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The meetiiig was callea; to order at 5.20 p.m. 

QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF ШШ RIGHTS ÍÍHD'FUMDVIVENTAL FREEDOMS IN Ш Р/ЛТ OP 
THE WORLD, WITH P/JiTICUL/iR REFERENCE TO.COLONnL Ш OTHER DETENDENT-GQUIiTRIES ГШ 
TERRITORIES (agenda item 13) (E/CN.4/L.1574/Rev.3; E/CN.4/L.1582; E/CN.4/L.15845 
E/CN.4/L.1585 I E/CN.4/L.1588/Rev.l; E/CN.4/L.1589j E/CN.4/L.1592; E/CN.4/L,1593; 
E/CN.4/L.1594I E/CN.4/L.15985 E/CN.4/L.1600; E/CN.4/L.1601; E/CN.4/L.1603; 
E/CN.4/L.1607; E/CN.4/L.1608/Rev.l; E/CN . 4/L . I 6 O 9| E/CN . 4/L . I 6 I O ; E/CN.4/L.1611; 
E/CN.4/L.1612; E/CN .4/L .I6I3I E/CN.4/L.I615; E/CN.4/L.I6I7; E/CN.4/L . I6I9? 
E/CN.4/L.1620; E/CN .4/L .I62I) (continued) 

1. , The CHAIRMî JT suggested that, i n view of the large number of draft resolutions 
remaining to be considered by the Commission, i t might be preferable to give the 
f l o o r only to those delegations which were introducing a draft resolution, proposing 
formal or oral amendments, or requesting c l a r i f i c a t i o n and further d e t a i l s , on the 
understanding that delegations would always be able to explain t h e i r vote. 

2. Mr. СНЕШДСНЕЖД (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) observed that i t was 
extremely d i f f i c u l t to ad.opt a draft resolution without discussing i t . Exchanges 
of views often enabled a satisfactory com.promise to be axhieved. He therefore f e l t 
that the procedure suggested by the Chairman might have аДverse effects on the 
quality of the Commission's work. 

Draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1534 

3 . Mr. СНЕВЖСНЕЖО (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) said he was surprised 
that he had not yet received the text of the oral amendments to draft 
resolution E/CN.4/L.1584 proposed by his delegation at the preceding meeting 
concerning the United Nations voluntary fund for victims of torture. In his opinion, 
i t would be preferable to vote separately on ea.ch of the amendments proposed. 

4. Mr. TVffiSIGYB (Uganda) said that small delegations such as his ovm had great 
d i f f i c u l t y i n giving detailed study to the many documents submitted to i t . He would 
therefore prefer the Commission to v/ait u n t i l i t s next meeting, or the following 
day's meeting, before taking э. decision on the text under consideration. I f the 
Commission did not take that course, his delegation would r e g r e t f u l l y be unable to 
pa-rticipate i n the discussion or the vote. 

5. Mr. BOEL (Donms.rk) said that the Commission must take a decision no l a t e r than 
at the following meeting. Through the o r a l amendments that i t had made to the Nordic 
countries' dratt resolution, the Soviet Union v;as actually proposing an e n t i r e l y new 
draft resolution which wa.s t o t a l l y unacceptable to his delegation. In any case, 
the Commission vjould have to take a decision on a l l the amendments proposed by the 
Soviet Union. 

6« The CIL\IRM:'jr said he appreciated the position of tho Ugandan delegation, but 
pointed out that the Commission would not ha.ve time to taJce up the dra,ft resolution 
on the following day. Thus, i f there was no objection, he would'take i t that the. 
Commission agreed temporarily to postpone i t s decision on draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1584. 

7. I t wa.s so decided. 
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Draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1398 .and amendments thereto- containeâ i n documents 
E/CÎT.4/L.-i6Ï2 and Е/СЖ.а'/ЪлЩ 

8. Mr. M'BAYE (Senegal) said that, with some changes, the sponsors of draft 
re s о lu-c ion BJCTÍ . 4/L. 15 98 could accept the anendments proposed by the Byelorussian 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic i n docunent Е/С1:7,4/Ь.1ОХ2 ano Ъу Bulgaria i n document 
E/CIT . 4/L . I 6 1 3 . 

9. In the compromise text v/hich the sponsors of the draft resolution and the 
amendments had agreed on, the s i x t h preambular paragraph proposed i n paragra.ph 1 of 
the Bulgarian amendment (E/CÏÏ.ZI/L.1613) vrould therefore be added. The operative part 
of the draft .resol^ition v.̂ ould be amended to reads 

"1° SiLii^ïf-liÊS r i g h t r̂ nd r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of individuals and organs 
of society to s t r i v e f o r the effective promotion and observance of the rights 
recognized i n the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, the Declaration on 
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the 
International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, and the 
International Covenant on C i v i l a/nd P o l i t i c a l Ri.ghts, without prejudice to 
a r t i c l e s 29 and 3O of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and a l l other 
relevant international instxuraents ; 

" 2 . Deplores, v/henever thejse i s occasion to do so, a l l ha,rsh and punitive 
treatment i n f l i c t e d on individuals, groups or organs of society â s a result of 
th e i r effoi-ts to exercise c i v i l and p o l i t i c a l r i g h t s , or economic, s o c i a l and 
cu l t u r a l r i g h t s ; 

"3> Reaffirms the right and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of individuals, groups and 
organs of society to promote respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms 
i n accordance v/ith the relevant international instruments; 

"4- Requests therefore that the Sub-Commission on Prevention of 
Discrimination and Protection of Minorities shoultl study this subject v/ithout 
overlooking the i n d i v i s i b i l i t y and interdependence of civ.:.l and p o l i t i c a l 
r i g h t s , as v/ell a,s of econcnic, socia.l and cu l t u r a l r i g h t s , vrith a viev/ to 
considering v/hat further.action may be desirable i n th i s connection." 

10. His delegation hoped that ъЬе draft resolution as amended could be adopted by 
consensus. 

11. The СНаЖ-ШТ observed that some delegations v/ould prefer the draft resolution 
to be adopted vrithout a vote. I f there vras no objection, he v/ould taJœ i t that the 
Commission vrished to adopt v/ithout a vote draft resolution E/CH.4/L.1598 as amended. 

12. I t vra.s so decided. 
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Draft resolution E/CÏÏ.4/L.I6OI, and docurflents E/CÏÏ.4/L.I613 and E/CÏÏ.4/L.1621 

13. Mr. McIQimTOïï (Canada) said that the sponsors of draft resolution E/CÏÏ.4/L.I6OI 
and the sponsors of the amendments thereto contaáned i n document E/CÏÏ.4/L.I62I had 
agreed on a compro.iise solution. The sponsors of draft resolution E/CÎT.4/L.I6OI 
could accept the insertion of the following new f i f t h preambular paragraph: 

"Taking into account resolution 32/13O of the General Assembly and i t s 
resolution 4 (XXXIIl), vrhich l a i d dovm essential obstacles to f u l l r e a l i z a t i o n . 
of economic, soci a l and c u l t u r a l r i g h t s . " 

14. Paragraph 4 vrould then read; 

"Considers that the special rapporteur, i n carrying out his study, may 
seek and receive information ma.inly from United ïïations agencies or departments 
concerned, vrith due regard to the terms of reference of the agency and 
department concerned, Governments, specialized agencies, intergovernmental 
organizations and non-governmental organizations i n consultative status vrith 
the Economic and Social Council". 

15. His delegation hoped that the sponsors of the amendments contained i n document 
E/CÏÏ.4/L.1621 vrould not press f o r the adoption of the other amendments to the draft 
resolution. I t also hoped that the amended text vrould be adopted v«rithout a vote. 

16. Mr. EL-FÁTTAL (Syrian Arab Piepublic) said that the sponsors of the amendments 
contained i n document E/CÏÏ.4/L.I62I could accept the Canadian proposal on certain-
conditions. Pirstlvï-, there should be no d i f f e r e n t i a t i o n betvreen the victims of mass 
exoduses. Secondly, the causes of the mass exoduses that ha,d occurred i n Palestine 
follovring Zionist aggression should be studied i n t h e i r colonial context, i n other 
vrordsj with due consideration for the Balfour Declaration of 191?. Thirdly, the 
p r i n c i p l e of the return of the peoples concerned to the i r homes remained the only 
solution to the problem, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n Palestine. 

17- The СНА1ШШ-Т raid that the f i n a n c i a l implications of draft resolution 
E/CH.4/L. 1601 vrere set out i n document E/CÏÏ.4/L.I6I5. I f there vras no objection, he 
vrould take i t that the Commission vrished to adopt vrithout a vote draft resolution 
E/CÏÏ.4/L.1601 as amended. 

18. I t vra.s so decided. 

19. Mr. HEREDIA PEREZ (Cuba) said he vrelcomed the adoption of that humanitarian 
resolution. In the nevr f i f t h preambular paragraph, • emphasis v/as placed on 
General Assembly resolution 32/13O, vrhich provided that human rights questions should 
be examined globally, talcing into account the overall context of the various societies 
i n vrhich they presented themselves. His delegation believed that account must also be 
taken of the idea that the non-aligned countries Imd expi-essed i n Havana vrhen they 
had opposed the use of that issue f o r p o l i t i c a l ends. 
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20, Ml-. liAESIMOV (Byelorussian Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic) said that his áelegation 
had not opposed the adoption of draft resolution E/Cl\r.4/L,l601 in order to conform 
to the s p i r i t of compromise and co-operation in vrhich the Commission conducted i t s 
vrork. - I t nevertheless vrished to remind the Commission of the reservations v'hich i t 
ha.o-expressed concerning the text at the preceding meeting, 

33raft resolution E/CN . 4 /L . 1 6 0 0 (Assistance to Uganda) 

21, lir,^ BbAUIàlE (Canada), introducing dratft resolution E/CÎ:T.4/L,1600 on behalf of 
the delegations of Ghana, Senegal and Zajnbia, as vrell as his ovm d.elegation, 
rei-iinded the Commission that the General Assembly had a.sked i t to support the- e f f o r t s 
¡aade by tho Ugandan Government to restore human rights and fundamental freedoms in 
a democratic systera. That vras the purpose of draft resolution E/CIT , 4 /L . 1 6 0 0 , vrhich 
had bean dravm up in the saine s p i r i t as a, similar re solution • conce-ming the Central 
African Republic. He empha,sized the main points of operative paragraphs 1, 2 and 3» 
and expressed the hope that the Commission vrould-adopt the text vrithout a vote. 

22, The СШ.Ш--1/Ш pointed out that the f i n a n c i a l implications of draft 
resolution E/CH , 4 /L . 1 6 0 0 vrere the same as those to vrhich the Director of the 
Division of Human Rights \ie.d dravm attention before the a,doption of a, resolution 
concerning the Central African Republic. Hone of the f i n a n c i a l implications could 
be ca-lculated, immediately; they would be v/orked out later,' vrhen the Secretary-General 
decided on the advisory services and assistance to be providied to the Ugandan 
Government. 

23, Draft resolution B/CN . 4 /L , 1 6 0 0 was adopted by consensus, 

24, Mr. TIVESIGYE (Uganda) thanked the Conmission for the support i t had extended 
to the Ugandan Gíovernr.ient by adopting the resolution; he vrished to express 
particular' thanks to the delegations of Canada, Ghana,, Senegal and Zambia. 

Dratt resolution E/CH.4/L.1603 (Assistance . to Equatorial Guinea) 

25, 'i-ir, BSAULI-E (Canada), introducing the draft resolution, reminded the Commission 
that, in the report he had submitted, Mr. 'Volio Jimenez, the expert a^ppointed by the 
Secretary-General in pursuance of Commission resolution 33 (XXXVl), pointed out that 
the a„uthorities of Equatorial Guinea had agreed to the principle of a three-phase 
plan to restore human rights in that country. The Commission had alread.y played a 
decisive part in i n i t i a t i n g that process, and should cont.inue aJong tha.t pa.th. The 
representative of the Government of EquatoriaJ Guinea had aravm a.ttontion to the 
a,ccuracy a.nd va.lue of the expert's report, and had repeated his Governiaent ' s appeal 
for the United Nations, and the Economic and Social Council in p a r t i c u l a r , to come 
to the .assistance of a. country vrhich had suffered the uiisdesds of a horrifying 
dictatorship. 

26, Draft resolution E/GN ,4/L . 1603 submitted by Canaxla, Costa. Rica and Portugal 
requested the Secreta.ry-Ge,nerat to dravr up, in consultation vrith the e^qoert and 
the Government, a plan of action to achieve the goal stated in operative paragraph 4 . 
Since the Gteneral Assembly had already considered measures of asstitance to 
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Equatorial Guinea, the Secretary-General should submit a report on the way'in which 
the expert's recommendations might be incorporated into the overall United Nations 
assistance programme. The Economic and Social Council would talce a subsequent 
decision in the l i g h t of the Secretary-General' s plan of action* Tlie words "et le 
Gouvernement" should be inserted after the words "en consultation avec l'expert" 
in the French text of operative paragraph 4 ; in addition, the representative of 
Equatorial Guinea had suggested that the phrase "taking account of the p o l i t i c a l , 
economic and s o c i a l conditions of the country" should be inserted in operative 
paragraph 3 . He hoped that the draft resolution would be adopted by consensus. 

27. The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the vrords "and the Government" in operative 
paragraph 4 should also be reflected in the. Spanish and Russian texts. 

28. Draft resolution E/CN.4/L.I603 was adopted by consensus. 

.Draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1574/Rev.3 (Situation of human rights in E l Salvador) 

29» Mr. van der STOEL (Netherlands), introducing the draft resolution on behalf of 
the delega.tions of Denmark and Ireland as well as his ош delegation, said that lengthy 
consultations with the. delegations of A l g e r i a , Mexico and Yugoslavia,, which Imd 
submitted amendments, had enabled t h e i r ideas to be incorporated into the text. He 
hoped that there vra.s novr a consensus on the text, on vrhose salient features he 
comraented b r i e f l y . By " t e r r o r i s t acts", i n operative paragraph 2, the sponsors 
meant a J l acts of violence perpetrated against innocent persons; para,gr3.ph 4 
recalled that the General Assembly had called upon Governments to r e f r a i n from the 
supply of arms; paragraph б expressed the vrish that elections might talce. pla.ce in' 
an atmosphere free froia intimidation' and terror; paragraph 7 requested the 
appointment of a special representative who, in accordance vrith paragraph 10, 
vrould submit a report to the General Assembly at i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session. 

30. Mr. GONZALEZ de LEON (Mexico), speaking on behalf of the Algerian and Yugoslav 
delegations as vrell a.s his ovm delegation, vrelcomed the successful outcome of the 
consultations vrhich had led to agreement on the text of draft 
resolution E/CN.4/L.1574/Rev.3; in order to obviate any misinterpretation, 
hovrever, those delega.tions vrould l i k e the vrords "as soon a.s appropriate conditions 
e x i s t " to be inserted after the vrord " r i g h t " in o]perative paragraph 6 . 

31. i l l " , van der STOEL (Netherlands) considered that the idea, underlying the 
amendment proposed by the Mexican representative was already expressed in the 
follovring phrase in the e x i s t i n g texts "in an atmosphere free from intimidation 
and t e r r o r " . Furthermore, the vrord "conditions" vras vague and might give r i s e 
to interpretations vfhich were the very opposite of vrhat the Mexican representative 
had in mind. 

32. Mr. GONZALEZ de LEON (Mexico) said that, in his opinion, the phrase read out 
by the Netherlands representative partl y reflected the idea underlying his 
amendment. Hovrever, in order to avoid a.ny ambiguity, the delegations on behalf 
of vrhich he had proposed the amendment wished to maintain i t ; i t vrould simply be 
ad.ded to the e x i s t i n g text, from which nothing vrould be deleted. 
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3 3 . Mr. GAGLIâHDI (Brazil) expressed misgivings l e s t operative paragra.ph 10, 
requesting the future speciaJ representative to submit a.n interim, report to the 
General Assemhly might c o n f l i c t "with the mandate of the Gomm.Í3SÍon, since i t was 
to the Gommission that the Assembly had referred the question i n resolution 35/192-. 

34. ¥¡x. van- der STOEL (Netherlands) replied that the special representative's 
main task would he to submit an interim report to the Gommission, which would hold 
a comprehensive debate on i t . Nevertheless, the General Assem.bly would aJso certainly 
wish to examine that report. I t was the usual practice f o r the Gommission to 
produce reports f o r consid.eration by the. Genei-al Assembly. 

3 5 . Mr. GIAMRÏÏNO (ürup:uay) speaking i n е:ф1?~пэ11оп of vote before dr3..ft 
re s o l u t i on E/GN.4/L.157 4/Rev.3 was put to the vote, .stated i n connection with operative 
paragraph б that i t was f o r the Salvadorian people to decide vrhen elections could be 
held. There vras a shortcom.ing i n the text i n so f a r as. i t excluded the method 
of â.irect contacts, vrhich was i n fact used i n equally serious and even m.ore serious . 
situations. That method., which created a favourable climate, would permit-a useful 
debate with,a Government made up of eminent personalities and led by a person whose 
qualities.had been stressed by the observer f o r the Christian Democratic World Union, 
His delegation vrould vote against the draft resolution, vfhich vfas admittedly vrell 
meaning but did not provide a.ppropriate remedies, 

36. Miss ODIO BENITO (Oosta Rica) said that her delegation deeply regretted the 
serious breaches of human rights committed i n E l Salvador, but was unable to support 
d.raft resolution E/GN.4/L,1574/Rev.3. In i t s opinion, such a decision by the 
Gommission, taken at a c r i t i c a , ! moment, would be interpreted a.s. support f o r certain 
parties to the c o n f l i c t and v;ould ha,ve the effect of causing even more bloodshed. 

37. The GHAIRMAN pointed.out that the f i n a n c i a l implications of draft 
resolution .E/GN,4Д.1574/Rev.3 were stated i n document E/GN,4/L .1593. He i n v i t e d 
the Commission to vote on the amendment to i n s e r t , a f t e r the vford "r i g h t " i n 
operative paragraph 6,-the phrase "as soon as appropriate conditions e x i s t " , as 
proposed and maintained by the Mexica,n representa,tive. 

38. The amendment was adopted by 17 votes to 1, with 24 abstentions. 

3 9 . Draft resolution E/CN.4/L,1574/Rev.3, as amended, was adopted by 29 votes to 1, 
with 11 abstentions. 

40. Itr. NOVAK (United St3,tes of America), explaining his delegation's 3,bstention 
on resolution E/CN.4-/L.1574/Rev.3, recognized that there had been deplorable abuses of 
human rights i n E l Salvador, but stressed that the origins 3,nd causes of those 
abuses were not wholly l o c a l . Docimient E/CN.4/1467, vrhich his delegation had had 
distributed, shovred that since December 1979 Cuba, Viet Nam, Ethiopia, the' 
German Democra.tic Republic and other nations ha,d been engaged i n a c t i v i t i e s which 
vrere creating an international c o n f l i c t i n E l Salvador. Of the 800 or so tons of 
war material that had been dispatched 200 tons had arrived i n E l Salvador and caused 
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an escalation i n the c i v i l warj the material had entered the countiy-from Nicaragua 
and Ъу other routes. International volunteers had arrived i n E l Salvador to do 
ha t t l e . on 10 January 1981 there had begun a " f i n a l offensive" announced by 
t e r r o r i s t forces aimed from abroad.; they had attacked some 200 buses carrying 
c i v i l i a n s and had boasted of th e i r deeds to the press. Using sophisticated weapons, 
тацу of them precisely traceable through s e r i a l numbers', the terrorists.-had caused 
i n 1981 c i v i l i a n losses proportionately greater than those i n 1980. 

41 . In the l i g h t of that situation, his delegation perceived two types of himian rights 
abuses i n E l Salvadorî on the one hand, the terror fanned by foreign States and 
on the other, the terror wrought by Salvadorians upon Salvadorians. The f i r s t e v i l 
was obviously a form of aggression, interference and imperialism, frequently condemned 
i n p r i n c i p l e by the Organization of American States, the General Assembly and many 
other international bodies. Respect f o r that p r i n c i p l e required Cuba, i n 
pa r t i c u l a r , to cease i t s interventions i n E l Salvador, and required Nicaragua 
and other nations to cease abetting terror i n that country. The USSR must 
r e s t r a i n Cuba a.nd other a l l i e s . The second type of abuse could not be attributed 
to the l e f t alone. I t was also perpetrated by p o l i t i c a l l y disappointed forces 
close to the old oligarchy and the m i l i t a r y leaders who had ruled the coun.tiy so 
badly f o r 50 years. Support, p a r t i c u l a r l y f i n a n c i a l support, f o r the in t e r n a l terror 
must also cease. His delegation had evidence that some members of the I 5 , 0 0 0-strong 
security forces had also committed abuses of human rig h t s , mainly when off duty.; 
that source of terror,, too, must be eliminated, 

4 2 . The leader of.the present reformist Government, who had been democratically 
elected President of the Republic i n 1972 but had been prevented by a m i l i t a r y coup 
from taking o f f i c e , had promised elections to a National Assembly i n 198 2, and the 
transfer of presidential powor through national elections i n 1983. Since taking 
o f f i c e 16 months ago, the present Government had launched, under extremely--.difficult 
conditions, an ambitious agrarian reform programme under which land had already been 
allocated to ^^,000 peasant fam i l i e s . There was no question that the Salvadorian 
people, f o r t h e i r part, wished to bring an era of corrupt governments to an end, 
and rejected the appeal of the Marxist and other g u e r r i l l a s abetted by Cuba, Perhaps 
the people had learnt a lesson from the growing mi l i t a r i s m of neighbouring Nicaragua, 
They had been r e s i s t i n g terrorism from the .le.f.t_.and .from, the r i g h t , -and had the . 
righ t to choose t h e i r destiny i n free elections, i n an atmosphere free from 
intimidation and t e r r o r , 

4 3 . I f the human rights v i o l a t i o n s i n E l Salvador were to be halted, t h e i r various 
causes must be cleaxly understood and r e c t i f i e d . M s delegation woilLd strongly -
support the ef f o r t s made by the Commission to investigate and condemn human rights 
abuses regardless of t h e i r cause. I t opposed the different forms of terrorism i t 
had described and supported the building-up of i n s t i t u t i o n s which would give human 
rights substance and r e a l i t y . In that s p i r i t , i t had abstained i n the vote on 
resolution E/CN.4/L,1574/Rev,35 of which paragraph 4 i n p a r t i c u l a r , concerning the 
supply of arms, had seemed, i n s u f f i c i e n t l y clear-. 
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44. Itr. J ABE (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation had. been able 
to vote i n favour of the resolution as a result of the efforts of i t s sponsors. 
It nevertheless contained, a number of ambiguities which could be attributed to the 
diverse interests at stake. His delegation considered, that i t would, have been 
preferable to continue negotiations i n order to achieve a s t i l l more satisfactory 
outcome. General Assembly resolution 35/ l92 might have been ju s t i f i e d , v/hen i t had. 
been adopted., but since then there had. been many d.evslopments i n the situation i n 
E l Salvador and i t v/ould. have been better to r e f r a i n from alluding to that resolution. 
Apart from that, he hoped, that the Commission's resolution would, help to bring the 
Salvadorian people the peace they deserved.. 

4 5 ' .'Иг. RAMIGA ( F i j i ) said, that his delegation had. abstained, as i t had. done i n 
the vote on the General Assembly resolution; i t s action should, not, hov/ever, be 
interpreted, as ind.ifference on i t s part to breaches of human rights i n E l Salvador 
or i n any other pa.rt of the world.. F i j i might well reconsider i t s position i n the 
l i g h t of the information i t received, on the situation i n E l Salvad.or. 

46. Иг. SEHE (Senegal) said that, his d.elegation had voted i n favoirc of the 
resolution and. the amendment to paragraph 6, even though that amendment introd.uced. 
a vague and ambiguous idea. I t was the exercise of the Salvad.orian people's right 
to establish a democratically elected Government, and. not the right i n i t s e l f , 
which was absolute, that might be subject to certain conditions. 

47. Viscount COLVILIE OF CUERQSS (United. Kingd.om) said, that he had voted i n favour 
of the resolution and. welcomed, the efforts mad.e by i t s sponsors to produce a more 
broad.ly acceptable text than the General Assembly resolution, which his delegation 
had found, to be lacking i n balance and. on which i t had abstained. A l l breaches of 
human rights required, tho same treatment; i n the present instance, the text which 
had. just been adopted was balanced, and contained many positive elements, p a r t i c u l a r l y 
the proposal to appoint a special respresontative. With regard to paragraph 4? his 
Government d.id. not supply arms of any kind, to E l Salvad.or, but i t none the less 
recognized, that i t would, be extremely unfair to refuse the Salvadorian Government 
the right to obtain weapons when .some, foreign Governments had. supplied, weapons to 
the rebels. Paragraph 4 simply r e c a l l e d an event, the adoption of General Assembly 
resolution 33/192; that had enabled his d.elegation to vote i n favour of the text 
as a whole, 

4 8 . № s . FLORES (Cuba) said that her d.elegation had voted, i n favour of the.Mexican 
amendment, which c l a r i f i e d paragraph 6, and. of the resolution as a whole. 

4 9 . Throughout the history of E l Salvador, tho elections held, by the successive 
m i l i t a r y dictatorships had. been used, only to deprive the people of i t s right to 
choose i t s representatives and. to legitimize the oppressive regimes i n the eyes of 
world, public opinion. Since the Salvadorian people had not been able to win 
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respect f o r i t s basic human rights through normal elections, i t had been farced, to 
seek new ways of achieving that objective. E l Salvador was going through a h i s t o r i c 
period, and the.Salvadorian people were struggling for t h e i r fundamental freedoms 
against a m i l i t a r y junta that was being supported solely by the United States; i t 
could, be categorically stated.that the organization of normal elections was 
absolutely impossible, i n the short or med.ium term. I t was easy to expose the 
deceptive nature of the elections envisaged, by the Christian d.emocratic m i l i t a r y 
junta. True d.emocracy could, come neither from a f a s c i s t m i l i t a r y , nor from 
corrupted, p o l i t i c i a n s motivated, by foreign interests, but from the people. 

50, As for the resolution, i t would, make a positive contribution to the just cause 
of the Salvad.orian people, who were struggling for t h e i r right to self-d.etermination 
against the aggression of the f a s c i s t juta which was v i o l a t i n g t h e i r most fund.amental 
righ t s by resorting to murder, disappearances, i l l e g a l d.etention and. other t e r r o r i s t 
acts of violence. Her d.elegation had. f e l t that there was j u s t i f i c a t i o n for ad.opting 
a stronger resolution cond.eranîng the Salvad.orian junta more categorically; i t 
nevertheless believed, that, i n ad.opting the present resolution, the Commission had. 
f u l f i l l e d , the marid.ate entoru^sted. to i t by the General Assembly i n resolution . . . 5 § / l 9 2 . ' 
The Commission's resolution indicated the forms of presstire that should be brought 
to bear-:upoh the f a s c i s t j-ünta i n ord.er to ind.uce i t to cease v i o l a t i n g human 
rights and guarantee respect for human righ t s i n E l Salvador. Her d.elegation was 
convinced, that, sooner or l a t e r , the 3alva.d.orian people would, achieve i t s right to 
self-d.etermination and. would d.ecide i t s own economic and so c i a l future, without 
foreign interference. In conclusion, she announced that., .s.i.nce....the .re.prese-ntative ' 
of the United. States had taken the l i b e r t y of attacking Cuba, her delegation would, 
subsequently ask to exercise the right of reply. 

51. Mrs. NAVCHAA (Mongolia) said that her delegation had voted i n faveur of the . 
Mexican amendment and the resolution; however, i t had preferred draft resolution 
E/CN.4/L.1482 and. consid.ered. that there were serious ommissions from the text 
which had just been adopted. The Salvad.orian people, driven by intolerable l i v i n g 
conditions and the v i o l a t i o n of i t s basic human r i g h t s , was struggling f o r i t s 
right to l i f e and. other human r i g h t s , Tho junta, which enjoyed m i l i t a r y assistance 
from the United. States, was imposing severe represôion on a l l those who opposed, the 
arbitrary acts of the d i c t a t o r i a l regime. Some-members of the Government had even 
resigned from t h e i r posts i n ord.er to cease co-operating with a bloody régime. I t 
Was d i f f i c u l t to enumerate a l l the crimes committed, by the m i l i t a r y junts, but i t 
was the d.uty of the international community and. the Commission i n pa r t i c u l a r - t n . 
take effective-measures i n order to-d.ef end. Нгшап rights i n t h a t country and to 
relievo the unspeakable suffering to which the Salvad.orian people had. been subjected. 
The Gommission was therefore right i n appealing to the United. States to stop 
giving m i l i t a r y assistance to the junta and. to end. i t s interference i n the a f f a i r s 
of the Salvadorian people, so that they might'enjoy the i r r i g h t s , including the i r 
right to self-determination. 
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52. Mr. SOYER (France) said that his delegation had supported the resolution, which 
was the outcome of positive consultations on which the sponsors, were to he 
congratulated. His delegation had, however, abstained i n the vote on the 
General Assembly resolution to which reference was m,ade i n the Commission resolution. 
As the French Minister f o r Foreign Affa.irs had recently stated .in Caracas, there 
could be no solution to the E l Salvador problem without a p o l i t i c a l r e c o n c i l i a t i o n 
which would permit far-reaching economic fand soc i a l reforms. The search for such a 
p o l i t i c a l r e c o n c i l i a t i o n vrould be successful only i f there v/as no foreign interference 
of any kind i n El-Salvador. The Minister f o r Foreign A f f a i r s had added that 
clandestine arms shipments vrould c e r t a i n l y not bring about an effective solution i n 
that country. 

53. I'hr. KELIiT (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) said that he v/as taking the f l o o r 
only to respond to the appeal of the representative of the United States, v/ho.had 
.asked the Soviet Union to exert i t s influence on certain co-untries i n order to make 
them halt t h e i r arms deliveries to E l Salvador. His delegation had pleasure i n 
i n v i t i n g the United States to halt i t s ov/n arms del i v e r i e s . Everyone knev/ that 
several hmdreds of tons of v/eapons and about 20 United States m i l i t a r y . advisers 
with instructions to participate d i r e c t l y i n the m i l i t a r y operations i f - t h e - s i t u a t i o n 
forced them to do so v/ere on t h e i r v/ay to E l Salvador. The only arms supplier v/as the 
United States, vrhich v/as thus enabling the d i c t a t o r i a l and m i l i t a r y junta to conduct 
brutal repression that v/as causing the deaths of dozens of Salvadorian citizens every 
day. 

54» Mr. PAVIS (Australia) expressed his Government's strong reservations regarding 
operative paragraph 4 of the resolution. 

55. Mr. ORTIZ RODRIGUEZ (Cuba), speaking i n exercise of the right of reply, said that 
at a time vrhen the Commission v/as adopting a resolution on the disasterous situation 
of human rights i n E l Salvador, the United States v/as continuing to try to divert 
public opinion from the real sources of concern and to h i de. those. problems behind a 
smokescreen. The United States Government, ..instead of condemning the...genocide being 
oonimitted i n E l Salvador, v/as helping to aggravate the sitviation i n that covintry by 
hindering the struggle of the Salvadorian people to exercise i t s right to 
self-determination. .His delegation could shov/ the members of the Commission-' 
photographs i l l u s t r a t i n g massacres of the Salvadorian people and proving the 
United States presence i n that country. 

56. Mr. TERREFE (Ethiopia), speaking i n exercise of the right of reply, said he 
believed that he had heard the name of hi s coimtry mentioned during the statement by 
the representative of the United States. As he had already had occasion to say at a 
preceding meeting,-his delegation could not accept any reference to Ethiopia i n the 
context of consideration of the situation of human rights i n E l Salvador. 

Draft resolution E/CH.4/L.I383 (Situation of human rights i n B o l i v i a ) 

57. Mr. BEAULHE (Canada), introducing draft resolution E/CH . 4 /L.1585> said that the 
text was the outcome of lengthy consultations 5 i t v/as free from a l l superfluous 
rhetoric, ma,de no accusations or judgements, v/a,s couched i n moderate terms and 
constituted a sequel to General Assembly resolution 35/185' He ventured to believe 
that the Bol i v i a n Government v/ould v/ish to co-operate with the special envoy v/hom the 
Commission was asking i t s Chairman to appoint and that the Secretary-General of the 
United Hâtions would provide tho special envoy v/ith a l l necessary assistance. 
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58. № . GAGLIAKDI (Brazil) said that, while he could obviously not refer to' the 
confidential decisions taken by the Commission at closed meetings, he nevertheless 
wished to r e c a l l the offer made by the Bolivian Government to receive a delegation 
•from the Commission so that i t might see f o r i t s e l f the actual situation of human 
rights i n B o l i v i a , unfortunately, the Commission had not accepted that offer, which 
had been made i n good f a i t h by the Bolivian Government. In informal consultations, 
he had t r i e d to resolve that problem and to induce the Commission to accept the 
Bolivian Government's i n v i t a t i o n . The draft resolution under consideration did not 
meet his expectations, and he suggested that the sponsors might wish to revise the 
text. In pa r t i c u l a r , provision should be made for the Commission to exercise 
discretion i n considering the special envoy's report and i f necessary to consider i t 
at a closed meeting. 

59. Mr, MOLTEFI .(Argentina) said that his delegation vrauld be i n favour of postponing 
the vote on the draft resolution i n order that delegations vihich v/ished to propose 
amendments might consult the sponsors. 

6 0 . Mr.. GIMBRIMO (.Uruguay) said that, on the whole, his delegation viewed the draft 
resolution favourably, but acknovfledged that the text did not take account of certain 
aspects of the problem, i n par t i c u l a r those.v;hich had been raised by the representative 
of B r a z i l . I t would be desirable to reach a consensus and to use the in t e r v a l between 
the current and the following meetings i n order to improve the wording of the draft 
resolution. 

6 1 . Mr. ВЕАШЖЕ (Canada) said that his delegation, and most probably the delegation 
of the Netherlands, would not refuse to l i s t e n to rea.sonable proposals f o r the 
improvement of the text of t h e i r draft resolution aimed at making i t unanimously 
acceptable'to the Commission. 

Draft resolution E/CN,4/L.l608/Rev.l and amendments thereto contained i n 
document E/CN.4/L.I6I7 (Situation of human rights and fundamental 
freedoms i n Guatemala) ' 

6 2 . № . BURGERS (Netherlands), introducing draft resolution E/CN.4/L.l608/Rev.l, 
recalled Commission resolution 32 (XXXVl), i n v/hich i t had expressed i t s profound 
concern at the situation of human rights i n Guatemala, urged the Government of 
Guatemala to take the necessary measures to ensure respect f o r human rights i n that 
coiintry, and requested the Secretary-General to report on the results of his contacts 
with the Government of Guatemala to the Commission at i t s thirty-seventh session. 
The draft resolution might seem l i k e a repetition of resolution 32 (XXXVl), but i n 
fact the v i s i t to Guatemala by the representative of the Secretary-General had been 
call e d off at the l a s t moment, and the Socretary-General had been unable to carry out 
the mandate v/hich the Commission had entrusted to him. Purthermore, given the 
urgency of the problem, the sponsors had f e l t that the Secretary-General should submit 
to the General Assembly an interim report on the contacts he had had with the 
Government, 

63. The sponsors had revised their o r i g i n a l text (E/CN,4/L,1608) i n order to take the 
f u l l e s t possible account of the amendments proposed by the delegations of Algeria, 
Cuba and Panama i n document E/CN.4/L.I617; they hoped that the sponsors of those 
amendments would not press f o r t h e i r adoption. In conclusion, the sponsors of the 
draft resolution appealed to the Guatemalan Government to co-operate with the 
Secretary-General i n the dincharge of his mandate. 
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64. I'lr. ORTIZ RODRIGUEZ (СиЪа) welcomed the efforts made Ъу the sponsors of 
draft resolution E/CN.4/L.l608/Rev.l5 who had attem.pted to take the point of view of 
other delegations into consideration. On hehs,lf of the sponsors of 
document E/'CN.4/1.1617, he announced that they were withdrawing t h e i r gmendr.ients. 

65. Mr. GI¿t€BRÜI\rO (Uruguay) said that he had followed closely the drafting of the 
text under consideration and that his delegation would he prepared to support i t i f 
the sponsors would agree to two s l i g h t aiaendments. F i r s t l y , the words "the 
deterioration i n " should he deleted from the f i f t h preambular paragraph. Secondly, i t 
seemed unnecessary to request the Secretary-General, i n operative paragraph 3» 
submit an interim report to the General Assembly, since the Secretary-General 
regularly submitted to the General Assembly the results of the work entrusted to him, 
except i n causes where the rules of c o n f i d e n t i a l i t y had to be observed. The Commission 
should therefore adhere to the mandate tha.t had been entrusted to i t , and by 
exercising discretion i t would obtain the f u l l co-operation of the Guatemalan 
Government. 

66. VEC. GAGLIARDI ( B r a z i l ) observed that the f i f t h and si x t h preambular paragraphs 
seemed to contradict each others from the f i f t h paragraph i t would seem that the 
Commission was f u l l y informed of the si t u a t i o n , whereas i n the si x t h paragraph i t 
requested further information. In his opinion, the Commission did not need any 
further information on the situation of human rights i n Guatemala.,. What was more, 
operative paragraph 3 raised a problem simila^r to that raised by the draft resolution 
concerning the situation of human rights i n E l Salvador. For that reason, his 
delegation would prefer the paragraph to be deleted. 

67. Mrs. SILVA de ШША (Peru) said she welcomed the suggestions that had just been 
made concerning the draft resolution, since they took accoxmt of the s p i r i t of 
co-operation which had been displayed by the Guatemalan Government and was essential 
for the attainment of the Commission's objective. 

68. Mr. BURGERS (Netherlands) said that tho sponsors of the draft resolution were 
prepared to examine p o s s i b l i t i e s of improving i t s text with the delegations 
concerned. 

The meeting rose at 6 p.m. 




