable s o l u t i o n f o r the Namibia problem, 
and i t hoped that the f i v e Western Pov/ers vrould continue- to o f f e r t h e i r goodi o f f i c e s , 
to the.Secretary-General i n that r e s p e c t . 

17. His d e l e g a t i o n had been o b l i g e d to a b s t a i n from v o t i n g on 
r e s o l u t i o n s Е/СН . 4 /Ь . 1 5 5 3 and L .1558, because they, containe'd p r o v i s i o n s vrhich d i d 
not take i n t o account the competence of o-'dier United. Nations organs. 

1 8 . As f o r d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . E/CH . .4/L .1557, h i s d e l e g a t i o n vrould have been able to 
vote i n favour of that r e s o l u t i p n i n i t s o r i g i n a l form, because of i t s f i r m support 
f o r the goals and the o b j e c t i v e s of the Decade f o r A c t i o n to Combat .Piexism and 
R a c i a l D i s c r i m i n a t i o n , as set f o r t h ' i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 3057 (XlCVIIl). 
Hovrever, the a d d i t i o n of the nevr paragraph proposed by, the S y r i a n Arab. Republic 
(E/CN.4/L.1562), vrhich r e f e r r e d , i n p a r t i c u l a r to c o n s u l t a t i o n s by the. 
Secretary-General vrith. the Committee on the E x e r c i s e of the I n a l i e n a b l e H i g h t s . o f 
the P a l e s t i n i a n People, vras inacceptable to h i s d e l e g a t i o n which ha,d t h e r e f o r e been 
o b l i g e d to a b s t a i n . 

19. F i n a l l y , h i s d e l e g a t i o n had abstained from v o t i n g on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N / / L . 1 5 5 4 ) 
concerning the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression and Punislament of the 
Crime of A p a r t h e i d , to vrhich i t had o b j e c t i o n s that had been repeatedly explained 
i n the General Assembly. 

20. Mr. T\'/ESIGYE (Uganda) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had voted f o r the f i v e d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n s d e a l i n g v r i t l i agenda items 6, J , 17 and 21 - o f vrhich i t vras a sponsor -
because i t vras convinced that pro-ctical measures had to be taken to b r i n g 
South A f r i c a n régime to accept the c r u c i a J p r i n c i p l e o f e q u a l i t y f o r a l l peoples, 
independently of t h e i r race, and thus to put an end to the odious p o l i c y o f a p a r t h e i d . 
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21. n e i t h e r South A f r i c a nor i t s liestern. a l l i e s irould succeed i n preventing 
Namibia from o b t a i n i n g l i b e r t y and independence; no support, however ext e n s i v e , 
from the Governments of the Viestern countries and the Western m u l t i n a t i o n a l 
corporations would stop the South A f r i c a n s from f r e e i n g themselves from the yoke 
of a p a r t h e i d . The only remaining question was \:hen and at vrhat cost those cha^nges 
would occur. 

22. Mr. GONZALEZ de LEGIT (líexico) s a i d t h a t , had i t been present a t the preceding 
meeting, h i s d e l e g a t i o n would ha.ve voted i n favour o f the f i v e d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s 
Concerning agenda items 6, J , I7 and 2 1 , The Ilexican people a.nd Government had 
always supported the peoples o f A f r i c a a.nd t h e i r j u s t claims w i t h respect to the 
c o l o n i a l i s t and r a c i s t régimes of southern, A f r i c a . In that connection, i t should 
be noted t h a t , on 4 Ma-rch I 9 8 O , the Mexican Government had deposited i t s instrument 
of r a t i f i c a t i o n of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Convention on the Suppression and Punisliment 
of the Crime o f A p a r t h e i d . 

23. His d e l e g a t i o n vrould a l s o have voted i n favour o f d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/cN . 4 / l 5 4 8/lLev.l, submitted under agenda item 25, f o r i t wa.s opposed to 
a l l i d e o l o g i e s and p r a c t i c e s based upon t e r r o r o r incitement to гас1зД d i s c r i m i n a t i o n 
or any other form of group hatred, i n p a r t i c u l a r nazism, fascism and neo-na,zism. 

24. Mr. ZORIIT (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had 
voted f o r the f i v e d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s submitted under agenda items 6, 7, 17 and 21, 
which vrere designed to put aai end to the v i o l a t i o n o f Нгдтап r i g h t s i n southern A f r i c a , 

25. However, i t d i d not thinlc that the p r o v i s i o n s i n paragraph 9 o f d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1553 v/ere i n keeping vrith the Charter o f the United Nations. Only 
the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l a.nd the General Assembly vrore empovrered to make d e c i s i o n s 
concerning the e x c l u s i o n of South A f r i c a from the United Nations, a measure v.diich 
h i s Government had supported i n the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l . The States vrfiich had opposed 
that measure vrere p r e c i s e l y those vrhich continued to a s s i s t the r a c i s t South A f r i c a n 
régime, i n v i o l a t i o n of numerous United Nations r e s o l u t i o n s . As f o r the 
establishment of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Penal T r i b u n a l , as r e f e r r e d to i n paragraph 11 
of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n under consiâ.era/bion, i t had not been considered by thé 
Commission a.nd the appeal таЛе to a l l the States Members of the United Nations thus 
appeared u n j u s t i f i e d . F i n a l l y , the p r o v i s i o n s i n paragraph 23 should a l s o be 
understood i n the context o f the p r o v i s i o n s o f paragraph б of Commission 
r e s o l u t i o n 9 (XXXVl), vrith the e x c l u s i o n , of course, of Zimbabvre. 

26. Mr. NAGHAWE (Observer, A f r i c a n N a t i o n a l Congress) s a i d he vrished, f i r s t o f a l l , 
to express h i s delegation's g r a t i t u d e to the d.elegations vrhich had vo t e d - i n favour, 
o f the r e s o l u t i o n s adopted on agenda items 6, 7, 17 and 21, thus demonstrating t h e i r 
support f o r the j u s t s t r u g g l e that the n a t i o n a l l i b e r a t i o n movements of 
southern Afi-ica were v/aging a g a i n s t the P r e t o r i a f a s c i s t régime. The process v.'hich the 
P r e t o r i a régime had embarked, on, f a r from being dynamic as some delegations had 
a l l e g e d , v̂ as nothing e l s e but a. manoeuvre aisied a t f u r t h e r strengthening and 
c o n s o l i d a t i n g the apartheid, apparatus; that a p p l i e d to the i n t e n s i f i c a . t i o n o f the 
bantustan programme, the c r e a t i o n o f ra.cial bodies such as the President's C o u n c i l 
and the Black C o u n c i l , the passage o f lavrs c u r t a i l i n g the a c t i v i t i e s o f the labour 
movement and the implementation of the t o t a l vrar s t r a t e g y . 
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21. I t had also been argued that economic r e l a t i o n s w i t h South A f r i c a could be 
used as an instrument of reform - reference had been made i n that regard to the 
European Economic Community's code of conduct - and that the a p p l i c a t i o n of sanctions 
against South A f r i c a would s e r i o u s l y a f f e c t the b l a c k population. I t should be 
emphasized once again t h a t , f o r a l l the investments that had been made i n 
South A f r i c a , the p l i g h t of the b l a c k workers had p r o g r e s s i v e l y d e t e r i o r a t e d , as had 
been e l a b o r a t e l y s p e l t out i n the S p e c i a l Rapporteur's re p o r t on the adverse 
consequences f o r the enjoyment of human r i g i i t s of p o l i t i c a l , ..military, economic and 
other forms of assistance given to t h e . c o l o n i a l and r a c i s t régimes i n southern A f r i c a 
(E/CN.4/Sub.2/425 and C o r r . l to 3 and Add.1 .to 7>. 'That was why ANC advocated the 
a p p l i c a t i o n of sanctions against South A f r i c a , no matter vjhat the consequences f o r 
the A f r i c a n people, who. were prepared to make any s a c r i f i c e i n pursuance of t h e i r 
cherished goal the overthrow of the apartheid régime." 

28. i t should be emphasized that the n a t i o n a l liberation-moyements. of southern A f r i c a 
had r e s o r t e d to armed struggle only because war had been imposed upon them by the 
v i o l e n t r a c i s t P r e t o r i a régime, a f t e r they had t r i e d a l l p o s s i b l e peaceful means. 

29. -Mr. NANGOLO (Observer, South V/est A f r i c a People's Organization) s a i d he wished 
f i r s t of a l l to thank - a l l the delegations vjhich had voted i n favour of the 
r e s o l u t i o n s concerning the problem of Namibia. 

3 0 . He pointed out to those delegations which had s a i d .that i t was p o s s i b l e to make 
c o n s t r u c t i v e use' of the economic r e l a t i o n s w i t h the South A f r i c a n Government that 
i t was i n f a c t South A f r i c a which a c t u a l l y p r o f i t e d from those r e l a t i o n s and not the 
people of southern A f r i c a , who remained e x p l o i t e d . He wished to remind those 
delegations which had s t a t e d that they could not vote i n favour of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s 
encouraging violence that they belonged to c o u n t r i e s that had s u f f e r e d from the 
N a z i occupation and had themselves r e s o r t e d to v i o l e n c e i n order to l i b e r a t e 
themselves. 

3 1 . He could only deplore the f a c t t h a t , a f t e r f o u r years of n e g o t i a t i o n s , f i v e 
Western co u n t r i e s members of the contact group on Namibia were s t i l l not prepared to 
vote i n favour of r e s o l u t i o n s that would compel South A f r i c a to comply w i t h the 
requests of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, and were c o n t i n u i n g to i n v e s t i n 
South A f r i c a , thus e n a b l i n g i t to maintain troops i n Namibia, at a cost of 
|US 1 m i l l i o n per day. 

ORGANIZATION OP THE'V/ORK OP ТБЕ SESSION (agenda item 3) (continued) 

3 2 . Mr. ZORIN (Union of .Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) suggested that t h e ' t e n t a t i v e 
time-table of work should Ъе followed f o r agenda items 8, 22 and 5 - a minimal 
programme - a l l o w i n g a l l delegations who so d e s i r e d to spealc on those items. I n 
that context, i t seemed to him. t h a t the number of. meetings scheduled f o r 
agenda item 13 was r a t h e r l a r g e . 

3 3 . The CHAIRMAN assured the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the USSR that every d e l e g a t i o n 
would have the opportunity of speaking f o r as l o n g as i t wished on agenda items 8 
and 2 2 . 

34. The Commission would then have to decide upon the o r g a n i z a t i o n of work on 
agenda items 5-and 13? because c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the l a t t e r item could not be 
postponed without inconvenience, since some delegations had e x p r e s s l y been i n v i t e d 
to come to Geneva on the date set f o r the debate on that item. 
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35. Mr. SALAH-BEY ( A l g e r i a ) s a i d he supported the co-mment by the USSR re p r e s e n t a t i v e 
on agenda item 8 and hoped that the Commission would pay greater a t t e n t i o n to 
economic problems. He had, however, been reassured by the explanations given by the 
Chairman. 

QUESTION OP THE REALIZATION Ш ALL COUNTRIES OP THE ECONOMIC, SOCIAL AITO CULTURAL 
RIGHTS СОНТАЖ Б ВТ THE UÎTIVERSAL DECLARATION OP НШШТ RIGHTS AiTD Ш THE 
BFJERNATIONAL COVENANT ON ECOIÍOMIC, SOCIAL AND CULTURAL RIGHTS, AITD STUDY OF 
SPECIAL PROBLEMS VJHICH THE DEVELOPING COUNTRIES FACE Ш THEIR EFFORTS TO ACHIEVE 
THESE HUI4AN RIGHTS, INCLUDING: 

(a) PROBIEMS RELATED TO THE RIGHT TO ENJOY AN i\DEQUATE STANDARD OF LIVING; 
THE RIGHT TO DEVEL0PM3NT; 

(b) THE EFFECTS OF THE EXISTING UNJUST BITERNATIONAL ECONOMIC ORDER ON THE 
ECONOMIES OP THE .DEVELOPING CODITTRIES, iXND THE OBSTACLE THAT THIS 
REPRESENTS FOR THE DIPLEMENTATION OF HUlvlAN RIGHTS А1\ГО FUiTOAMENTAL 
FREEDOMS (agenda item 8) (E/CN.4/14211 E/CN.4/14251 E/CN.4/1458; 

E/CN.4/14591 E/CN .4/NG0/296; E/CN.4/NG0/305; ST/HR./SER.A/8) 
STATUS OP THE INTERNATIONAL COVENANTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS (agenda item 22) (E/CN.4/1444) 

36. Mr. NYAI4EKYE (Deputy D i r e c t o r , D i v i s i o n of Human R i g h t s ) , i n t r o d u c i n g 
agenda item 8, reminded the Commission t h a t , i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n s 32/13O and 34/46, 
the General Assembly-had s t r o n g l y emphasized the necessary r e l a t i o n s h i p between 
economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s and human r i g h t s i n general. In i t s t u r n , the 
Commission had decided at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session to enlarge the scope of i t s 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n of that aspect of human r i g h t s . Thus, at i t s current session, the 
Commission had before i t the rep o r t of a seminar that had been held i n I98O to study 
the e f f e c t s of the e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order on the economies of the 
developing c o u n t r i e s and the obstacle that they represented f o r the implementation 
of human r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms. The Commission also had before i t f u r t h e r 
parts of the study on the r i g h t to development, contained i n document E/CN.4/1421. 

37. The implementation of economic, s o c i a l and. c u l t u r a l r i g h t s c a l l e d f o r some 
d i f f i c u l t d e c i s i o n s of p r i n c i p l e on the Commission's part. O r i g i n a l l y , the Commission 
had commissioned Mr. Ganji to c a r r y out a study on the subject and had subsequently 
decided to give r e g u l a r c o n s i d e r a t i o n to the matter as an item of i t s agenda. I n 
the meantime, the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on Economic, S o c i a l and C u l t u r a l Rights had 
entered i n t o force and States p a r t i e s to that instrument had begu.n to submit r e p o r t s 
to the Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l and i t s V.^orking Group. The General Assembly had 
also made important pronouncements on the subject i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n s 32/13O, 34/46 
and 35/174. In the l a s t two r e s o l u t i o n s , the General Assembly had followed up the 
work i n i t i a t e d by the Commission on the r i g l i t to development and had affirmed i t to' 
be a human r i g h t . The c o n t r i b u t i o n s i n that f i e l d made by the s p e c i a l i z e d agencies 
such as ILO, VJHO, РАО. and UNESCO i n t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e areas of competence should a l s o 
be noted. 

38., Having l i s t e d the various, d e c i s i o n s by which the Commission had c c n t r i b u t e d to 
the t h e o r e t i c a l study of the question and noted that i t would perhans be b e t t e r i n 
future to seek to develop the methodology of implementing economic, s o c i a l and 
c u l t u r a l r i g h t s at the p r a c t i c a l l e v e l , he sa i d t h a t , althougli i t was true that'the 
Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l and i t s s p e c i a l i z e d V/orking Group had accorded high 
p r i o r i t y to work i n that f i e l d , i t was nevertheless obvious that they would need the 
assistance of the Commission i n c l a r i f y i n g and develop.ing the methodology. 
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39» Such a methodology would have t o supply the answers t o the f o l l o w i n g questions, 
f o r example; • 

(1) What were the minimum elements necessary i n n a t i o n a l l e g i s l a t i o n f o r 
gu-aranteeing a p a r t i c u l a r economic, s o c i a l or c u l t u r a l r i g h t as a human r i g h t ? 

(2) What c r i t e r i a v/ere a v a i l a b l e vihich might o f f e r guidance t o Governments i n 
the a l l o c a t i o n of resources f o r the implementation of va,rious r i g h t s ? 

(3) "What sup e r v i s o r y m.ochanisms were d e s i r a b l e at the n a t i o n a l o r l o c a l l e v e l 
w i t h a. v i e \ i t o promoting the implementation of a r i g h t as a human r i g h t ? 

(4) What recourse procedures were d e s i r a b l e at the n a t i o n a l or l o c a l l e v e l t o 
guarantee the implementation of those r i g h t s , whether new procedures or avdaptations 
of e x i s t i n g procedures? 

(5) How should v i o l a t i o n s of a r i g h t be tackled? 

(6) What re l e v a n t p r a c t i c e s of super v i s o r y or a d j u d i c a t o r y bodies at the 
n a t i o n a l or i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l s wore a v a i l a b l e w i t h regard t o the implementation 
of a r i g h t ? 

(7) What p o l i c i e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation and s o l i d a r i t y sh0u.ld be 
fo l l o w e d w i t h a view to the implementation of a p a r t i c u l a r r i g h t , and 

(8) What supp o r t i n g i n s t i t u t i o n a l mechanisms were needed at the n a t i o n a l , 
r e g i o n a l or i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l s i n order t o promote the implementation of a r i g h t ? 

40. The Commission should a l s o make sure that i t had r e a l l y p r o f i t e d from the work 
done i n th a t f i e l d by the Coramission on S o c i a l Development and by the s p e c i a l i z e d 
agencies concerned. For se v e r a l years, the Commission on S o c i a l Development had 
been studying the unif i e d , approach t o development. Indeed, the o v e r - a l l goals of 
s o c i a l development i n v o l v e d s o c i e t y i n a l l i t s aspects. The questions which i t had 
considered were thus d i r e c t l y r e l e v a n t t o the a.gGnd.a item under c o n s i d e r a t i o n . I t 
would be d e s i r a b l e f o r the Commission on Hunan Rights t o take duo account of th a t 
work and seek t o f a s h i o n .its ovm c o n t r i b u t i o n i n that area. As the D i r e c t o r of the 
D i v i s i o n of Human Rights ЪэА s a i d i n h i s opening statement t o the Conmission, the 
Commission should a l s o complement, i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of ЬгоаЛег s t r u c t u r a l questions 
by paying due a t t e n t i o n to concrete i s s u e s p e r t a i n i n g to the implementation of 
economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l , r i g h t s , so as t o provide guidance t o Governments as 
w e l l a,s to, competent n a t i o n a l and. i n t e r n a t i o n a l organs., 

41. There wore various p o l i c y options open t o the Commission f o r the f u t u r e . I n 
the f i r s t p l a c e , i t could promote-excha.nges of experience among cou n t r i e s on the 
implementation of p a r t i c u l a , r economic, s o c i a l or c u l t u r a l r i g h t s . I t c o u l d a l s o 
consid.er each of those v a r i o u s r i g h t s i n t u r n and. seek, i n co-operation v/ith the 
s p e c i a l i z e d agencies concerned., t o develop an appropriate methodology f o r i t s . 
implementation i n accordance v/ith. the summany he had o u t l i n e d . The Commission might 
als o search f o r a more p r e c i s e d . e f i n i t i o n o f and p r a c t i c a l content f o r c e r t a i n r i g h t s 
s t a t e d i n general terms i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Coveinant on Economic, S o c i a l and Cult-ural 
R i g h t s , C o n s i d e r a t i o n rnight be given, f o r example, to a study on those l i n o s of 
the r i g h t to food. 
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42 . As the D i r e c t o r of the D i v i s i o n had. s t a t e d , the Conmiission had not yet 
succeeded i n s u f f i c i e n t l y conveying the message that human r i g h t s c o n s t i t u t e d ал 
i n t e g r a l part of the development process. Considera.tion of ways and means of 
i n t e g r a t i n g human r i g h t s i n t o tho development process and of promoting respect f o r 
human r i g h t s through development seemed essentia.l. On the other hand, much remained 
to be done i n connection w i t h the r e a l i z a t i o n of the economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l 
r i g h t s of members of c e r t a i n v u l n e r a b l e groups, such as indigenous peoples. I t 
might be appropria-te t o focus on p a r t i c u l a r problems encountered by such groups. 
S i m i l a r l y , the t o p i c of human r i g h t s i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l f i n a n c i a l agencies appeared 
to be r i p e f o r considera.tion. The Commission might study the a c t u a l e f f e c t s of the 
p o l i c i o s pursued by such i n s t i t u t i o n s on the enjoyment of human r i g h t s . F i n a l l y , 
i t riiight seek t o d e f i n e g u i d e l i n e s f o r the establishment of n a t i o n a l a d m i n i s t r a t i o n s 
f o r tho r e a l i z a t i o n of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s , 

4 3 , The f o r e g o i n g l i s t o f t o p i c s was not meant t o be exhaustive but t o encourage 
the members of the Comiaission t o give f u r t h e r c o n s i d e r a t i o n t o the p o s s i b i l i t y of 
complementing i t s study of s t r u c t u r a l or abstract questions by an examination of 
s p e c i f i c aspects,, so â s t o provide guidance t o Govermients i n t h e i r p r a c t i c a l e f f o r t s 
to achieve the r e a . l i z a t i o n of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s , 

44» Turning t o agenda item 22, ho s a i d that the Commission had before i t a report-
by the Secretary-General (Е/СЖ.4/1444) prepared i n compliance w i t h the request of 
the Commission i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 8 (iJXVl) of 21 February I 9 8 O . 

45* To da.te, 66 States had r a t i f i e d or acceded t o the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on 
Economic, S o c i a l and C u l t u r a l r i g h t s and. 65 had r a t i f i e d or acceded t o tho 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on C i v i l and P o l i t i c a l R i g h t s . Since the Comniission's 
previous s e s s i o n , only two S t a t e s , Nicaragua and France, had acceded t o the former 
and three S t a t e s , Nicaragua, A u s t r i a and France, had r a t i f i e d or acceded t o the 
l a t t e r . Since the previous s e s s i o n a l s o , three more Statos p a r t i e s , Nicaragua, Peru 
and T r i n i d a d and Tobago had r a , t i f i e d or acceded t o the Optional P r o t o c o l t o the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on C i v i l and P o l i t i c a . l R i g h t s , thus b r i n g i n g to 25 the number 
of Statos p a r t i e s t o the P r o t o c o l . I n ad-dition, since tho p r e p a r a t i o n of the 
Secretary-General's note on the status of the Covenants f o r tho Commission's current 
session, Senegal had made a. d e c l a r a t i o n r e c o g n i z i n g the competence of the Hunan 
Righ t s Committee under a . r t i c l e 41 of the Covenant on C i v i l and P o l i t i c a l R i g h t s , 
thus b r i n g i n g the number of such d e c l a r a t i o n s t o I 4 . 

46. The f o u r t h annual r e p o r t of the Human Ri g h t s Committee (А/35/40) had been 
submitted t o the General Assembly a.t i t s t h i r t y - f i f t h s e s s i o n . I t contained a 
d e t a i l e d accomt of the vrork accomplished by the Committee at i t s e i g h t h , n i n t h and 
t o n t h sessions and a l s o d e a l t vrith the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the r e p o r t s su.bmitted by the 
States p a r t i e s vmder a r t i c l e 40 of the Covonant a.s vre l l as the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of 
communications r e c e i v e d under the O p t i o n a l P r o t o c o l . It- fvirther i n c l u d e d tho t e x t 
of f i v e d e c i s i o n s f o r m u l a t i n g the vlevrs of the Committee concerning f i v e communications 
submitted under tho P r o t o c o l , vrhiich had been duly forvrarded t o the States pa.rties 
and the i n d i v i d u a l s concernod. One chapter of t h a t report set out the views of the 
Committee members concerning tho follovr-up t o be given t o i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the 
r e p o r t s of States p a r t i e s and, more p a r t i c u l a r l y , the nature of i t s f u n c t i o n s under 
a r t i c l e 40, paragraph 4 of the Covenant. 
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47. At i t s olevGiith s e s s i o i i j hold i n October 1980, the Coiïinittoe had again talœn up 
that quostion and. hoA o,grecd on г. certa,in шшЪег of p r i n c i p l e s relevant to i t s d.uties 
under a r t i c l e 40. At the same se s s i o n , i t had a l s o d.iscussed once again the question 
of States p a r t i e s i h i c h VQTQ i n defa,ult a,s regards t h e i r ohliga-tion to submit r e p o r t s . 
under a<,rticle 40 of the Covenant. I t hax' decided to i n c l u d e a s p e c i a l item on the 
subject i n i t s p r o v i s i o n a l agenda f o r the follov'ir.ig s e s sion and ha.d requested the 
Secretary-Goncra.l to i n v i t o the State:; p a r t i e s concoi>nod to send i-epresentatives to 
the meetings at uhich the Committee was to deal w i t h that a.genda, item,. 

40. 1/ith regard to the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on economic, S o c i a l and C u l t u r a l 
R i g h t s , reference could bo made to the report of the Socrdtary-Gcneral on the status 
of the Covenante submitted t o the Commission at i t s current session (ïï/Cïï.4/1444). 
The report of the Economic and S o c i a l Council to the General' Assembly at i t s 
t h i r t y - f i f t h s e s sion a l s o contained a sumroa^ry of the s i t u a t i o n . At i t s second 
session i n I9SO, the Council's S e s s i o n a l 1/orking Group on the Implementation of the 
Covenant on Economic, S o c i a l and C u l t u r a l R i g h t s had considered the reports" submitted 
by the 24 States p a r t i e s luider the f i r s t stage of the progTamme e s t a h l i s h e d by 
Coun c i l r e s o l u t i o n I 9 O 0 ( L X ) as w e l l as matters r e l a t i n g t o i t s composition and. 
mandate. I t had. subraittod a report to the Council at i t s f i i - s t regula„r s e s s i o n of 
1980. The C o u n c i l , by i t s r e s o l u t i o n I9OO/24, had decided to review i n I98I the 
composition, o r g a n i z a t i o n and ad.ministrativc arrangements of the l i o r k i n g Group and 
had requested the Secretary-General to s o l i c i t the views of m.ombci-s of the C o i m c i l 
and of States p a r t i e s to the Covenant on the subject and to submit a report 
thereon, together i r i t h any comments ho might consider appropriate, t o the Cou n c i l at 
i t s o r g a n i z a t i o n a l session i n 198I. 

49. On the b a s i s of those docujaents (E,/1981/6 and A d d . l ) , the Council had decided, 
at i t s o r g a a i i z a t i o n a l s e s s i o n of I98 I , to keep the matter und.er review at i t s f i r s t 
r e g u l a r s e s s i o n of 19Qlj i n Ap r i l - H a y . I t had appointed the members of the 
Ses s i o n a l l/orking Group f o r I98I on the b a s i s of the previous arrangements and had 
d-ocided that the Group should meet f o r a pe r i o d of tli r o e weeks i n I9OI. I t had a l s o 
urged States members o,f the Grotip to include i n t h e i r delegations experts on the 
matters d e a l t w i t h i n the Covenant. 

50* I;tr.._,_SOIER (Prance) s a i d that the r i g h t to development 'jas beyond a l l question a 
human r i g h t which re c j i i i r e d , f o r i t s , implementation, a nev; i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic 
order. ' IÍG reminded the Commission that the General Assembly had ali-eady assorted 
that premise vrhich vras, moreover, i m p l i c i t ; i n the U n i v e r s a l Decla^ration of Human 
Righ t s and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , i n i t s a , r t i c l e 22, \/hich s t a t e d that "Everyone ... i s 
e n t i t l e d to r e a l i z a t i o n (of the r i g h t ) ... to the f r e e development of h i s 
p e r s o n a l i t y " . A r t i c l e 28 of the. D e c l a r a t i o n s p e c i f i e d f u r t h e r that "Everyone i s 
e n t i t l e d t o a s o c i a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l order i n which the r i g h t s and freedoms set 
f o r t h i n ' t h i - D e c l a r a t i o n can be f u l l y r e alized''. I t should be noted that the 
aforementioned r i g h t s and freed.oms incluxlcd, i n d i v i s i b l y , both econovflic, s o c i a l and 
c u l t v i r a l r i g h t s and. c i v i l and. p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s . I'loreover, the preamble conmon to 
tho tvjo I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants - the one concerning s o c i a l , economic and c u l t u r a l 
r i g h t s and the other c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s - confirmed that l i n l c . 

51. Hevortheloss, the d e f i n i t i o n of the human r i g h t vrhich thus seemed to emerge 
should be rendered more p r e c i s e and. the need f o r a, nevr econoroic order to enahlc the 
r i g h t to development to be r e a l i z e d should be s p e l l e d out; i n other vrords, the 
p r a c t i c a l i m p l i c a t i o n s of the r i g h t should be st u d i e d . 
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52. According to the сonrnon preamble to the Covenants, development migjit be 
defined'as the i d e a l of f r e e human beings, whose u n f o l d i n g was f o s t e r e d by the. 
f u l l enjoyment of a l l t h e i r economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s together w i t h t h e i r 
c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s . Development thus appeared as the t o t a l siim of a l l 
human ri g h t s , - "he key human r i g h t , thf synthesis of r i g h t s , 

53. -A r i g h t ' o n l j i - e x i s t e d , however, i f s p e c i f i c c r e d i t o r s could demand from 
s p e c i f i c debtors some b e n e f i t s tha,t were a l s o s p e c i f i e d . F i r s t of a l l , t h e r e f o r e , 
the c r e d i t o r s of the r i g h t to development ha.d to be defined. A r t i c l e 29 of the 
U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Rights provided a c l e a r p o i n t of depaxture; 
"Everyone has d u t i e s to the coimnunity i n which alone the f r e e and f u l l development 
of h i s p e r s o h c i l i t y i s p o s s i b l e " . The immediate c r e d i t o r of development was thus 
the community to which the i n d i v i d u a l belonged, the people of which he was a 
component p a r t . The Continuation of a r t i c l e 29 of the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n 
embodied the f i r s t a r t i c l e of tne two Covenants already mentioned which s t a t e d : 
" A l l peoples have the r i g h t of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . By v i r t u e of that r i g h t 
they f r e e l y determine t h e i r p o l i t i c a l s t a t us and f r e e l y pursue t h e i r economic, 
s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l development," 

54. I t was thus evident t h a t the r i g h t to development stemmed from the people, 
that i s to say, from the State which t h a t people had f r e e l y c o n s t i t u t e d , as a 
r e s u l t of i t s s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . Nevertheless,' that r i g h t remained i n essence 
a Нгшап r i g h t which was thus n e c e s s a r i l y f o r the u l t i m a t e b e n e f i t of the human 
being. Consequently, the u l t i m a t e c r e d i t o r of the r i g h t to development was the 
Нгшап being, and h i s immediate c r e d i t o r (whether c a l l e d community, people or 
State) was abusing i t s powers i f i t d i v e r t e d the b e n e f i t s of the r i g h t to 
development from i t s only true r e c i p i e n t , the human being, 

55. I t could thus be af f i r m e d t h a t the r i g h t to development was obviously 
c o l l e c t i v e as f a r as i t s o f f i c i a l payee, the Sta t e , was concerned but that the 
o f f i c i a l payee was only a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the i n d i v i d u a l , as i n d i c a t e d by 
a r t i c l e 21 of the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Rights vihich s t a t e d ; "Everyone 
has the r i g h t to take part i n the government of h i s country.,, througli. f r e e l y 
chosen r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s . " 

56. That a n a l y s i s was conf::r.._3d l:.y svsryday r e a l i t y , f o r example, by the many 
s i t u a t i o n s i n which i n d i v i d u a l c r e d i t o r s r e c e i v e d t h e i r dues through the i n t e r 
mediary of the grouping to which they belonged. That was so i n the case of 
groupings of authors i n the l i t e r a r y and a r t i s t i c f i e l d s or again, of a s s o c i a t i o n s 
of v i c t i m s of a catastrophe. I t could thus be maintained t h a t , contrary to 
vrhat had o f t e n been ass e r t e d , the r i g h t to development had c l e a r l y defined 
c r e d i t o r s : f i r s t , the State and, behind the S t a t e , the Ьгшап being. The 
debtors of the r i g h t to development had s t i l l to be defined. 

57. The' r e p l y to that second question was a simple one. The r i g h t to development 
was owed by the State'and, i f i t were incapable of ensuring i t , the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
comm-unity. That was c l e a r from paragraphs 1 and 2 of the f i r s t a r t i c l e of each 
of the tvro Covenants on human r i g h t s w h i c h he quoted. 

58. The t h i r d ' question r a i s e d \ras t h a t of the b e n e f i t s i m p l i e d by the r i g h t to 
development. That r i g h t was based on the enjoyment of c i v i l and p o l i t i c e i l 
r i g h t s on -the one hand and of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s on the oth'er. 
As f a r -as с1лИ and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s were concerned, i t was apparent from 
a r t i c l e 2 of the r e l e v a n t Covenant that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l comm-unity l i m i t e d 
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i t s e l f to monitoring the o b l i g a t i o n s of the i n d i v i d u a l S t a t e , On the other hand, 
to ensure the enjoyment of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s , the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community might have' to supply the b e n e f i t s , as was evident from a r t i c l e 2 , 
paragraph 1, of the p e r t i n e n t Covenant, which he quoted. Those b e n e f i t s 
concerned the r i g h t to work, to h e a l t h and to education, and they were put 
i n t o e f f e c t by v o c a t i o n a l t r a i n i n g , the b u i l d i n g of h o s p i t a l s and schools and 
educational programmes. Thus, the d e f i n i t i o n of the r i g h t to development could 
be p r e c i s e l y and undeniably deduced from the o b l i g a t i o n s contained i n the Covenant 
on Economic, Sooia,l and C u l t u r a l R i g h t s . 

59. Hovrever, the p r a c t i c a l i m p l i c a t i o n s of t h a t r i g h t had s t i l l to be considered. 
They could be summed up as the establishment of a new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic 
order and of g l o b a l s o l i d a r i t y . As y e t , however, those aims represented only 
a hope5 they d i d not y e t possess a. s o l i d framework of comprehensive i n s t i t u t i o n s 
and systematic r u l e s . Among attempts to make the r i g h t to development more 
s p e c i f i c , reference might be made to the t e x t s quoted i n paragraphs 55 to 76 of 
the study on the Dimensions of the Right to Development as a Human Right 
(E/CN.4 / 1 3 3 4 ) and to the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States 5 f u r t h e r 
progress might be made i n the code of conduct f o r t r a n s n a t i o n a l c o r p o r a t i o n s . 

6 0 . A l l t h a t , however, vras a matter of beginnings and pious hopes. For the 
moment, i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o l i d a r i t y c o n s t i t u t e d f o r States only a moral and not a 
l e g a l debt o r , i n other vrords, i t v^as s t i l l o p t i o n a l and not mandatory. 
Consequently, the new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order was an opus that had h a r d l y 
been commenced and which vrould take a l o n g time to complete, f o r the f o l l o v r i n g 
reasons: f i r s t , because overcoming n a t i o n a l egoisms so as to ensvnre the f r e e 
c i r c u l a t i o n of men, vrealth and ideas vras a slow process, as had been the forma
t i o n of the modern States secondly, because a State might make a bad choice of 
i t s development model, f a i l to b r i n g to i t the necessary balance and harmony, and 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community vras i n no vray r e s p o n s i b l e i f i t f a i l e d to "take o f f " , 
since i t vras inc-umbent upon each State to take the "steps" mentioned i n a r t i c l e 2 
of the.Covenants s and, t h i r d l y , because i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o l i d a r i t y could h a r d l y be 
greater than the n a t i o n a l s o l i d a r i t y i n a modern S t a t e , which vras complex and 
came up against many d i f f i c u l t i e s . Thus, at the n a t i o n a l l e v e l , i t could be 
counter-productive to tap the earnings of the most i n d u s t r i o u s persons and 
companies f o r the b e n e f i t of those vrho chose to work l e s s i n order to improve 
the q u a l i t y of t h e i r existences, that could v r e l l discourage i n i t i a t i v e and e f f o r t , 
d i m i n i s h the c o l l e c t i v e v-realth and, consequently, reduce the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of 
h e l p i n g the most disadvantaged. Other con s i d e r a t i o n s vrere vmavoidables a f a i r 
r e t u r n on c a p i t a l where i t vras the r e s u l t of accumulated worlc, r e g i o n a l d i s p a r i t i e s , 
et c . Such f a c t s , which vrei-e vre l l knovrn i n a modern and developed State, vrould have 
to be a p p l i e d a l s o to the f u t u r e l u i i v e r s a l s o c i e t y , to the new world economic 
order. 

6 1 . The new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order vrould, thus, be a very complex one and 
summary analyses or systematizations could not ensure i t s success. Thus, i t 
could not loe s a i d that the peoples vrhich were c u r r e n t l y developed had become 
so s o l e l y through u n j u s t conquest and the p i l l a g i n g o f poor c o u n t r i e s s they 
had a l s o vmdergone t h e i r ovm s u f f e r i n g s , d u r i n g the successive i n d u s t r i a l 
r e v o l u t i o n s . On the other hand, vrhile the d i s t r i b u t i o n of n a t u r a l resources 
might perhaps r e f l e c t an i n j u s t i c e of f a t e , the Covenants guaranteed to each 
people the r i g h t to dispose of i t s n a t u r a l resources. I t should not bè f o r g o t t e n 
e i t h e r t h a t some developed c o u n t r i e s , such as Japan, Cvreden and S w i t z e r l a n d , 
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vrere almost l a c k i n g i n n a t u r a l resources, vrhile there were some underdeveloped 
countries that possessed enormous wealth which was as yet un e x p l o i t e d . As f o r 
the t r a n s n a t i o n a l c o r p o r a t i o n s , they were not re s p o n s i b l e f o r every i l l 5 and 
some of them had shareholders i n the developing c o u n t r i e s . The s o - c a l l e d advanced 
countries could not he constrained to p.y f o r energy a t p r i c e s f i x e d u n i l a t e r a l l y 
and to open up t h e i r f r o n t i e r s to lov.'-priced manufacturers from the developing 
c o u n t r i e s . Moreover, i t was d i f f i c u l t to continue i n t e r n a t i o n a l a i d to a country 
which p e r s i s t e d i n v i o l a t i n g the c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s of i t s n a t i o n a l s . 

62. Nevertheless a r e a l i s t i c and i m p a r t i a l a n a l y s i s l e d to the r e c o g n i t i o n that 
there e x i s t e d i n the contemporary world, some monstrous and impermissible d i s p a r i t i e s , 
which c a l l e d f o r urgent remedy. His Government, vrhich vras anxious to encourage 
studies and a c t i v i t i e s conducive to progress i n that d i r e c t i o n , v/ould welcome 
any d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n submitted a t the current s e s s i o n vrith such an end i n view. 
France had a p o s i t i v e , e f f e c t i v e and c o n s t r u c t i v e d e s i r e f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation, since i t deemed the b u i l d i n g of a. jus t e r world to be the only l a s t i n g 
vray of ensuring p r o s p e r i t y . I t considered that the p r o v i s i o n of favourable con
d i t i o n s f o r the enjoyment of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s vrould b r i n g 
North and South c l o s e r together, j u s t as the p r o t e c t i o n of c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l 
r i g h t s would b r i n g E„st and West c l o s e r together. I n co n c l u s i o n , he a p p l i e d the 
vrords of S a i n t - J u s t , "happiness i s p o s s i b l e " , to the nevr i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic 
orders vrhen i t had been e s t a b l i s h e d i n a f u l l y e quitable vray, the nations vrould 
be t r u l y u n i t e d and men vrould r e a l l y be brothers. 

63. Fir. CORDEIBO ( B r a z i l ) s a i d he vrished, f i r s t of a l l , to em.phasize that the r i g h t 
to development derived from the Cha.rter i t s e l f , vrhich imposed on member States the 
duty of promoting i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation, as vrell as fro.m the U n i v e r s a l 
D e c l a r a t i o n of Нгдтап R i g h t s , the D e c l a r a t i o n and Programme of A c t i o n on the 
Establishment of a New I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order, the Charter of Economic Rights 
and Duties of States and from a s e r i e s of United Nations r e s o l u t i o n s , i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
r e s o l u t i o n s 32/150 and 34/46, That r i g h t was the synthesis of a wide range of 
r i g i i t s , and the establishment of the nevr .international economic order vras an 
e s s e n t i a l element i n the e f f e c t i v e promotion of human r i g h t s . 

64. Since the i cem had been i n c l u d e d i ^ : i t s agenda, the Commission had considered 
a s e r i e s of stu d i e s of v a r y i n g q u a l i t y , and had requested the S e c r e t a r i a t to 
organize seminars. A t i t s current s e s s i o n , i t had before i t the study on the 
i n t e r n a t i ona.l dimensions of the r i g h t to devrelopment as a human r i g h t ( E / C N . 4/1334-), 
the f i r s t p a r t of the study on the r e g i o n a l a.nd na.tional dimensions of the r i g h t 
to development as a human r i g i i t (Е/CN, 4/ l42l) , a vrorking paper prepared f o r the 
seminar on r e l a t i o n s that e x i s t betvreen human r i g h t s , peace and development 
(E/CN.4/1458) and the rep o r t of the Seminar on the e f f e c t of the e x i s t i n g unjust 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order on the economies of the developing countries ( S T / H R 
( S T / H R / S E R . A / B ) . Those studies had been prepared by the S e c r e t a r i a t i n praisevrorthy 
haste, but they vrere somevrhat r e p e t i t i v e . Thus, document E/CN.4/142I and working 
paper E/CN.4/1458 were abridged v e r s i o n s of document E/CN.4/1334. His del e g a t i o n 
supported the conclusions and recommendations of the rep o r t of the Seminar 
( S T / H R / S E R . A / S ) but d i d not t h i n k that the mere r e p e t i t i o n of stu d i e s and reports 
was a v a l i d c o n t r i b u t i o n to the promotion of the r i g h t to development. The 
S e c r e t a r i a t could not be blamed f o r t h a t : it.vras the Commission that had asked 
i t to prepare s e v e r a l s t u d i e s . 
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65, The docunientation oJreadjr a v a i l a b l e to the Cominiscion VD,B largeIj'- s u f f i c i e n t 
to formulate conclusions uhich would be the s t a r t i n g point f o r s p e c i f i c a c t i o n . To 
that end, the establishment of a uorlcing group uould be a p o s i t i v e i n i t i a t i v e . 
S p e c i f i c auction to f i l l the ever-uidening gap between developed and developing 
countries would have to include the f o l l o w i n g mea,sures; a b o l i t i o n of the 
p r o t e c t i o n i s t ba,rriers to exports from developing countries p the f i x i n g of f a i r 
p r i c e s f o r raw m a t e r i a l s and mamifa^ctures e^qported by those countries 5 p r e f e i - e n t i a l 
treatment f o r developing countries i n a l l spheres of economic co-operation; ' t r a n s f e r 
of f i n a n c i a l resources and appropriate technology; c o n t r o l of the a c t i v i t i e s of 
t r a n s n a t i o n a l corporations 1 f u l l p a r t i c i p a t i o n of developing c o i m t r i e s i n the 
decision-mailing bodies of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l raonetarj'- system; ending of the arms 
гэ-се and observance of tho r i g h t of peoples to self-d.eten'.iination. 

66. With the prospect o f s i j e c i f i c a c t i o n i n mind, the Coramission coxild devote i t s e l f 
to framing proposals uhich took f u l l ai,Gcount of the p r i o r i t i e s of the new 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order. In particula-i", the d r a a t i n g of a decla-ration on the 
r i g h t to development should not d i v e r t i t from the more s p e c i f i c measu.res r e q u i r e d 
by the developing c o u n t r i e s . Such measures n e c e s s i t a t e d a p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e on 
the p a r t of the i n d u s t r i a l i z e d c o u n t r i e s , uhich would allow f o r the speedy 
implementation of the aims of the new economic order and of the s t r a t e g y f o r the 
t h i r d Development Decade. 

^1 ' Mr. УБНШЩС (Yugoslavia) s a i d that the r i g h t to development was a synthesis of 
a l l fundamental r i g h t s , since development embraced a very uide range of economic, 
s o c i a l , c t i l t u r a - l and other phenomena. For a long time, emphasis had been plaxod on 
the m a t e r i a l and economic fa.ctors of development, to the neglect of other forms 
which were of great i n t e r e s t to in d i v i d i u a l s and jjeoples. On the one hand, the 
i n d i v i d u a J haid the r i g h t , through the \гог-; he performed, to b e n e f i t from a l l the 
r e s u l t s and achievements of development on an equa.l f o o t i n g with other members of 
h i s community; on the other hand, a l l peoples had the r i g h t to r e a l i s e t h e i r own 
development i n c o l l a b o r a t i o n vnth others and to enjoy the r e s u l t s of t h e i r j o i n t 
e f f o r t s . Socio-economic development had thui3 become, together with the search f o r 
peace and independence, tho c e n t r a l issu.e f o r contemporary- mai-ilxind. 

63. U n f o r t i m a tely, the gap between developed and developii-ig c o i m t r i e s was widening 
with harmful e f f e c t s on hu.raan r i g h t s and on i n t e r n at ionat r e l a t i o n s . Because of i t s 
raultidisciplinary e f f e c t s and i t s c e n t r a l character, the question of. development 
could jeopardize human r i g h t s as a uhole. To prevent t h a t , the new i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
economic order had to be e s t a b l i s h e d and -fcbat i m p l i e d , on the one hand, the r i g h t 
of every country to choose i t s form of d.evelopmept and s o c i a l system a,nd, on the 
other, e q u i t a b l e and j u s t i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation. 

69. A study of the r i g h t to development i n a l l i t s complexity opened up nev; 
prospects f o r the understanding o f human r i g h t s i n g e n e r a l . The i n d i v i s i b i l i t y of 
a l l those r i g h t s had been declared i n General, Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 32/13O and 34/46 
which, by making the right,to.development one of the b a s i c r i g h t s , had opened the 
way to the i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n o f a new concept of human r i g h t s w i t h i n the 
United Nations system. O r i g i n a l l y , the i n i t i a t i v e i n p u t t i n g the r i g h t to -
development before United Nat.ions bodies ho,d been taken by the developing c o u n t r i e s , 
and i n p a r t i c u l a r the non-aligned c o u n t r i e s , vihich represented a growing force i n 
the modern viorld. 

70. As the Commission uas concerned with a l l human r i g h t s , i t wa.s normal f o r the 
r i g h t to development to appear on i t s agenda; i t had been there f o r some years, and 
some r e s u l t s had already been achieved. The stxidies c a r r i e d out had improved 
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landerstaiiding of the v i t a l r o l e of that r i g b t , i n p a r t i c u l a r the study on the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l dimensions of the r i g h t to development as a humaû r i g h t (E/CN,4/1.534)s 
the study on the r e g i o n a l and n a t i o n a l dimensions of the r i g h t to development a.s a 
human r i g h t (E/CIT , 4 / 1 4 2 1 ) and the report of the Seminar he l d at Geneva on the 
e f f e c t s of the e x i s t i n g i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic ordor on the economies o f the 
developing countries ( S T / I Î R / S E E . A / O ) , The opinions of the s p e c i a l i s e d agencies 
vjould also help the process of cons.idering the r i g h t to development i n a l l i t s ' 
complexity. 

71. His country's c o n s t i t u t i o n a l system a s s o c i a t e d the r i g h t to development with 
a l l the economic, s o c i a l , c u l t u r a l , c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s of the people and 
of the i n d i v i d u a l . In h i s country, the democratic r e l a t i o n s which e x i s t e d enabled 
the i n d i v i d u a l to particípate i n decision-maJiiing and planning, a.s w e l l as i n the 
r e a l i z a t i o n , of socio-economic development, and thus to b e n e f i t from i t s r e s u l t s . 
The i n d i v i d u a l p a r t i c i p a t e d i n d e c i s i o n s a t f e c t i n g a l l phases of production, i n the 
same way a.s he p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the other areas of s o c i a l l i f e . The f i n a l aim Of 
the development of self-managing s o c i a l i s t democracy was the r e a l i z a t i o n of freedom 
enabling man to express h i s i n t e r e s t s f u l l y at the e x i s t e n t i a l l e v e l , at the l e v e l 
of h i s work, i n c r e a t i o n , e t c . 

72. In i t s r e s o l u t i o n s 34/46 and 34/152, the General Assembly had l a i d s t r e s s on 
the free p a r t i c i p a t i o n of workers i n the various stages of production as a component 
of the new interna.tional economic order. Having regard to the d i r e c t i o n which the 
countrj'- had chosen at the n a t i o n a l l e v e l , h i s Govem.raent would make a sincero 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the achievement of the r i g h t to development at the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
l e v e l . At that l e v e l , the experience that had alread^y been gained could be 
u t i l i z e d i n drawing up a programme of a . c t i v i t i e s and also f o r c r e a t i n g 11 r e l e v a n t 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instiuraent, which woiild f a c i l i t a t e the i n s t i t t i t i o n a l i z a t i o n of the 
r i g h t to development, a h i s t o r i c r i g h t on which depended the future of tho world. 

73- Mr. SAIAH-BEY (Algeria.) s a i d t h a t , i n the f i r s t pla.ce, the wording o f item S 
d i d not seem to make s u f f i c i e n t allowance f o r the f a c t that development remained 
l a r g e l y a subject of reference r a t h e r than a fiindajnental requirement. Two 
expressions employed i n the vjording of the item seemed L i l c e l y to create ambiguity. 
Thus,- the word " r e a l i z a t i o n " tended to give the impression that economic, s o c i a l 
and c u l t u i - a l r i g h t s could be e f f e c t i v e l y e x e r c i s e d i n a.ll c o u n t r i e s , to a g r e a t e r 
or l e s s e r extent according to the stage of development. That approachLras not 
o n l y wrong, but u n f r u i t f u l , . I t was wrong, because i t assumed that a l l e n t i t l e d 
to those r i g h t s , whethei" States or i n d i v i d u a l s , were i n a. p o s i t i o n to e x e r c i s e 
them e f f e c t i v e l y . " I t a s s i m i l a t e d States and i n d i v i d u a l s i n an apparently 
e g a l i t a r i a n f a s h i o n which ran coimtor to the f a c t s and d i d not express c l e a r l y the 
duty of s o l i d a r i t y among the n a t i o n s . I t was i m . f r u i t f u l , because i t d i d not d i r e c t 
thoughts and.action towards the e l i m i n a t i o n of the b a s i c obstacles to the 
r e a l i z a t i o n of economic r i g h t s , nor towards tho e s t a b l i s h r a e i t of c o n d i t i o n s that 
would be conducive to t h e i i - i d e a l i z a t i o n . 

74• l e a v i n g the a b s t r a c t f i e l d , he wished to remind the Commission that c e r t a i n 
well-known f i g u r e s might become s t i l l more s p e c i f i c i f linlced to the questions 
c u r r e n t l y being considered. Before having a .right to an adequate standard of 
l i v i n g , a human being had a r i g h t simplj^ to l i f e i t s e l f . E x i s t i n g l i v i n g c o n ditions 
were a constant challenge to that r i g h t . Expenditure on armaments, estimated at 
S5OO b i l l i o n f o r 1979, •'-'as not preparing m.an2;3.nd f o r a more promising f u t u r e . 
S i m i l a r l y , 4O per cent of the p opulation of the s o - c a l l e d developing world l i v e d 
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below the l i n e d e f i n i n g h'uman d i g n i t y by anyone's d e f i n i t i o n . Those f i g u r e s , 
according to the development l o g i c which meant tha-t the gap between r i c h and poor 
nations was i n e x o r a b l y widening, were a, t r a g i c i l l u s t r a t i o n of 3. world i n v;hich 
words no longer seemed to have tho same n^aning f o r those who were d i s c u s s i n g the 
question under review. The dramatic s i t u a t i o n , i n vjhich a, very large p r o p o r t i o n o f 
the world p o p t i l a t i o n foxmd i t s e l f concerning tho act -uat e x e r c i s e o f the most 
elementary of human r i g h t s , should be a ba.sic concern o f the Commission. The 
t r a g i c balance-sheet of poverty and d e s t i t u t i o n and i t s d i s t r i b u . t i o n i n the world 
was ha^rdl^?" c a l l e d i n t o question, but opinions d i f f e r e d when i t came to d e f i n i n g 
the causes and f i n d i n g remedies. 

75" Moreover, the wa.y i n which the phra.se " s p e c i a l problems which the developing 
c o u n t r i e s face i n t h e i r e f f o r t s to axhieve these human rip;hts" wa.s formulated • 
might w e l l reduce to a minimum the s i g n i f i c a i i c e o f the r i g h t to development and 
tone dovm the irapa-ct o f the s t r u c t u r a l and o r g a n i s a t i o n a l phenomena of the 
contemporary world on the ca p a c i t y of developing c o u n t r i e s to achieve human r i g h t s 
and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , , economic r i g h t s . The entitlement to the r i g h t to development 
belonged to both nations"and i n d i v i d u a l s . The content of that r i g h t had s t i l l to be 
defined so as to raoJœ c l e a r the extent of the claims of which i t c o n s t i t u t e d the 
b a s i s and the magnitude of the o b l i g a t i o n s of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, and 
p a r t i c u l a r l y of the r i c h c o u n t r i e s . On that p o i n t , he p a r t i c u l a r l y wished to 
s t r e s s tho admitted interdependence between the e x e r c i s e of c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l 
rj-ghts, on the one hand, and economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s , on the other. 
In h i s view, the r i g h t to development vas c l o s e l y dependent on those two categories 
of r i g h t s and, i n some wa,js_, i t s r e a l i z a t i o n was a p r e r e q u i s i t e f o r the achievement 
of c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s as u e l l as of economic and s o c i a l r i g h t s . 

76. According to the Sub-Commission's S p e c i a l Rapporteur responsible f o r 
studying the new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order and the promotion of human r i g h t s , 
i n the t r a d i t i o n a l c l a s s i f i c a t i o n o f huiiian r i g h t s , c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s 
c o n s t i t u t e d the f i r s t genei-ation of r i g h t s p rotected a t the i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l , ' 
economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s being the second generation, while s o l i d a r i t y 
r i g h t s , such as- the r i g h t to development, co n s t i t v i t e d a t h i r d generation o f ' r i g h t s , 
f o r which i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments had not yet been prepared. Su.ch a c h r o n o l o g i c a l 
order d i d not, Of course, imply an order of p r i o r i t i e s , b"at merely the succession o f 
sta,,ges i n the expansion of such r i g h t s at the i n t e m a t i o n a l l e v e l . • The f a c t that -
the r i g h t to development had not yet been e s t a b l i s h e d a t the i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l 
wa.s, i n h i s delegation's v i e u , due to the slowness with which p o s i t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
l a u took axcount of the changes brought about by d e c o l o n i z a t i o n and the l i b e r a t i o n 
of peoples and by the claims of the poorer c o u n t r i e s and i n d i v i d u a l s f o r a j u s t e r 
world. 

77" The very concept of development had assumed an i n c r e a s i n g l y wide connotation 
over the past 20 years. I t ha,d become broadly recognized as an e v o l u t i o n a r y process 
of b e n e f i t to a l l i n the s t r u c t u r a l , economic and s o c i a l spheres w h i l e , at the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l , i t found i t s expression i n the c l a i m f o r a nev i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
economic order. There was some j u s t i f i c a t i o n t herefore f o r s t a t i n g that that 
r i g h t to development was not d i s t i n c t from other r i g h t s but represented the stim 
t o t a l o f the conditions which would enable those other r i g h t s to-be achieved. 
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78. The question then arose as to what place the Commission should give i n future to 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the r i g h t to development and what part i t could p l a y i n the promotion 
o f that r i g h t , w i t h due regard f o r the j u r i s d i c t i o n s and f u n c t i o n s of other 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l bodies and o r g a n i z a t i o n s . His d e l e g a t i o n f e l t t h a t , i n view of the 
importance v/hich aad become wid e l y recognized of the r i g h t to development, the 
Commission should, i n g e n e r a l , give i t g r e a t e r a t t e n t i o n i n i t s work. At the current 
s e s s i o n , f o u r meetings would have been devoted to economic r i g h t s and the r i g h t to 
development, v/hereas nineteen meetings would have been set aside f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n of 
the v i o l a t i o n of c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s . That was a d i s t u r b i n g d i s p r o p o r t i o n i n 
the treatment of those tv/o categories of r i g h t s . He feared that the v/ork of the 
Commission v/as beir:g i n c r e a s i n g l y d i r e c t e d to the c o n s i d e r a t i o n of v i o l a t i o n s of c i v i l 
and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s , not only because of t h e i r seriousness, but on account of t o p i c a l 
pressures, such as those from the i n f o r m a t i o n media. I t v/as a l s o a cause f o r concern 
to see that the preference g i v e n to c o n s i d e r a t i o n of a number of s i t u a t i o n s of 
v i o l a t i o n of c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s h i d the d e s i r e of c e r t a i n countries to reduce 
to a minimum d i s c u s s i o n s on the r i g h t to development, v/hich might draw a t t e n t i o n to the 
r e a l i t i e s of the poor world as against the concerns of the r i c h v/orld. 

79. The minor place accorded to the implementation of that r i g h t i n the Commission's 
v/ork was r e f l e c t e d i n the inadequacy of the resources a v a i l a b l e to the D i v i s i o n f o r 
making a thorough study of the d i f f e r e n t aspects of the r i g h t to development. Thus, 
the D i v i s i o n had found i t impossible to complete the study undertaken on the question, 
only a p a r t of v/hich had been published (under the symbol E/CN.4/1421). Various aspects 
of the r i g h t to development were stud i e d by other United Mations bodies or by 
s p e c i a l i z e d agencies. 

80. In the o p i n i o n of h i s d e l e g a t i o n , the Commission could c o n t r i b u t e to promoting 
that r i g h t by g i v i n g an impetus and e x e r c i s i n g a c o - o r d i n a t i n g r o l e . Taking as a b a s i s 
the many sources of reference on the r i g h t to development, the Commission should c a l l 
the a t t e n t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to the fundamental problems a r i s i n g out of 
the p r a c t i c a l d e f i n i t i o n of the r i g h t to development and i t s e f f e c t i v e and r a p i d 
r e a l i z a t i o n . I t could a l s o serve as the l i n k betv/een the v a r i o u s United Nations bodies 
and the s p e c i a l i z e d agencies v/ith a viev/ to the p r e p a r a t i o n of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
instrument or instruments that would embody the r i g h t to development i n a d e f i n i t i v e 
manner and ensure f o r i t a p r i v i l e g e d p o s i t i o n i n p o s i t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l 1ал/. 

81. He concluded by saying that the amplitude of the task awaitirig the Commission 
concerning the achievement of the r i g h t to development as a true expression of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o l i d a r i t y c a l l e d f o r the c o l l a b o r a t i o n of a l l . His d e l e g a t i o n was 
quite ready to p a r t i c i p a t e i n any vrork vrhich the Commission might decide to undertake 
on the s u b j e c t . 

.82. Mr. POUYOUROS (Cyprus) s t a t e d that the r e a l i z a t i o n i n a l l countries of economic, 
s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s continued to be one of the most important o b j e c t i v e s of the 
world community i n view of i t s e f f e c t s on m i l l i o n s of people throughout the v/orld. 
Prom va.rious r e s o l u t i o n s adopted by v a r i o u s bodies, i t appeared that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community was perturbed by the f a c t that the r e a l i z a t i o n of human r i g h t s and fundamental 
freedoms was encountering a number o f o b s t a c l e s , since the v a r i o u s forms of r a c i a l 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n , f o r e i g n domination and occupation, aggression and t h r e a t s against 
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n a t i o n a l sovereignty and t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y , r e f u s a l to recognize the fundamental 
r i g h t s of peoples to s e l f - d s t s r m i n a t i o n a n d the r i g h t of every n a t i o n to e x e r c i s e 
sovereignty over i t s vrealth and n a t u r a l resources, i n t e r v e n t i o n and i n t e r f e r e n c e i n 
the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of S t a t e s , a l l r e s u l t e d i n a d e n i a l o f those r i g h t s . The 
Committee vras therefore c a l l e d upon to undertake the necessary measures to promote the 
r i g h t to development, vrhich was as much a prerogative of naxions as of i n d i v i d u a l s , 
and to take a c t i o n f o r i t s r e a l i z a t i o n . 

85. D e c o l o n i z a t i o n was one of the most s i g n i f i c a n t achievements of the recent 
decades, but "the remaining v e s t i g e s of a l i e n and c o l o n i a l domination, f o r e i g n 
occupation, r a c i a l d i s c r i m i n a . t i o n , aparthe i d and neo- c o l o n i a l i s m i n a l l i t s forms 
continue to be among the g r e a t e s t o b s t a c l e s to the f u l l emancipation and progress of 
the developing countries and a l l the peoples i n v o l v e d . " ( r e s o l u t i o n 3201 (S-Vl) of 
the General Assembly). The Secretary-General had therefore been r i g h t to say i n h i s 
study (E/C1.4/1421) t h a t , i n order to promote r e a l i z a t i o n of the r i g h t to development, 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, as vr e l l as i n d i v i d u a l S t a t e s , had the duty to remove the 
o b s t a c l e s , i n c l u d i n g e x t e r n a l obstá.cles, to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n i n i t s f u l l e s t sense, 
vrhich embraced the r i g h t of States to permanent sovereignty over t h e i r n a t u r a l vrealth 
and resources. 

84, I t had been repeatedly s t a t e d that the vrorld formed a vrho l e , and that a g l o b a l 
approach.to vrorld problems was m a n i f e s t l y the only s u i t a b l e approach. In that 
connection, he r e c a l l e d that r e a l and e f f e c t i v e i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation could be 
achieved only i f ' there was an awa.reness, at a l l l e v e l s , that no man could save himself 
or h i s country unless he i d e n t i f i e d h i m s e l f v r i t h , and d e l i b e r a t e l y worked f o r , the 
vrhole of mankind. That p r i n c i p l e should always guid.e the thoughts and a c t i o n s of the 
Commission. 

85¿ A glance around the vrorld revealed that those vrhose economic, s o c i a l and 
c u l t u r a l r i g h t s had been v i o l a t e d i n the past vrere s t i l l v i c t i m s of the same v i o l a t i o n s . 
I t vras a l s o apparent that those who had placed obstacles i n the vray of the r e a l i z a t i o n 
of those r i g h t s by t h e i r aggression and t h e i r t h r e a t s to the n a t i o n a l u n i t y and 
i n t e g r i t y of S t a t e s , by f o r e i g n occupation and domination and a l l forms of r a c i a l 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n , continued to r e s o r t to such p r a c t i c e s and to defy the p r i n c i p l e s of 
the United Nations Charter, the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Hu:;an E i g h t s and the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants, 

86. No one could doubt .that the establishment of a nevr i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order, 
respect f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, and. peace and s e c u r i t y i n the vrorld depended to a great 
extent on the f i n a l e r a d i c a t i o n of a l l those o b s t a c l e s . Unless and. u n t i l such 
ob s t a c l e s had been removed, there could be no question of r e a l i z i r ^ economic, s o c i a l 
and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s and the r i g h t of everyone to l i v e i n peace and s e c u r i t y . Concerted 
a c t i o n by the Commission vrould help i n the r e a l i z a t i o n of those r i g h t s . The p o l i c y o f 
his. Government was aimed i n that d i r e c t i o n and i t spared no e f f o r t to promote 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation f o r the purpose. 

87. His d e l e g a t i o n expressed i t s a p p r e c i a t i o n of the work c a r r i e d out by the 
Human Rig h t s Committee, which helped to ensure, respect f o r and furtherance of the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants. The p o s i t i v e r e s u l t s obtained by the Committee were due to 
the co-operation and commitment of a l l i t s members. 
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88. Cyprus, which had been one of the f i r s t States to become p a r t y to the . 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants, j o i n e d i n the псч appeal, made by the General Assembly, 
a t i t s most recent s e s s i o n , . t o a l l States to accede to those instrvuacnts, which 
would help.to promote respect f o r humaii r i g h t s i n tho t r o u b l e d contemporary world. 

89* I'Ir. _SAIGIIR (Sjrrian Arab Republic) s a i d ho hoped that the study undertaken 
by the S e c r e t a r i a t on agenda item 8 vrould be completed i n the nea,r futin?e and 
that emphasis would be placed on the ways i n which tho r i g h t to development might 
be given greater p r ? , c t i c a l s i g n i f i c a n c e . Human beings could on joy t h e i r freedom 
only i f s u i t a b l e c o n d i t i o n s existed, to ensure respect f o r t h e i r economic, s o c i a l 
and cxiLtural r i g h t s as Well as f o r t h e i r c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s . Tlie r i g h t 
to development imposed the need to create, a t nationo.l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l , 
c o n d i t i o n s which enstrred the f u l l promotion•and p r o t e c t i o n of the human r i g h t s of 
i n d i v i d u a l s and peoples, 

90. His d e l e g a t i o n vrished to remind the Commission of the General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n s on the D e c l a r a t i o n and Programme of A c t i o n on the Establishment of 
a Nevr I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic 0rd.er, the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of 
States and the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Development Stra t e g y f o r the t h i r d United. Nations 
Development Decade. I t vras e s s e n t i a l f o r the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commvmity to continue 
vrorking tovrards the achievement of human r i g h t s and the establishment of the 
nevr i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order. U n f o r t i m a t e l y , the r i g h t to development vras 
impeded by e x t e r n a l f a c t o r s such as the e x i s t i n g uneqml economic order, 
c o l o n i a l i s m , i m i ^ e r i a l i s m , n e o - c o l o n i a l i s m , i n t e r f e r e n c e i n i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s , r a c i a l 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n , a p a r t h e i d , expansionism, d e n i a l of the r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , 
f o r e i g n aggression and occupation and zionism, vrhich c o n s t i t u t e d major obstacles 
to economic and s o c i a l progress. 

91. Moreover, h i s d e l e g a t i o n vras d.eeply concerned at the slow progress i n the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s on the implementation of the D e c l a r a t i o n and Programme of A c t i o n f o r 
the Establishment of a Nevr I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order and by i t s adverse e f f e c t s 
on the r i g h t to development. In that area, the Seminar h o l d at Geneva i n 1980 on 
t h e , E f f e c t s of the E x i s t i n g Unjust I n t e r n a t i o n a l Economic Order had been 
s a t i s f a c t o r y i n i t s conclusions and. i t s recommendations. He vrelcomed the f a c t that 
a seminar vras to be h e l d a t Headquarters i n 1981 on the r e l a t i o n s e x i s t i n g betvreen 
Нгшш! r i g h t s , peace and development. He hoped that that seminar vrould a l s o 
examine the impact of the arms race on the r e a l i z a t i o n of the r i g h t to development 
and peace, and vrould analyse p r a c t i c a l measures to be adopted to ensui-e the 
f u l l enjoyment of human r i g h t s , p a r t i c u l a r l y of the r i g h t to development and to 
peace, 

92. As f o r item 22, he r e g r e t t e d that more than tvro-thirds of the Member States 
of the United Nations i n c l u d i n g many Statos that vrore members of the Commission 
and had often d e c l a r e d t h e i r commitment to the cau.se of human r i g h t s , had s t i l l 
not acceded to the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants. The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of tho 
United States of America, among others, vrho had shovm i n t e r e s t i n human freedom 
and the p u r s u i t of happiness, should txy to persгяad.o the United States Congress 
to accede to those Covenants, 

http://cau.se


E/CJÍ.4/SK.1612 
page 22 

93• JliHE (Federal Ptepublic of Стсгиалу) S3.id he vrolcomed. the deho-te which 
had been c o n t i n u i n g f o r s e v e r a l years on the r i g h t to development-, a d.ebate 
which h i g h l i g h t e d the e f f o r t s made to ensiire the r e a l i z a t i o n of human r i g h t s 
throughout the vrorld-. Human beingTS could r e a l i z e t h e i r p o t e n t i a l only i f a l l 
human r i g h t s vrere guaranteed, them i n the same vray, vhother such r i g h t s were 
c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l , or economic, s o c i a l and c u d t u r a l . The r i g h t to development 
strengthened the l i n k vrhich e x i s t e d betvroen a l l human r i g h t s . The gTiaranteo 
of those i n d i v i s i b l e r i g h t s vras e s s e n t i a l f o r development, vtnderstood i n the 
broadest sense of the vrord. I t vra.snot p e r m i s s i b l e to. deprive the c i t i z e n s of 
a State of t h e i r human r i g h t s on the p r e t e x t that the countrj'- had not reached 
a s u i t a b l e staoge of development, since t h a t vrould be tantamount to h a l t i n g the 
development of s o c i e t y as a vrhole. Human d i g n i t y vras an absolute value and 
could not be ex.-pressed, as a f u n c t i o n of any other f a c t o r . 

94» Hecognition of the r i g h t to development i m p l i e d the need f o r States to 
give evidence of s o l i d a r i t y , as c a l l e d upon by A r t i c l e s 55, and 56 of the 
United Nations Charter,. His de l e g a t i o n hoped that the Commission vrould continue 
the debate on the r i g h t to development on the ba s i s of those p r i n c i p l e s . 
H e a l i z a t i o n of human r i g h t s r e q u i r e d that States be i n a p o s i t i o n to guarantee 
them, and that i n t u r n implied, the need, f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o l i d a r i t y , vrhich 
i t s e l f could take d i f f e r e n t forms. Even States vrhich diid not share the same 
vievrpoint on the e x i s t i n g economic order must nevertheless be prepared to admit 
th a t i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation represented f o r them an o b l i g a t i o n to help i n the' 
aims of devrelopment. L a s t l y , no group of St a t e s ought to withdravr from the r e s t 
of the'vrorld on i d e o l o g i c a l ground.s. 

9 5 , l i r . LOPATICA (Poland) s a i d that the study prepared by the Secretary-General on 
agenda item 22 (E/CN,4 / 1 4 2 1 ) contained many nevr ideals and. constitvited a 
comprehensive p r e s e n t a t i o n of the r e g i o n a l and 'national dJ_rne'asionG of the r i g h t 
to development as a human r i g h t , T h e r e j i o r t of the Seminar h e l d a t Geneva i n 
I98O a l s o c o n t r i b u t e d to the formulation of the very concept of development and 
the r i g h t to development as a humian r i g h t . Those docimaents -proved, that the 
United Nations vras making progress i n vrorking out the d e f i n i t i o n of the concept 
of developraent and 'the r i g h t to development. In f a c t , i t vrould henceforth bo 
p o s s i b l e to prepiare a d e c l a r a t i o n on the r i g h t to development as a human r i ; ^ t . 
The r i g h t to development should, be c l e a r l y defined and i t s p o s i t i o n established' . 
i n the range of values by vrhich the United Nations vras guided. There vras a l s o 
a need to determine tho u n i v e r s a l , r e g i o n a l , n a t i o n a l and individ-ual d.,ime.nsions 
of the r i g h t to development and to e s t a b l i s h vrho vras the subject of that r i g h t 
and vrho ass-umed r e s - p o n s i b i l i t y f o r i t . I t vrâ s a l s o necessary to i d e n t i f y vrha,t 
vfas favourable to the r e a l i z a t i o n of th a t r i g h t and w h & t stood i n the vra.y of i t s 
iinplementation. Tlie r i g h t to, development vras a hxmexi r i g h t and d i d not apply 
s o l e l y to the developing n a t i o n s . His d e l e g a t i o n r e g r e t t e d that the. idea of 
development and the r i g h t to development had not so f a r taken root i n the 
s u b s i d i a r y economic organs of the United N a t i o n s , as i l l u s t r a t e d by 
document E/CN.4/1425• The r i g h t to development could not be considex-ed 
independently of the human r i g h t s embodied i n the I n t e m a t i o n a l Covenants nor 
of other h'uman r i g h t s vrhich vrere c u r r e n t l y being formed, such as tho rig^-it to 
l i v e i n peace. 
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9 6 . His d e l e g a t i o n had s t u d i e d w i t h great i n t e r e s t the agenda f o r the seminar 
on the r e l a t i o n s e x i s t i n g Ъet\̂ гeen human r i g i i t s , peace and development and 
supported the proposal to h o l d a seminar on the subject i n I9GI, Among the 
p r i o r i t y subjects to be considered a t that seminar (E/CIT ,4/145Q» paragraph 1 9 ) , 
item (c) should be formulated d i f f e r e n t l y . The reference should be not to the 
r i g h t to peace, but to the r i g h t to l i v e i n peace. I t wou.ld a l s o be advisable 
to i n s e r t a f o u r t h item between items (b) and. ( c ) , d e a l i n g i / i t h the 
c o n c e p t u a l i z a t i o n of the r i g h t to development, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the r i g h t to 
l i v e i n peace, as new Нгдтап r i g h t s . The four dimensions of the r i g h t to l i v e 
i n peace, i . e . u n i v e r s a l , r e g i o n a l , n a.tional and i n d i v i d u a l , should a l s o be 
underline d . That f o u r t h item could be e n t i t l e d "Study of the content and 
dimensions of the r i g h t to l i v e i n peace end the r i g h t to development as 
human ri£^ts". In the course of the seminar, reference should, be made to the 
s p e c i a l i z e d agencies of the u n i t e d Hâtions, p a r t i c u l a r l y UMESCO, and to 
non-govemmenta,l o r g a n i z a t i o n s . The r e s u l t s of the seminar would be of great 
importance f o r the fu t u r e a c t i v i t i e s of the Commission, as o u t l i n e d i n 
Working Paper Ho. 1 submitted by B u l g a r i a , Ilongolia and Poland to the 
Working Group d e a l i n g w i t h agenda item 11 , 

9 7 . H i s d e l e g a t i o n shared the view t h a t States proved t h e i r w i l l i n g n e s s to 
respect human I'ights by acceding to the tv/o I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants and p u t t i n g 
them i n t o e f f e c t . S l i g h t l y more than one t h i r d of the îlember States of the 
United Nations had become p a r t i e s to the Covenants, and the States vfhich hg.d not 
so f a r r a t i f i e d them in c l u d e d some that played ai'i important r o l e i n v/orld 
p o l i t i c s or i n t h e i r r e g i o n . U n f o r t u n a t e l y , among the States v/hich had r a t i f i e d 
the Covenants, there v/ere a l s o some v/hich v/ere r i g h t l y c r i t i c i z e d f o r t h e i r 
systematic v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s . 

9 8 . Poland had r a t i f i e d both Covenants i n 1977. I t had submitted i t s r e p o r t 
on the implementation of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on C i v i l and P o l i t i c a l 
R i g h t s i n 1979 and had submitted, on time, the other r e p o r t s requested of i t . 
Poland a l s o f u l l y supported the appeal made to a l l c o u n t r i e s that had not yet 
r a t i f i e d the Covenants to accede to those instruments as soon as p o s s i b l e and 
ensure t h e i r f u l l implementation. 

9 9 . His d e l e g a t i o n noted v/ith s a t i s f a c t i o n the information contained i n 
document E/CN.4/1444 on the a c t i v i t i e s of the Human Rights Committee, and 
the p u b l i c i t y given to the v/ork of the Committee. I t a l s o noted v/ith 
s a t i s f a c t i o n the v/ork of the S e s s i o n a l Working Group of the Economic and 
S o c i a l C o u n c i l v/hich had begun to study the implementation of the Covenant on 
Economic, S o c i a l and C u l t u r a l R i g h t s , and v/hose a c t i v i t i e s v/ould c o n t r i b u t e to 
the observance of the p r o v i s i o n s of the Covenant. 

100. P i n a l l y , h i s d e l e g a t i o n vras of the opinion t h a t i t might be advisable to 
organize, v / i t h i n the c o n s u l t a t i v e s e r v i c e s , an interna.tional seminar to revievr 
achievements i n the f i e l d of human r i g h t s and o u t l i n e a. f u r t h e r s t r a t e g y i n that 
f i e l d . The r e s u l t s of such a seminar vrould be of great importance f o r the 
co n s i d e r a t i o n of the qviestions a r i s i n g from agend.a item 11 , 

The meeting rose a t 8.O3 p.m. 




