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The mecting was calleddto'order at 3.20 p.m.

QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS AlD FUND/MENTAL FREEDOMS IN ANY PART OF
THE WORID, WITH PLRTICULAR REFERENCE TO COLONI.L /ND OTHER DEPENDENT. CQUNTRIES AND
TERRITORIES (agenda item 13) (E/CN.4/L.1574/Rev.3; B/CN.4/L.1582; E/CN.4/L.1584;
E/CN.4/1.1585; BE/CN.4/1.1588/Rev.1; B/CN.4/1.1589; E/CN.4/L.1592; E/CN.4/L.1593;
E/CN.4/1.1594; E/CN.4/1.1598; E/CN,4/1.1600; E/CN.4/1.1601; E/CN.4/L.1603;
E/CN.4/L.1607; E/CN.4/1,1608/Rev.1; E/CN.4/L.1609; E/CN.4/L,1610; E/CN.4/L.1611;
E/CN.4/L.1612; B/CN.A/L.1613; E/CN.4/L.1615; B/CV.4/L.1617; E/CN.4/L.1619;
E/CN.4/1:1620; B/CN.4/1.1621) (continued)

1.  The CHAIRMIN suggested that, in view of the large number of draft resolutions
remeining to be considered by the Commission, it might be preferable to give the
floor only to those delegations which were introducing a draft resolution, proposing
formal or oral amendments, or requesting clarification and further details, on the
understanding that delegations would always be able to explain their vote.

2. My, CHERNICHENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) observed that it was
extremely difficult to adopt a draft resolution without discussing it. Exchanges
of views often enabled a satisfactory compromise to be achieved. He therefore felt
that the procedure suggested by the Chairmen might have adverse effects on the
guality of the Commission's work.

Draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1584

%2, Mr. CHERNICHENKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said he was surprised
that he had not yet received the text of the oral amendments to draft

resolution E/CN.A/L.1584 proposed by his delegation at the preceding meeting
concerning the United Nations voluntary fund for victims of torture., In his opinion,
it would be preferable to vote separately on each of the amendments proposed. »

4. Mr, TWESIGYE (Uganda) said that small delegations such as his own had great
difficulty in giving detailed study to the many documents submitted to it. He would
therefore prefer the Commission to wailt until its next meeting, or the following
day's meeting, before taking a decision on the text under consideration. If the
Commission did not toke that course, his delegation would regretfully be unable to
participate in the discussion or the vote,

5. Mr. BOEL (Denmark) seid that the Commission must take a decision no later than
at the following meeting. Through the oral amendments that it had made to the Nordic
countries'! draft resolution, the Soviet Union was actually proposing an entirely new
draft resolution which was totally unacceptable to his delegation. In any case,

the Commission would have to tzke a decision on all the amendments proposed by the
Soviet Union.

6. The CHATRM/N said he appreciated the position of the Ugandan delegation, but
pointed out that the Commission would not have time to take up the draft resolution

on the following day. Thus, if there was no objection, he would take it that the.
Commission agreed temporarily to postpone its decision on draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1584.

Ts It was so decided.
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Druft resolution E/CH.A/L. 1598 and amendments thereto contained in documeunts
CH.4/%.1612 and E/CN.4/L.761%

8. lir, M'BAYE (Sensgal) said that, with sowme changes, the snonsors of draft
esolution L/CH. 4/ (1598 could accept the crenduents proposed by the Byelorussian
Lo e L R 3
Soviet Gocialist Republic in documesnt I/00,4/L,LoL2 ané by Bulgaria in document

E/CH.4/1,.1613,

9. In the comprowmise text which the sponsors of the draft resolution and the
amendments had agreed on, the sixth preambular paragraph proposed in paragraph 1
the Bulgarian amendment {(E/CH.4/L.151%) would therefove be added., The operative part
of the draft resolution would bhe amended to read:

"l. Reiterates the right 2nd respons ; indi v1oual and organs
of society to strive for the effeotive Dfomotlon amo observance of the rights
recognized in the Universal Declaration of Human Rl“huu, the Declaration on
the Granting of Indepeundence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the
International Covenant on Lconomic, Social and Cultural Rights, and the
International Covenant on Civil and Political Richis, without prejudice to
articles 29 and 30 of the Universal Dzclaration of Human Rights and all other
relevant internaticnal instruments:

7

"2. Deplores, whenever thewe is occasion to do so, all harsh and punitive
treatuent inflicted on indjviduals, groups or organs of society as a result of
their efforts to exercise civil and nolLtloa_'flghtv, or economic, social and
cultural rights;

_ "3, Reaffiruns the right and responsibility of individuals, groups and
organs of socilety to promote respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms
in accordance with the relevant international instruments;

"4. Requests therefore that the Sub-~Commission on Prevention of
Discrimination and Protection of Minorities should study this subject without
overlooking the indivisibility and interdependence of civ.l and political
rights, as well as of econoniec, social and wwal rights, with a view to
congidering what further action way be desirable in this connection."

10, His delegation hoped that tne drait resolution as amended could be adopted hy
consensus.

11. The CHATIRMAN observed that sowme delegatbtions would prefer the draft resolution
to be adopted without a vote. If there wasg no objection, he would take it that the
Coumission wished to adopt without a vote draft resolution E/CH.4/1.1598 as amended.

12. It was so decided.
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Draft resolution B/CN.4/L.1601, and documents E/CN.4/L.1615 and B/CN.4/L.1621

13. Mr. McKINNOW (Canada) said that the sponsors of draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1601
and the sponsors of the amendments thereto contsined in document E/CN.4/L.1621 had
agreed on a comproaise solution. The sponsors of draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1601
could accept the insertion of the following new fifth preambular paragraphs

"Talting into account resolution 32/130 of the General Assembly and its
resolution 4 (XXXIII), vhich laid dowmn essential obstacles to full realization .
of economic, social and cultural rights." '

14} Paragraph 4 would then read:

"Considers that the special rapporteur, in' carrying out his study, way
gseek and receive inforwation mainly from United Mations agencies or departments
concerned, vith due regard to the terms of reference of the agency and
department concerned, Governments, specialized agencies, intergovernmental
organizations and non-governmental orsanizations in consultative status with
the Econowmic and Social Council'',

15. His delegation hoped'that the sponsers of the amendments contained in document
E/CN.4/L.1621 vould not press for the adoption of the other amendments to the draft
resolution. It also hoped that the awmended text would be adopted without a vote.

16. Mr. BL-FATTAL (Syrian Arad Republic) said that the sponsors of the amendments
contained in document B/CN.4/L.1621 could accept the Canadian proposal on certain
conditions, Firstly, there should be no differentiation between the victims of mass
exoduses. Secondly, the causes of the mass exoduses that had occurred in Palestine
following Zionist aggression should be studied in their colonial context, in other
vords, with due consideration for the Balfour Declaration of 1917. Thirdly, the
principle of the return of the peoples concerned to their homes remained the only
solution to the problem, particularly in Palestine. o

17. [The CHATRMAI raid that the financial iwplications of draft resolution :
L/C.4/L.1601 were set out in document E/CN.4/L.1615. If there was no objection, he
would take it that the Commission wished to adopt without a vote draft resolution
E/CN.4/L.1601 a5 amended.

18. It was so decided.

19. Mr., HEREDIA PEREZ (Cuba) said he welcomed the adoption of that humanitarian
resolution., TIn the new fifth preambular poragraph,  euphasis was placed on

General Assembly resolution 32/130, which provided that human rights questions should
be examined globally, taking into account the overall context of the various societies
in vhich they presented theuselves., His delegation believed that account must also be
taken of the idea that the non-aligned countries had expressed in Havana when they

had opposed the use of that issue for political ends.
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20. Hr. IAKSIMOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that his delegation
‘had not opvosed the adoption of draft resolution E/CN Z/L.1601 in order to conform

to the gpirit of coumproumise and co-operation in which the Cowmission conducted its

worlt. - It nevertheless wished to remind the Commission of the reservations vhich it
had expressed cong brnlaw the tﬁxt at the preceanr mee ting,

Draft resolﬁtion E/CH.4/L.16OO (Assistance to Ugandz)

N

1. Hr, BuAULILS (Caneda), introducing draft resolution L/LH ﬂ/L. 1600 on behalf of
the Gelbb ations of Ghana, Senegal and Zambia, as well as his owm delegation,
reuinded the Commission that the General Assembly had asked it to sunvort uhu efforts

b 4
wadie

.
-
o
[
-

by the Ugenden Governument to restore humen rights end fundamental freedoms in

a Geuwoccratic system. That was the purpose of draft resolution E/CN.4/I.IGOO, which
had been drawn up in the same spirit as a similar resolution  concerning the Central
Afiican Republic. He ewphasized the main points of overative paregraphs 1, 2 and 3,

anc expre Uueé the hope that the Commission would-adopt the text without a vote.

22. The CHATRMAN pointed out that the financial implications of draft

resolution L/CN 4/1,,1600 were the same as those to which the Director of the

Divigion of Human Rights had drawn attention before the adovtion of a resolution
concerning the Central African Republic, DNone of the financial implications could

be calculated immediatelys; they would be worked out la ater, when the Secretary-General
decided on the advisory services and assistance to be provided to the Ugandan
Government.

2%, Draft resolution E[CN.4/L.16OO was adopted by consensus.

24, lir. WESIGYE (Uganda) thanked the Commission for the support it had extended
to the Upandan Governient by adopting the resolution; he wished fto express
particular thanks to the delegations of Canada, Chana, Senegal and Zambia.

Drafi resolution B/CN.4/L.160% (Assistance .to Bquatorial Cuinea)

25. ir, BSAUTHNE (Canada), introducing the draft resolution, reminded the Commission
that, in the report he had subnitted, HMr. Volio Jiienez, the expert appointed by the
Secretary-General in pursusnce of Commission resolution 33 (XXXVI), pointed out that
the authorities of Bouatorial Guinea had agreed to the principle of a three-phase
plan to restore huwan rights in that country. The Commission had al* agy olayed a
decisive nart in initiating that process, and should continue along G

C“I‘
J

hat path., The
representative of the Govermment of BEquatcrial Guinea had drawm uttention to the
accuracy an¢ value of the expert's report, and had repeated his Covermuent!s appeal
for the United Wations, and the Economic and Social Council in particular, to come
to the assistance of e country which had suffeored the misdeeds of & horrifying
dictatorshin,

26, Draft resolution £/CN.4/L.1603 submitted by Canada, Costa Rica and Portugal
requested the Secretary-General to draw up, in consultation with the expert and

the Governnent, a plan of action to achieve the goal stated in operative paragraph 4.
bince the General Assenmbly had already considered measures of asdgdstance 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
assistence programme., ThHe Economic and Social Council would take a subsequent
decision in the light of the Secretary-General!s plan of action. The words "et le
Gouvernewent!" should be inserted after the words "en consultation avec 1lexpert"

in the French text of operative paragraph 4; in addition, the representative of
Ecquatorial Guinea had suggested that the phrase "taking account of the political,
economic and social conditions of the country" should be inserted in operative
paragraph 3. He hoped that the draft resolution would be adopted by consensus.

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

28. Draft resolution B/CN.4/1,.1603 was adopted by consensus.

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

29. lr., van der STOEL (Netherlands), introducing the draft resolution on behalf of
the delegations of Denmark and Ireland as well as his own delegation, said that lengthy
consultations with the delegations of Algeria, Mexico and Yugoslavia, vhich had
submitted awendimente, had enabled their ideas to be incorporated into the text, He
hopec that there was now a consensus on the text, on whose salient features he
“coumented briefly. By "terrorist acts", in operative peragraph 2, the sponsors
meant all acts of violence perpetrated against innocent persons; paragraph 4
recalled that the General Assembly had called upon Governments to refrain from the
supply of arms; paragraph 6 expressed the wish that elections might take place in-
an atwosphere free frow intimidation and terror; paragraph 7 requested the
appointient of a special representative who, in accordance with paragranh 10,

would submit a report to the Ceneral Assembly at its thirty-sixth session,

30. Mr. GONZALEZ de IBON (Mexico), speaking on behalf of the Algerian and Yugoslav
delegations as well as his own delegation, welcomed the successful outcome of the
consultations which had led to agreemént on the text of draft

resolution E/CN.4/L.1574/R@V.5; in order to obviate any misinterpretation,

however, those delegations would like the words "as soon as approvriate conditions
exist" to be inserted after the word "right" in operative paragraph 6.

31. ilr. van der STOEL (Netherlands) congidered that the idea underlying the
amendnent proposed by the Mexican representative was already expressed in the
following phrase in the existing text: "in an atimosphere free from intimidation
and terror". TIurthermore, the word "conditions" was vague and might give rise

to interpretations which were the very opposite of what the Mexican representative
had in mind,

32. Hr, GONZALEZ de IEON (Mexico) said that, in his opinion, the phrase read out
by the Netherlands representative partly reflected the idea underlying his
amendment, However, in order to avoid any ambiguity, the delegations on behalf
of which he had proposed the amendment wished to maintain it; it would simnly be
added to:the existing text, from which nothing would be deleted.
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3%, Mr., GAGLIARDI (Brazil) expressed misgivings leet operative paragraph 10,
reguesting the future special repregentative to submit an interim report to the
General Assembly, might conflict with the mandate of the Commission, since it was .
to the Commission that the Assembly had referred the question in resolution 35/192i

34. lir. van der STOEL (Netherlands) replied that the special representative's

main task would be to submit en interim report bo the Commission, which would hold

a comprehensive debate on it. Nevertheless, the General Assembly would also certainly
wigh to examine that report. It was the uwubl practice for the Commigssion to

nroduce reports for consideration by the General Assembly.

35, Mr. GIAMBRUNO (Uruguey) speaking in explanation of vote before draft

resolution E/CN.4/L.1574/ReV.3 was put to the voie, stated in connection with operative
paragraph 6 that it wag for the Salvadorian people to decide when elections could be
held, There was a sghortcoming in the text in so far as it excluded the method

of direct contacts, which wes in fact used in equally serious and even more serious
gituations, That mevhod, which created o favourable climate, would permit a useful
debate with a Govermment made up of eminent personalities and led by a person whoge
qualities had been stressed by the observer for the Christian DenocrauLo World Union.
Hig delegﬂtlon would vote against the draft resolution, whwch was admittedly well
meaning but did not provide appropriate remedies.

36. Miss ODIO BENITO (Costa Rica) said that her delegation deeply regretted the
gserious breaches of human rights committed in E1 Sclvador, but was unable to support
draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1574/Rev.3., In its opinion, such o decision by the
Commission, taken at a critical moment, would be interpreted as. support for certain
parties to the conflict and would have the effect of causing even more bloodshed.

37. The CHAIRMAN pointed.out that the finencial implications of draft
resolution_E/CN AT, 1574/Rev 3 were stated in document E/CN A/L.1593. He invited
the Commission to vote on the amendment to insert, after the word "right" in
operative paragraph 6, -the phrase "as soon as appropriate conditions exigt", as
proposed and malntalned by the Mexican representative.

38, The amendment vas adopted by 17 voltes to 1, with 24 abstentions.

%29. Draft resolution B/CN.4/L.1574/Rev.3, as amended, was adopted by 29 votes to 1,
with 11 ebstentions.

40, HMr, NOVAK (Unlteo States of Amerlca), explaining his delegation's abstention

on resolution L/CN 4/L 1570/Rev 3, recognized that there had been deplorable abuses of
human rights in El1 Salvador, butl stresgsed thet the origing and ceuses of thoge

abuses were not wholly local. Document E/CN.4/1467, which his delegation had had
distributed, showed that since December 1979 Cuba, Viet Nam, BEthiopia, the

German Democraetic Republic and other nations had been engaged in activities which

vere creating an international conflict in El Salvador. Of the 800 or so tons of

uar material that had been dispatched 200 tong had arrived in El Selvador and caused
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an escalation in the civil war; the material had entered the country-from Nicaragua
and by other routes., International volunteers had arrived in El Salvador to do
battle. On 10 January 1981 there had begun a "final offensive" announced by
terrorist forces armed from abroad; they had attacked -some 200 buses carrying
civilians and had boasted of their deeds to the press. Using sophisticated weapons,
many of them precisely traceable through serial numbers, the terrorists-had caused
in 1981 civilian losses proportionately greater than those in 1980,

41. In the llght of that situation, hic delegation percelved two types of human rights
abuses in El1 Salvador: on the one hand, the terror fammed by foreign States and

on the other, the terror wrought by Salvadorians upon Salvadorians. The Tirst evil
was obviously a form of aggression, interference and imperialism, frequently condemned
in principle by the Organigzation of American States, the General Assembly and many
other international bodies. Respect for that principle required Cuba, in

particular, to cease its interventions in El Salvador, and required Nicaragua

and other nations to cease abetting terror in that country. The USSR must

restrain Cuba and other allies. The second type of abuse could not be attributed

to the left alone. It was also perpeirated by politically disappointed forces

close to the old oligarchy and the military leaders who had ruled the country so

badly for 50 years. Support, particularly financial support, for the internal terror
must also cease, His delegation had evidence thet some members of the 15,000-strong
security forces had also committed abuses of human rights, mainly when off duty;

that source of terror, too, must be eliminated,

42. The leader of the present reformist Government, who had been democratically
elected President of the Republic in 1972 but had been prevented by a military coup
from taking office, had promised elections to a National Assémbly in 1982, and the
transfer of presidential power through national elections in 1983. Since taking
office 16 months ago, the present Govermment had launched, under extremely-difficult
conditions, an ambitious agrarian reform programme under which land had already been
allocated to 75,000 peasant families. There was no question that the Salvadorian
people; for their part, wished to bring an era of corrupt governments to an end,

and rejected the appeal of the Marxist and other guerrillas abetted by Cuba. Perhaps
the people had learnt a lesson from the growing militarism of neighbouring Nicaragua.
They had been resisting terrorism from the left. and from the right, -and had the::

right to choose their destlny in free electlons, in an thouphere free from
intimidation and terror.

43, If the human rights violations in El Salvador were %o be halted, their various
causes must be clearly understood and rectified. - Hig delegation would strongly -
support the efforts made by the Commission to investigate and condemn human rights
abuses regardless of their cause., It opvosed the different forms of terrorism it
had described and supported the building-up of institutions which would give human
rights substance and reality. In that spirit, it had abstained in the vote on
resolution E/CN 4/L 1574/Rev 3, of which paragraph 4 in particular, ooncernlng the
supply of arms, had seemed insufficiently clear,
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44, Mr. JAHY (Federal Republic of Germany) said that his delegation had been able

to vote in favour of the resolution as a result of the efforts of its sponscrs.

It nevertheless contained a number of ambiguities which could be attributed to the
diverse interests at stake. His delegation considered that it would have been
preferable to contiinue negotistions in order to achieve a still more satisfactory
outcome. General Assembly resolution 55/192 might have been justified when it had
been adopted, but since then there had been many developments in the gituation in

El Salvador and it would have been better to refrain from alluding to that resolution.
Apart from that, he hoped that the Commission's resolubion would help to bring the
Salvadorian people the peace they deserved.

45, Mr, RANIGA (Fiji) said that his delegation had abstained, as it had done in
the vote on the General Assembly resclution; its action should not, however, be
interpreted as indiffererce on its part to breaches of human rights in E1 Salvador
or in any other part of the world, Fiji might well reconsider its position in the
light of the information it received on the situation in Bl Salvador.

46. Mr. SENE (Senegal) said that his delegation had voted in favour of the
resolution and the amendment to paragraph 6, even though that amendment introduced
a vague and ambiguous idea. It was the exercise of the Salvadorian people's right
to establish a democratically elected Government, and not the right in 1tse1f,
which was absolute, that might be subject to certain condlolons.

47. Viscount COIVILLE OF CULROSS (United. Kingdom)_said,that he had voted in favour
of the resolution and welcomed the efforts made by its sponsors to produce a more
broadly acceptable text then the General Assembly resolution, which his delegation
had found to be lacking in balance and on which it had abstained. All breaches of
human rights required the same treatment; in the present instance, the text which
had just been adopted was balanced and. contained many positive elements, partlcularly
the proposal to appoint a special respresentative., With regard to paragraph 4, his
Government did not supply arms of any kind to El Salvador, but it none the less
recognized that it would be extremely unfair to refuse the Sslvadorian Government
the right to obtain weapons when some foreign Goverrmments had supplied weapons to
the rebels. Paragraph 4 simply recalled an event, the adoption of General Assembly
resolution 53/192, that had nnaoled hlu deleg atlon to vote 1n favour of the text
as a whole,

48, Mrs, FLORES (Cuba) sald that her delegation had voted in favour of the Mexican
amendment, which clarified paragraph 6, and of the resclution as a whole.

49. Throughout the history of EL Salvador, the elections held by the successive
military dictatorships hed been used only to deprive the people of its right to
choose its representatives and to legitimize the oppressive régimes in the eyes of
world public opinion. Since the Salvadorian people had not been able to win



E/CN.4/SR.1638
page 10

respect for its basi¢ human rights through normal elections, it had been forced. to
seek new ways of achieving that objective. El Salvador was going through a historic
period, and the.Salvadorian people were struggling for their fundamental freedoms
against a military junta that was being supported solely by the United States; it
could be categorically stated.that the organization of normal elections was
absolutely impossible, in the short or medium term. It was easy to expose the
deceptive nature of the elections envisaged by the Christian democratic military
Junta. True democracy could come neither from a fascist military, nor from
corrupted politicians motivated by foreign interests, but from the people.

50, As for the resolution, it would make a positive contribution to the just cause
of the Salvadorian people, who were struggling for their right to self-determination
against the aggression of the fascist juta which was violating their most fundamental
rights by resorting to murder, disappearances, illegal detention and other terrorist
acts of violence. Her delegation had felt that there was justification for adopting
a stronger resolution condemning the Salvadorian junta more categorically; it
nevertheless believed that, in adopting the present resolution, the Commission had
fulfilled the mandate entrusted to it by the General Assembly in resolution. 35/192.\
The Commission's resolution indicated the forms of pressure that should be brought

to bearupon the fascist junta -in order to induce it to cease violating human

rights and. guarantee respect for human rights in El Salvador. -Her delegation was
convinced that, sooner or later, the Salvadorian people would achieve its right to
self-determination and would decide its own economic and social future, without _
foreign interference. In conclusion, she announced that, since.the.representative '
of the United States had taken the liberty of attacking Cuba, her delegation would
subsequently ask to exercise the'right of‘réply.

51. Mrs. NAVCHAA (Mongolla) said that her delegation had voted in favour of the
Mexican amendment and the resolution; however, it had preferred draft resolution
E/CN 4/L 1482 and considered that there were serious ommissions from the text

which had just been adopted. The Salvadorian:people; driven by intolerable living
conditions and the violation of its basic human rights, was struggllng for its -
right to life and other human rights. The junta, which enjoyed military a881stanoe
from the United States, was 1mpos1ng severc repression on all thoseé who ‘opposed. the
arbitrary acts of the dictatorial régime. - - Some -members of the Covernment had even
resigned from their posts in order to cease co-operating with a bloody régime. It~
was difficult to enumerate all the crimes committed by the military junts, but it
was the duty of the international community and the Commission in particular.fo.
take effective. measures in order to defend human rights in that country and to
relieve the unspeakable suffering to which the Salvadorian people had been subjected.
The Commission was therefore right in appealing to the United States to stop

giving military assistance to the junta and to end its interference in the affairs
of the Salvadorian people, so- that they night’ engoy their rights, including thelr
right to self-determination.




E/CN.4/SR.1633
page 11

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 g
congratulated., His délegation had, however, sbstained in the vote on the

General Assembly resolution to which reference was made in the Commission resolution.
As the French Minister for Foreign Affairs had recently stated in Caracas, there
could be no solution to the El Salvador problem without a political reconciliation
which would permit far-reaching economic and social reforms. The search for such a
political reconciliation would be successful only if there was no foreign interference
of any kind in El.S8alvador., The Minister for Foreign Affairs had added that
clandestine arms shipments would certainly not bring about an effective solution in
that country.

53, Mr. XKBLIU (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he was taking the floor
only to respond to the appeal of the representative of the United States, who had
asked the Soviet Union to exert its influence on certain countries in-order to- malze
them halt ftheir arms deliveries to E1l Salvador. His delegation had pleasure in
inviting the United States to halt ite own arms deliveries. Everyone knew that
geveral hundreds of tons of weapons and about 20 United States military advisers

with instructions to participate directly in the military operations if -the -situation
forced them to do so were on their way to El Salvador. The only arms supplier was the
United States, which was thus enabling the dictatorial and military junta to conduct
_brutal repression that was causing the uoathu of dozens of Salvadorian citizens every
day .

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

55, Mr. ORTIZ RCDRIGUEZ (Cuba), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that
at a time when the Commission was adopting a resolution on the disasterous situation
of human rights in Bl Salvador, the United States was continuing to try to divert
public opinion from the real sources of concern and to hide those problems behind a
smokescreen. The United States Government, instead of condemning the..genocide being
committed in Bl Salvador, was helping to aggravate the situvation in that country by
hindering the struggle of the Salvadorian people to exercise its right to
self-determination. .His delegation could show the members of the Commission. *
photographs illustrating massacres of the Salvadorian people and proving the

United States presence in that country.

56. Mr, TERREFE (Ethiopia), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said he
believed that he had heard the name of his country 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 Efhiopia in the
context of consideration of the situation of human rights in Bl Salvador.

Draft resolution B/CN.4/L.1585 (Situation of human rights in Bolivia)

57. Mr. BEAULNE (Canada), introducing draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1585, said that the
text was the outcome of lengthy consultations; it was free from all superfluous
rhetoric, made no accusations or judgements, was couched in moderate terms and
constituted a sequel to General Assembly resolutbion 55/185. He ventured to believb
that the Bolivian Government would wish to co-operate with the special envoy whom the
Commission was asking its Chairman to appoint and that the Secretary-General of the
Tnited Nations would provide the specisl envoy with all necessary assistance.
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58. Mr. GAGLIARDI (Brazil) said that, while he could obviously not refer to the
confidential decisions taken by the Commission at closed meetings, he nevertheless
wished to recall the offer made by the Bolivian Government to receive a delegation
-from the Commission so that it might see for itself the actual situation of human
rights in Bolivia., Unfortunately, the Commission had not accepted that offer, which
had been made in good faith by the Bolivian Government. In informal consultations,
he had tried to resolve that problem and to induce the Commission to accept the
Bolivian Government's invitation. The draft resolution under cons1deratlon ‘did not
meet his expectations, and he suggested that the sponsors might wish to revise the
text. In particular, provision should be made for the Commission to exercise
discretion in considering the special envoy's report and if necessary to consider it
at a closed meeting.

59, Mr. MOLTENT . (Argentlna) said that his delegation would be in favour of postponing
the vote on the draft resolution in order that delegations which w1shed to propose
amendments might consult the sponsors.

60. Mr. GIAMBRUNO (Uruguay) said that, on the whole, his delegation viewed the draft
resolution favourably, but acknowledged that the text did not take account of certain
aspects of the problem, in particular those which had been raised by the representative
of Brazil. It would be desirable to reach a consensus and to use the interval between
the current and the following meetings in order to improve the wording of the draft
resclution.

6l. Mr. BEAUINE (Canada) said that his delegation, and most probably the delegation
of the Netherlands, would not refuse to listen to reasonable proposals for the
1mprovement of the text of their draft resolution aimed at making it unanimously
acceptable to the Commission.

Draft resolution E/CN. 4/L 1608/Rev.l and amendments thereto contained in
document E/CN.4/L.1617 (Situation of human rights and fundamental
freedoms in Guatemala)

62. Mr. BURGERS (Netherlands), 1ntroduclng draft resolutlon E/CN.4/L.1608/Rev.1,
recalled Commission resolution 32 (XXXVI), in which it had expressed its profound
concern at the situation of human rights in Guatemala, urged the Government of
Guatemala to take the necessary measures to ensure respect for human rights in that
country, and requested the Secretary-General to report on the results of his contacts
with the Government of Guatemala to the Commission at its thirty-seventh session.

The draft resolution might seem like a repetition of resclution %2 (XXXVI), but in
fact the visit to Guatemala by the representative of the Secretary-General had been
called off at the last moment, and the Secretary-General had been unable to carry out
the mandate which the Commls51on had entrusted to him. Furthermore, given the
urgency of the problem, the sponsors had felt 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 original text (B/CN.4/L.1608) in order to take the
fullest possible account of the amendments proposed by the delegations of Algeria,
Cuba and Panama in document E/CN.4/L.1617; they hoped that the sponsors of those
amendments would not press for their adoption. In conclusion, the sponsors of the
draft resolution appealed to the Guatemalan Government to co-operate with the
Secretary-General in the discharge of his mandate. ‘



E/CN.4/5R.1638
page 13

64. Mr. ORTIZ RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) welcomed the efforts made by the sponsors of

draft resolution E/CN.4/L.1608/Rev.l, who had attempted to teke the point of view of
other delegations into consideration. On behalf of the sponsors of

document E/CN.4/L.1617, he announced thet they were withdrawing their amendments.

65. Mr. GIAMBRUNO (Uruguay) said that he had followed closely the drafting of the
text under consideration and that his delegation would be prepared o support it if
the sponsors would agree to two slight amendments. TFirstly, the words "the
deterioration in" should be deleted from the fifth preambular paragraph. Sccondly, it
seemed unnecessary to request the Secretary~General, in operative paragraph 3, to
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 in cases where the rules of confidentiality had to be observed. The Commission
should therefore adhcre to fthe mandate that had been entrusted to it, and by
exercising discretion it would obtain the full co-operztion of the Guatemalan
Government.

66. Mr. GAGLIARDI (Brazil) observed that the fifth and sixth preambular paragraphs
seemed to contradict each other: from the fifth paragraph it would sceem that the
Commission was fully informed of the situation, whereas in the sixth paragraph it
requested further information. In his opinion, the Commission did not need any
further information on the situation of human rights in Guatemala. What was more,
operative paragraph 3 raised a problem similar to that raised by the draft resolution
concerning the situation of human rights in El Salvador. For that reason, his
delegation would prefer the paragraph to be deleted.

67. Mrs. SILVA de ARANA (Peru) said she welcomed the suggestions that had just been
made concerning thce draft resolution, since they took account of the spirit of
co-operation which had been displayed by the Guatemalan Governmont and was essential
for the attainment of the Cormission's objective.

68. Mr. BURCBRS (Netherlands) said that the sponsors of the draft resolution were
preparcd to examine possiblities of improving its text with the delegations
concerned,

The meeting rose at 6 p.m.






