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The neeting was called to order at 10.20 a.m

STATEMENT BY MR HANS VAN DEN BROEK, MEMBER OF THE EURCPEAN COVWM SSI ON I N
CHARGE OF EXTERNAL RELATI ONS

1. M. van den BRCEK (European Comm ssion) expressed appreciation for the
work carried out in the area of human rights by the United Nations, which over
the years had forged an international consensus on the need to pronote human
rights as universal values. The European Comni ssion had contributed to sone
of the decisions adopted by the nmjor conferences organized in the [ ast few
years. Most recently, it had ensured support for the initiatives of the

Hi gh Comm ssioner for Human Rights by participating in internationa
monitoring efforts in Rwanda and Burundi and by contributing to the creation
of a human rights office in Bogotd. M. Ayala Lasso was to be commended for
havi ng expl ored new ways of pronoting respect for human rights and enhancing
t he di al ogue between States.

2. The European Uni on saw the establishment of the special war crines
tribunals for the fornmer Yugoslavia and Rwanda as one of the nost significant
i nnovations of the |ast decade. It had given support to those tribunals not

only by granting financial assistance but also by protecting the victins
comng to testify, by providing | egal counsel, by pronoting public awareness
and by helping in the establishnment of databases. It strongly supported the
establishnent of a permanent international crimnal court to ensure that no
war crimnals remained at liberty.

3. As a major actor in the pronotion of human rights and denocratic
processes, the European Union was endeavouring to strengthen the rule of

| aw and encourage pluralist civil society, to help prevent conflicts and to
pronote human rights education. It was also concerned with the protection
of particularly vulnerable wonen and children and the victins of torture.

4, The European Union's policy on devel opnment cooperation had increasingly
focused on fundanental rights and freedons, the application of dempbcratic
principles, the rule of |aw and good governance. Since 1992, each of its
cooperation agreenents with third countries had included a clause identifying
human rights as an “essential elenent” of the agreenment. That concern for
human rights characterized the European Union's external relations in general
and all candidate countries - including the 10 central and eastern European
countries and Cyprus waiting for admi ssion - were required to have established
i nstitutions guaranteeing denocracy, the rule of law, human rights and respect
for mnorities before becom ng nenbers of the Union. |In that way, and al so
through joint initiatives with the Council of Europe and the Organization

for Security and Cooperation in Europe (OSCE), the European Union was
strengthening civil society, including its denocratic forces and mnorities,
in Europe as a whol e.

5. As part of the canpai gn against racism the European Union had
decl ared 1997 the “European Year agai nst Racisni and was considering the
i nclusion of a non-discrinmnation clause in the newtreaty to be concl uded
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at the European Summit in Amsterdamin June. In non-governnental

organi zations (NGOs), it had inportant partners which acted as spokesnen for
the nost vul nerabl e groups and peoples, and were working with it to pronote
political pluralismin practical ways.

6. One of the hall marks of denbcracy was a free press guaranteeing freedom
of expression; for that reason the European Union was closely nonitoring the

i ndependence of the press in transition countries, particularly in the

former Yugosl avia, and providing those countries with the financial and
techni cal support they needed in that area.

7. Human rights always suffered as a result of conflict, and tensions had
to be prevented from degenerating. That was one of the objectives of the
Eur opean Uni on's Common Foreign and Security Policy, which aimed to create

a safer and nore stabl e environnent.

8. In conclusion, he wished to pay a tribute to the journalists, |abour
| eaders, judges, witers and ordinary citizens who had fallen victimto
vi ol ence and intol erance.

QUESTI ON OF THE REALI ZATION I N ALL COUNTRI ES OF THE ECONOM C, SOCI AL AND
CULTURAL RI GHTS CONTAI NED I'N THE UNI VERSAL DECLARATI ON OF HUMAN RI GHTS AND I N
THE | NTERNATI ONAL COVENANT ON ECONOM C, SOCI AL AND CULTURAL RI GHTS, AND STUDY
OF SPECI AL PROBLEMS WHI CH THE DEVELOPI NG COUNTRI ES FACE I N THEI R EFFORTS TO
ACHI EVE THESE HUMAN RI GHTS, | NCLUDI NG

(a) PROBLEMS RELATED TO THE RI GHT TO ENJOY AN ADEQUATE STANDARD OF
LI VING FOREI GN DEBT, ECONOM C ADJUSTMENT PCLI Cl ES AND THEI R
EFFECTS ON THE FULL ENJOYMENT OF HUMAN RI GHTS AND, | N PARTI CULAR
ON THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE DECLARATI ON ON THE RI GHT TO
DEVEL OPMENT;

(b) THE EFFECTS OF THE EXI STI NG UNJUST | NTERNATI ONAL ECONOM C ORDER ON
THE ECONOM ES OF THE DEVELOPI NG COUNTRI ES, AND THE OBSTACLE THAT
THI'S REPRESENTS FOR THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF HUVAN RI GHTS AND
FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS

(agenda item5) (continued) (E/ CN. 4/1997/17-20, 106, 110, 112, 115 and 120;
E/ CN. 4/ 1997/ NGO 9; E/CN. 4/ Sub. 2/ 1996/ 12 and Corr.1 and 13;
E/ CN. 4/ Sub. 2/ 1995/ 11; A/ C. 3/51/6)

QUESTI ON OF THE REALI ZATI ON OF THE RI GHT TO DEVELOPMENT (agenda item 6)
(continued) (E/CN. 4/1997/21 and 22; E/CN. 4/1997/ NGO 2 and 32)

9. Ms. BAUTI STA (Philippines), speaking in her capacity as

Chai r per son- Rapporteur of the open-ended working group on structura

adj ust rent programmes and econom ¢, social and cultural rights, presented the
wor ki ng group's report on its first session (E/CN. 4/1997/20). |In order to
facilitate the work of the working group, she had suggested that a working
paper on principles should be prepared by nenbers of the working group from
the Latin American region, that a working paper on policy guidelines for
action at the national |evel should be prepared by nenbers fromthe Asian
region and that a working paper on policy guidelines for action at the
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i nternational |evel should be prepared by nenbers fromthe African region

The working group had had before it a report of the Secretary-Genera
containing a prelimnary set of basic policy guidelines

(E/ CN. 4/ Sub. 2/ 1995/ 10); sone nenbers had felt that the report should be
updat ed while several others had noted that it remained a useful docunent.
Following fruitful meetings with representatives of the International Mnetary
Fund (1 MF)and the World Bank, in which nenbers of NGOs had al so partici pated,

t he working group had identified those principles which it felt had a |inkage
with structural adjustment progranmes as they inmpinged on economc, social and
cultural rights. That work was, however, still of a prelimnary nature and

t he working group had decided to | eave to a possible future session the task
of reviewing the material that had been prepared.

10. Ms. JANJUA (Pakistan) said that the Intergovernmental G oup of Experts
establ i shed by Conmi ssion resolution 1996/15 to el aborate a strategy for the
i mpl enentati on and pronotion of the right to devel opment had commenced its
work. The task of the G oup of Experts was not to redefine the right to
devel opnent, as the definition of that right was given in the Declaration

on the Right to Developnent. |Its mandate was to outline neasures for the

i mpl enentati on of the Declaration. Probably the nost difficult obstacle to
overconme in that regard today stemmed fromthe clear inbal ance between civi
and political rights, on the one hand, and economi c, social and cultura
rights on the other. The devel oped countries were |eaving the devel opi ng
countries to advocate the right to devel opment while continually rem nding
them of their national responsibilities. Eighty per cent of the existing
United Nations human rights machinery focused on civil and political rights
and ignored econom c, social and cultural rights. The proposed appoi nt ment
of a special rapporteur on econonic, social and cultural rights would be only
a small step towards rectifying the inbalance. It was high time for the
Organi zation to review the human rights machinery as a whole with the aim

of rationalizing it.

11. At the conceptual level, it nust never be forgotten that human rights
were indivisible and constituted a conposite and closely interrel ated whol e.
The right to developnent first and forenpst inplied the right to

sel f-determ nation of peoples still living under alien dom nation and
occupation. It should also not be forgotten that, with the end of the cold
war and the general trend of denocratization all over the world, the right to
devel opnent was now vitally inportant in the quest for a neaningful future.

12. The process of devel opnent undoubtedly required concerted action at both
the national and the international |evel. Shared responsibility, and not
merely cooperation, thus becanme a norm The devel opnent process had to be
treated as a joint undertaking by devel oped and devel opi ng countri es.

13. Unfortunately, the pace of devel opnent in devel oping countries had

sl owed because of the growi ng burden of external debts. The net transfer

of financial resources from devel oping to devel oped countries added to the
serious distortion in the allocation of world resources. The reform and
restructuring processes undertaken by devel oping countries in response to the
demands of international |ending agencies and donor CGovernnments often caused
social and political upheaval. The strict application of the | aws of a narket
econony al so adversely affected the poorer sections of the popul ation unable
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to gain access to the market. Perhaps the npst serious probleminpinging on
the right to devel opnent was the phenomenon of absolute poverty: it was on
the increase in devel oping countries, and the report of the Special Rapporteur
on human rights and extreme poverty (E/ CN. 4/ Sub.2/1996/13) painted an al arm ng
picture in that regard.

14. Denocracy, devel opnent and human rights were three pillars of the new
i nternational order and should be treated as nutually reinforcing el enents of
a continuum A selective approach would neither stem human rights disasters
nor address the systenmic inequities that caused violations of human rights.

15. M. BERGUNO (Chile), referring both to the question of the realization
of economic, social and cultural rights and to the question of the pronotion
of the right to devel opnment, said that the right to devel opnent was an

i nalienable right that should be enjoyed by everyone. Chile had nade a
perfectly clear commitnent in that regard, devoting nore than 62 per cent

of public spending to social measures.

16. The programres of action adopted at the World Conference on Human Ri ghts
and at the World Summt for Social Devel opnment essentially recognized that
devel opnent and social justice were indispensable for the realization and
preservation of international peace and security. Social devel opment, |ike
econonm ¢ devel opnent and respect for the environment, was an essentia
conmponent of all sustainable devel opnent, itself a crucial dinension of the

right to developnment. It was thus incunbent upon States to take urgent action
to establish the economic, political, social, cultural and |egal conditions
for social developnent. International cooperation and solidarity played a

rol e of paramount inportance in that regard and Chile, having | ong benefited
fromsuch solidarity, was today endeavouring to ensure that friendly countries
benefited fromthe know how, goods and services that served as incentives to
devel opnent.

17. In his delegation's view, the Commi ssion should endorse the progress
report of the Intergovernnental G oup of Experts on the Right to Devel opnment
on its first session (E/CN 4/1997/22) and extend the G oup's nandate to enabl e
it to propose concrete and practical measures for the inplenentation and
pronotion of the right to devel opment. The Hi gh Comn ssioner for Human Ri ghts
had al so done useful work in seeking to convince the international financia

i nstitutions and devel opnent agencies to incorporate a “human rights”
conmponent in their undertakings. Those efforts must be pursued.

18. M. LAWRENCE (Canada) recalled that the Declaration adopted by the Wrld
Conference on Human Ri ghts established that political and civil rights and
econonmic, social and cultural rights were indivisible and inalienable el enents
of fundanmental human rights. As a party to the two International Covenants on
Human Ri ghts since their entry into force in 1976, Canada had | ong consi dered
the principles contained in those instruments to be fully conpatible and
interrelated. The Conmittee on Econonmic, Social and Cultural Rights had
acconpl i shed much in recent years to define economc rights. It should now
focus its attention on further definition of social and cultural rights, as
that woul d assi st other Conmm ssion working groups and nmechani sns, and shoul d
al so encourage nore States to ratify the Covenant.
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19. On the question of the pronotion of the right to devel opnent, he noted
an increasing recognition that respect for fundamental human rights and
commtnment to denocratic processes and institutions were critical elements in
the devel opment process. For Canada, the essential |ink between human rights
and devel opnent was an inportant elenent of foreign policy. Canada was
convinced that pluralismand freedom of expression were prerequisites for the
participation of all individuals in a productive society. That conception of
soci ety furthernore neant working to ensure the equality of wonmen and nen, in
particular by elimnating all fornms of violence affecting wonmen and chil dren
Canada, for its part, was endeavouring through its assistance programes to
support the role of wonen in devel opnment. The unique contribution of

i ndi genous peopl es to devel opnment nust |ikew se be recogni zed.

20. In its progress report on its first session (E/ CN. 4/1997/22), the

I ntergovernnmental Group of Experts on the Right to Devel opnent suggested
soliciting proposals regarding concrete and practical neasures for the

i mpl enentati on and pronotion of the right to devel opnent from Governnents,
United Nations agencies, treaty bodi es and intergovernnental and

non- gover nment al organi zations. Hi s del egati on wel comed that approach and
encouraged the Chairman of the Group of Experts to continue inter-sessiona
consultations in that connection. The survey of concrete measures |isted
for possible inplenentation and pronoti on which the Group would I ater be
consi dering contai ned many useful ideas. The challenge would be to refine
that list, set priorities and devel op an action plan. That was a daunting
task, of course, at a tinme when the resources available to the Centre for
Human Ri ghts and the nechani sns of the Commission were even nore limted

t han before

21. The Intergovernmental G oup of Experts had tasked its Chairman to
conpile informati on on work undertaken in the United Nations system on

i ndi cators for devel opnent and human rights and on early-warni ng nechani sns
and nethods: that research would be beneficial to future endeavours as |ong
as it did not duplicate work in other quarters. As his delegation had already
enphasi zed, the key to inplenentation of the Declaration on the Right to

Devel opment was coordination between the Centre for Human Ri ghts and those
parts of the United Nations system engaged in devel opment work, as well as the
i nternational financial institutions.

22. The Hi gh Commi ssioner for Human Rights also had an inportant role to
play in ensuring the integration of human rights machinery in internationa
devel opnent activities. Contacts with international financial institutions
and devel opnent agenci es would be essential. The restructuring of the Centre
woul d furthernore enable its staff to provide policy advice on the right to
devel opnent.

23. M. BICUDO (Brazil) said that the end of the cold war had given new

i npetus worl dwi de to the cause of human rights, which had been ranked as the
hi ghest of international priorities at the Vienna Wrld Conference in 1993.
Unfortunately, nost nmen and wonmen were not being provided with the m ni num
econom ¢ conditions to enable themto enjoy those rights which had at |ong

| ast been recogni zed. The focus, however, still appeared to be only on civi
and political rights, and while they were certainly essential, they were
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unlikely to be realized until the indispensable material conditions were also
provi ded for the enjoynent of econom c, social and cultural rights.

24, In short, human rights and absol ute economic |iberalismwere

i nconmpati ble. The Vienna Decl arati on had however, gone beyond noting the

i nt erdependence of all human rights to reaffirmthe right to devel opment.

I ndeed, it was devel opment that should nmake it possible for everyone
ultimately to enjoy all fundanental human rights, beginning with econom ¢ and
soci al rights.

25. In Brazil, the 1988 Constitution enshrined the econom c and soci al
rights that were regarded as fundanental rights. However, unenploynent was
growi ng as the Brazilian econony nodernized and faced the chal |l enge of

gl obalization. As everywhere, fighting unenployment and social exclusion
meant renouncing the ultra-conservation of some econonic policies, and that
was t he reasoning behind Brazil's adoption of a national plan which called for
t he support of all national actors involved in decision-naking; the plan also
called for the cooperation of the international community and, ultimtely, for
the inmplementation of the right to devel opnent.

26. M. SIMKHADA (Nepal) said that for his country, which believed in the
universality, indivisibility and interdependence of civil and political rights
and economic, social and cultural rights, the right to devel opnment was a
fundamental human right. Another aspect of the right to devel opnent rel ated
to the reaffirned obligation of States, with the cooperation of the

i nternational comunity, to ensure devel opnent and elinmnate obstacles to it.

27. As one of the | east devel oped countries, Nepal suffered from nunmerous
geogr aphi cal and natural handi caps, as well as a severe |lack of resources; it
therefore attached great inportance to the devel opnental aspect of human
rights.

28. Nepal was a denocracy with a constitutional nobnarchy. It was a party to
several international human rights instrunents and the Government renmi ned
fully committed to the protection and pronotion of human rights. However,
poverty, econom ¢ underdevel opnent, illiteracy and |ack of the nost basic
soci al services constituted significant obstacles. At the same tine, |ike al
LDCs confronted with structural problens in their econom es, Nepal was unable
to benefit fully fromthe opportunities of globalization and |iberalization
and faced the risk of further nmarginalization. 1t had nade its position clear
that human rights should not be used selectively for political purposes and
made a conditionality for aid by donor countries.

29. The peopl e of Nepal had for several years also been faced with the added
difficulty of providing asylumto a |arge nunber of refugees from Bhutan

whose presence represented a trenendous burden in social, econom c and
environnental terms. The O fice of the United Nations H gh Commi ssioner for
Ref ugees (UNHCR) and NGOs were providing it with val uable assistance in that
field, but the Governnment would like to resolve the issue through dial ogue so
that the refugees could return to their country.

30. The Intergovernnmental G oup of Experts on the Right to Devel opment and
t he Speci al Rapporteur, as well as the Hi gh Conm ssioner for Human Rights,
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shoul d be encouraged to pursue a task that, despite its magnitude, could not
fail to bear fruit. It was furthernore essential to provide the Centre for
Human Rights with the resources required for its activities.

31. M. CHOWDHURY (Bangl adesh) said that, as recognized in the Vienna

Decl arati on and Programe of Action, econonic rights were just as inportant as
civil and political rights. Like many other countries, Bangl adesh, which
fully enjoyed civil and political rights, wanted to see those rights

conpl enmented by economic rights. Despite overall econonm c growh, however,
the situation had worsened over the past 10 years in 89 countries and

48 countries - described as | east devel oped countries (LDCs) - today had only
a 0.4 per cent share in world trade and attracted barely 2 per cent of gl oba
foreign direct investnent. G obalization, liberalization and expanded market
access were of no advantage to themas they had little to sell, and what aid
they received did not enable themto overcone the structural inpedinent to
their devel opment that was represented by debt servicing. Was it appropriate
to talk of human rights in the face of such distress?

32. Neverthel ess, there was a grow ng gl obal awareness of the plight of such
countries. For instance, the Singapore Mnisterial Conference of the Wrld
Trade Organi zation had deci ded that a high-level neeting on LDCs would be held
in Geneva soon, in cooperation with UNCTAD and the International Trade Centre,
to address issues such as donestic capacity-building and market access abroad
for those countries. He appealed to all concerned to ensure the success of
the neeting, which was likely to be attended by representatives of the

Bretton Wbods institutions.

33. Bangl adesh was a good exanple of the results that could be obtai ned when
domestic efforts were buttressed by external support. Wth market-friendly
policies and neasures to mtigate the sufferings of the poorest, Bangl adesh
had achi eved a nodi cum of macroeconom ¢ stability and was poi sed to make
substantial progress. One of the techniques it had used for poverty

al l evi ati on deserved particular nmention. During a summt on micro-credit in
Washi ngton, co-chaired by the Prine Mnister of Bangl adesh and

Ms. Hillary Cinton, a global canpaign had been |launched to reach 100 mllion

of the world' s poorest famlies, especially wonmen. Snall |oans were to be
advanced to the latter for self-enploynment and other financial and business
services. |In the past that concept had evoked such a favourabl e response,

particularly fromthe wonen, that it was transform ng Bangl adeshi society.

The experiment, involving the cooperation of the Government and NGOs, had been
termed a “revolution in innovative mcro-credit” and simlar projects were
bei ng continued in nore than 50 countries. Their success proved that handouts
took away initiative frompeople, and that humankind thrived on decent
chal | enges, not on plain palliatives.

34. He wi shed to reiterate his country's commtnent to denocracy; as
Prime M nister Sheikh Hasina had recently said, there was no foundation of
denocracy stronger than freedom and no greater guarantee for freedomthan
that of civilized law, and the rule of that |aw.

35. M. RODAS POZO (Ecuador) said that his country was determned to
continue to cooperate with the international conmunity to find solutions to
the problenms that arose in the field of human rights. The economc
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difficulties of devel oping countries were an obstacle to inproving people's
living conditions and limted the full exercise of the right to devel opnent,
whi ch was an essential right of the human person. Absolute poverty was a
flagrant violation of human rights and Governnents nust fight that problem
The realization of the right to devel opnent concerned Ecuador all the nore
because it would not be possible to consolidate denpbcracy as | ong as people's
basi ¢ needs were not satisfied.

36. Devel opi ng countries | acked resources and it was incunmbent on the

i ndustrialized countries to extend the assistance that was essential for them
to inprove the well-being of their peoples. The Intergovernmental G oup of
Experts had clearly shown that the right to devel opnment covered an extrenely
vast field and that its many social, economc, cultural and political aspects
had to be considered in a balanced way. Analysis of their national and

i nternational characteristics would contribute to an understanding of the true
di mension of the right to devel opnent. He therefore favoured continuation of
the activities of the Goup of Experts to enable it to carry out its mandate

37. M. SINGH (India) said that the post-cold war era afforded an
opportunity to realize the principles enshrined in the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights. While denocracy provided the best political framework for
the enjoyment of human rights, however, it nust be acconpanied by efforts to
ensure the social, cultural and economc rights of peoples, and hence

devel opnent. To pronote the right to devel opnent was to give neaning to the
quest for human dignity enshrined in the Universal Declaration

38. The consensus in Vienna on the right to devel opnent had not been
mai nt ai ned duri ng subsequent deliberations in United Nations forunms. The
right to devel opnent was a conplex issue, but it did not need to be a

controversial one. |If the issue had becone controversial, it was essential to
find out why, and his delegation would like to offer a few thoughts as a
contribution to pronoting an understanding of that right in all its

di mensi ons.

39. Firstly, his delegation interpreted the right to devel opnent as a
holistic concept ained at securing human dignity and social justice through

t he enjoynent and respect of all rights - political, civil, economc, socia
and cultural. Considerable progress had been achieved in pronoting politica
and civil rights, but econom c, social and cultural rights had been seriously
negl ected. Furthernore, the Declaration on the Right to Devel opment nade the
human person the central subject of devel opnment and therefore the beneficiary
of the right to developnent. |In addition to the individual dinmension
however, that right had a collective dinension and it entailed national as
wel | as international obligations. The next question was whether the right to
devel opnent coul d be inplenmented and how it did operate in practice. 1In
India, for exanple, there was a general consensus on integrated approaches to
human rights in the context of the non-justiciable economc, social and
cultural rights contained in the Constitution. The Suprene Court had rul ed
that the right to life included the right to live with human dignity and

i ncorporated satisfaction of the basic needs of each individual. Thus, even
if the people could not demand of the State that it provi de adequate housing
to every individual - it was not in a position to do so - the State did have

the duty to facilitate the enjoynment of the right to adequate housing through
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the promotion of socio-econom ¢ devel opnent as well as specific neasures in
the field of housing. Similarly, at the international |evel, the North nust
show sensitivity to the devel opnent needs of the South and recognize that it
had an obligation to assist the process of devel opnent and contribute to the
eradi cation of poverty fromthe world. |If that was controversial, the bl ane
must be placed not on the right to devel opnent but on an absence of comm t ment
toit in the international comunity.

40. Those el ements led himto the follow ng conclusions: denocracy and
devel opnent were both essential for the enjoynent of human rights and in
ensuring human dignity; poverty was not an excuse for the |lack of enjoynment of
basic rights but it mght be a reason for their absence fromthe |ives of
countless mllions, and the synptons of poverty should not be confused with
the deliberate violation of human rights; economc, social and cultural rights
shoul d be bal anced with political and civil rights, and nust take their
rightful place in the right to devel opnent; the right to devel opment was not
about charity or redistributing the wealth of devel oped nations, but about a
shared responsibility for creating an environnent conducive to the
conprehensive enjoynment of all human rights; the right to devel opnent was
central to a bal anced human rights programre; and the international comrunity
must bear in mind the warning of the United Nations Devel opment Programe
(UNDP) that if econom c disparities between nations continued to grow, the
situation would nove from being “unequitable” to “inhuman”.

41. Hi s del egati on was concerned about the work undertaken by the

I nt ergovernnmental Group of Experts on the Right to Devel opnent. On the
substance, it did not believe that there was need for the Group to exam ne
afresh the precise definition of the right to devel opnent or the nature of the
obligations it entailed, since the Declaration on the R ght to Devel opment was
remarkably clear in that regard. The approach adopted by the Goup |ent
itself to controversy. The partial listing of issues, which had not even been
di scussed by the Goup, was not only unfruitful but also nade the rest of the
report redundant. The Intergovernnmental G oup of Experts must conduct its
work with greater transparency, particularly as del egations could express
their di sagreenent on the content of the partial listing only in public
meetings. It detracted fromits mandate by speaking of the right to

devel opnent as a nmeans of preventing violence and conflict; a pronotiona
approach to the right to devel opnent would be preferable. The G oup should
reconsi der the position taken by sonme experts that the right to devel opnent
inmplied a series of conditionalities, since the right to devel opment was in
itself a human right. His delegation failed to understand what purpose woul d
be served by “early warning” nechani snms, even assunming that they were
feasible. Lastly, it mght be asked whether the Group really needed two
addi ti onal weeks in 1997, given the results of its first session

42. He wi shed to enphasi ze the inportance of the Declaration on the Right to
Devel opment, which in integrating civil and political rights with econom c,
soci al and cultural rights marked a return to the holistic spirit of the

Uni versal Declaration of Human Rights and constituted a |ink between the

Uni versal Decl aration and the Vienna Declaration and Programre of Action. He
advocated the inclusion of the right to developnment in the International Bil

of Rights.
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43. Ms. DUPUY (Uruguay), speaking on agenda item 5, recalled that Uruguay
was one of the countries that had requested the Conmi ssion to exam ne the
adverse effects of the illicit novenent and dunmpi ng of toxic and dangerous
products and wastes on the enjoynent of human rights. The idea of appointing
a special rapporteur on the question had stemmed fromthe desire to address
the issue on the basis of a nultidisciplinary and conprehensive approach, in
particular with a viewto identifying any gaps that mght need to be filled

t hrough national or international measures.

44, The Speci al Rapporteur had been mandated, inter alia, to receive and
exam ne conmuni cations on the illicit trafficking and dunpi ng of toxic and
dangerous products and wastes in devel oping countries, and to investigate and
verify the information provided, which should involve consultations with the
countries concerned. In that regard, her delegation felt that the production
of lists of countries and transnational corporations engaged in the illicit
dunpi ng of toxic and dangerous products and wastes would not be really usefu
unl ess that exercise was preceded and foll owed by contacts ained at finding
solutions to the problens. 1In order to avoid duplication, it was al so

i nportant for the Special Rapporteur to collaborate with United Nations organs
and agencies working in that same field.

45. Account shoul d al so be taken of the work carried out in 1996 by other

i nternational bodies concerned with the environment, including the

nodi fication of the legal instrunment already in force, the Basel Convention
and the preparation of a new international legally binding instrunent for the
application of the prior inforned consent procedure for certain hazardous
chem cals and pesticides in international trade, which was bei ng negoti ated

t hrough the United Nations Environment Progranme (UNEP) and the Food and
Agriculture O ganization of the United Nations (FAO on the basis of the
International Register of Potentially Toxic Chemicals (IRPTC).

46. M . OSEKU (Uganda) said that he wished first of all to stress the need
for the Intergovernnmental G oup of Experts to conply with the nandate given to
it by the Cormission in its resolution 1996/15. He was pleased that the
resolution in question had been adopted by consensus, thereby encouraging the
hope that the right to devel opnment would be duly incorporated into al

United Nations human rights programres. The right to devel opnent was an
essential right and civil and political rights could not be neaningfully
exercised in situations of extrene poverty. UNDP s Human Devel opnment Report
1994 pointed out that well over a billion people were living in circunstances
of poverty, hunger, unenploynent, illiteracy and chronic ill-health, and that
urgent and bol d neasures were needed for the realization of the right to
devel opnent .

47. Devel opi ng countries did, of course, bear the primary responsibility for
their devel opment. Many had therefore had to adopt structural adjustnment
nmeasures and policies to reorient their econom es. However, they still needed
a supportive international environment. Regrettably, the internationa
econom ¢ system underm ned their efforts. |In the case of Uganda, for exanple,
the external debt was a crushing burden. The nultilateral financia
institutions urgently needed to devise ways of solving the debt problem
Uganda wel comed the proposal of the British Chancellor of the Exchequer

envi saging the sale of a portion of IMF gold reserves with a view to using
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sonme of the proceeds to provide relief for nultilateral debt. It was also
encouraged by the neasures taken by the Bretton Wods institutions to reduce
the debt owed to them by poor indebted countries. That was at any rate a
first step towards a conprehensive solution to the debt problem

48. Concerning the practice of illicit novenent and dunping of toxic and
dangerous products and wastes in devel oping countries, the States parties to
the Basel Convention regrettably seemed hesitant to report incidents and
provide notification of the illicit movement of toxic wastes. According to
the Speci al Rapporteur, the ban on the export of hazardous products, including
those intended for recycling, which had now been inposed by the Base
Convention, would remain a dead letter if it were not acconpani ed by practica

measures for the detection of illicit practices. Uganda shared the view that
that coul d be achieved only by strengthening the capacities of the devel oping
countries. In general, it supported the work of the Special Rapporteur and

called on the Centre for Human Rights to provide her with adequate resources
to fulfil her nandate.

49. M. MOORE (Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations) said
that the World Food Sunmit had been convened by FAO in Ronme from 13 to

17 Novenber 1996. Political |eaders from 185 countries attending the Summ t
had adopted the Rone Declaration on Wrld Food Security and Plan of Action
commtting thenselves to achieving food security for all with an i mredi ate
view to reduci ng the nunber of undernourished people to half their current

| evel by no later than the year 2015. The Plan of Action took the form of
seven commitnents to ensure that all people had physical and econom c access
to sufficient and nutritious food. Those commitnents were indeed anbitious,
but they could not be otherw se given the vastness and gravity of the problem
of hunger. So great was the magnitude of the undertaking facing the world
that it could be confronted only by a concerted response from Governnents and
all the partners concerned - organi zations of the United Nations system
international financial institutions, bilateral and multil ateral agencies,
NGOs and actors in civil society.

50. FAO was working to build an appropriate framework to inplenment the
decisions of the Summt. FAO s Special Programme for Food Security woul d be
spear headi ng the fight against rural poverty in the 82 I owincome food deficit
countries; it was already under way in 15 countries and woul d soon be extended
to other countries in that group. The Sunmit was to be seen as a further

buil ding block in a series of nmeasures taken at previous world conferences and
sumrits. The work of FAO should be viewed as part of the nmultifaceted thrust
by the international conmunity towards food security.

51. The human rights nost fundanental to the fight for food security were
those set forth in article 11 of the International Covenant on Econom c

Social and Cultural Rights: the right to adequate food and the right of
everyone to be free fromhunger. The participants in the Summit had

recogni zed that further work needed to be done to clarify the content of the
right to adequate food and consi dered that particular attention should be
given to the inplenentation and full and progressive realization of that right
as a means of achieving food security for all.
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52. In addition, the participants in the Sutmit had invited the Comrmittee on
Econom ¢, Social and Cultural Rights to give particular attention to the Ronme
Pl an of Action and to continue to nonitor the inplenmentation of the measures
provided for in article 11 of the Covenant. They had invited the rel evant
United Nations bodi es and agencies to consider how they m ght contribute to
the further inplenentation of that right. Lastly, they had invited the

United Nations Hi gh Commi ssioner for Human Rights to define better the rights
related to food in article 11 of the Covenant. FAOs Committee on World Food
Security would be acting as a focal point for coordinated action to give
effect to the comm tnents made at the Summit and FAO itself woul d be supplying
the main support for concrete efforts to help farners and rural conmunities in
t he devel opi ng worl d achi eve food security. FAO pledged its technical support
to the Conmi ssion and to the Hi gh Commi ssioner for Human Rights in the
chal | engi ng task ahead.

53. M. AL-TIKRITI (Observer for Iraq) said that devel oping countries often
had to overcone considerable obstacles to the realization of econom c, socia
and cultural rights. In particular, they were nore and nore frequently
suffering fromconstraints inposed on themunilaterally on the basis of
political considerations. The Conmm ssion nust give particular attention to

t hat abusive practice since it had grave inplications for the exercise of the
nost basi ¢ human rights and for people's well-being.

54. I rag was experiencing a catastrophic situation, as attested by the
report of the Secretary-Ceneral of the United Nations to the General Assenbly
in 1995, and also by the Wrld Food Progranme. Sone 4,500 Iraqgi children were
dyi ng each nonth on account of the sanctions. The Wbrld Health Organization
had warned the international community that the Iraqgi health systemwas on the
poi nt of collapse. The enbargo inposed for nore than six years by the
Security Council as a result of political manoeuvres ambunted to a policy of
genoci de and constituted a crine against humanity. It was tine that the
hypocritical neasures and the unilateral and selective interpretations of the
rules of international |aw ceased. Double standards nust not continue to be
applied to satisfy selfish political interests.

55. In order to mtigate the sufferings of the Iraqi people, the Security
Council, in resolution 986 (1995), had authorized States to permt inmports of
Iragi oil inlimted quantities so that Iraq could purchase essentia

foodstuffs and nedical supplies; nore than three nonths after the entry into
force of the nmenmorandum of understandi ng on practical arrangenents for

i mpl enentati on of that resolution, those products had still not been made
available to Iraq. That unjustifiable delay stemred from i nadm ssible
political manoeuvres. His delegation requested the Conm ssion to do

everyt hing possible to ensure inplenentation of the Security Counci
resolution and the lifting of the sanctions; it suggested, furthernore, that
t he Comm ssion should undertake a study on the inplications of econom c
sanctions for devel oping countries, since they underm ned the realization of
econom c, social and cultural rights.

56. M. TYSZKO (Observer for Poland), after having enphasized the

i ndi visible nature of all human rights, said that on the occasion of the
tenth anniversary of the Linburg Principles on the Inplenentation of the

I nternational Covenant on Econonic, Social and Cultural Rights, a group of
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i ndependent experts had unani nously adopted a docunent entitled “The
Maastri cht guidelines on violations of econom c, social and cultural rights”.
That instrument could help the human rights bodies in their endeavours to
identify violations of econom c, social and cul tural rights.

57. Hi s del egation was in favour of making further inprovenments in
i nternational nonitoring of the realization of econom c, social and cultura
rights. |In particular, it endorsed the recomendati on of the Comrmittee on

Econom ¢, Social and Cultural Ri ghts concerning the appointnment of a specia
rapporteur on econonic, social and cultural rights, as there was regrettably
no speci al rapporteur dealing specifically with matters in that field.

Anot her possible step forward woul d be the adoption of an optional protocol to
t he Covenant providing for the consideration of comrunications.

58. Bef ore deci ding on the question of the optional protocol, however, the
Conmi ssi on shoul d di scuss whether the Commi ttee would have the capacity and
means to undertake that task. H s del egation believed that the Commttee
should for the tinme being inprove its methods of work and deal with the
backl og of reports to be exam ned. Although not opposed to considering the
draft optional protocol, he felt that it could not be applied unless the
Conmittee was in a position to acconplish its mandate effectively on a tinely
basis. Wth that object in mnd, the Committee nust be given organizationa
and financial support before it could be entrusted with additional tasks.

59. Concerning the report of the Secretary-Ceneral pursuant to Conm ssion
resol ution 1996/ 12 (E/ CN. 4/1997/17), his delegation would Iike the High

Commi ssioner for Human Rights to devel op contacts further with the Wrld Bank
and report regularly to the Conmi ssion on their practical outcone. As to the
report of the Secretary-Ceneral prepared in accordance with Comm ssion
resolution 1996/15 (E/CN. 4/1997/21), he would wel come better coordination of
the activities relating to the inplenmentation of the Declaration on the Ri ght
to Devel opnent and hoped that the H gh Conm ssioner would present to the
Commi ssi on a conprehensi ve concept of his policy for the pronotion and

i npl enmentation of the right to devel opnent.

60. M. MORJANE (Observer for Tunisia) said that since poverty was clearly a
source of many of the conflicts in the world today, social stability, civi
peace and denocracy necessitated harnoni ous and bal anced devel opment based on
respect for human dignity, equity and social justice. Real enjoynent both of
econom c, social and cultural rights and of civil and political rights in al
countries therefore required the effective realization of the right to

devel opnent.

61. The uni versal and inalienable character of that right had been

recogni zed by the General Assenbly of the United Nations in 1986 in the

Decl arati on on the Right to Devel opment and had been reaffirmed at the world
conferences held since then in Vienna, Cairo, Copenhagen, Beijing and Rome.
The consensus on the right to devel opnent reflected a new awareness whi ch was
salutary but had unfortunately not led to concrete results in practice. The
mul tiple obstacles to the realization of the right to devel opnent were
increasing in conplexity. Many countries were now in an even nore difficult
situation econom cally than 10 years previously; nmillions of people were
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suffering from hunger and poverty, and indebtedness and debt servicing placed
a heavy burden on the economi es of the devel oping countries and hanpered their
econom ¢ and soci al progress.

62. The realization of the right to devel opnent was a uni versal goal that

i mplied individual and collective responsibilities for all States, both
nationally and internationally. For its part, Tunisia had adopted a strategy
based on a nul tidi nensional concept of devel opnment and the progressive
realization of refornms adapted to the changes in Tunisian society, permtting
a snooth transition to denocracy and a multiparty system Significant
progress had been nmade in the areas of quality of life and well-being. Per
capita incone, for exanple, had increased five-fold since 1960 and there was
considerably | ess poverty. |Inequalities had been reduced through a nationa
solidarity schenme involving the creation, at the initiative of

President Ben Ali of a national solidarity fund supported by citizens'
voluntary contributions to finance econom ¢ and social programres and
infrastructure projects in disadvantaged areas of the country.

63. The realization of the right to devel opnment was, of course, the primary
responsibility of States, but many were no longer able to cope with their
difficulties today in the absence of efficient and effective internationa
cooperation. A partnership for devel opnment needed to be established, in which
devel oped and devel opi ng countries would work to institute realistic nationa
policies and build an international climte conducive to sustainable

devel opnent. The Comnri ssion had to play a major role in that regard if it was
to secure effective protection of the rights of all peoples and individuals.
In that spirit Tunisia reaffirmed its support for the initiatives of the High
Commi ssioner for Human Rights to pronote the right to devel opnent, in
particul ar by organi zing a sem nar on the question in Tunis in 1997. Lastly,
hi s del egati on supported the efforts made by the Committee on Econom c, Socia
and Cultural Rights to draft an optional protocol to the Internationa

Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, an instrunent that would
confirmthe will of the international conmunity to give the same attention to
all categories of rights.

64. M. HAFYANA (Observer for the Libyan Arab Janahiriya) endorsed the
comments nade on the agenda itens under consideration by the representatives
of the Mvenent of Non-aligned Countries and the League of Arab States, and
supported the action taken by NGOs to mitigate the adverse effects of
structural adjustnment programmes on devel oping countries. Those countries
were being subjected to unjust rules concerning |oans and financial assistance
by the devel oped countries and transnational corporations. The truth was that
al t hough the inportance of econonic, social and cultural rights had been
recogni zed in many General Assenbly resolutions, those rights did not
constitute a priority for the Security Council, whose nenbers were not
concerned about the problens of the devel opi ng worl d.

65. It should, however, be borne in mnd that, inits

resol ution 1803 (XVII), the Ceneral Assenbly had affirmed the right of

peopl es and nations to permanent sovereignty over their natural wealth and
resources, a right confirnmed in the Charter of Economi c Rights and Duties

of States, which stipulated that each State had the right to regul ate and
supervise the activities of transnational corporations and to ensure that they
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were in conformty with its national objectives. The new internationa
econom ¢ order should be based on respect for each country's sovereignty over
its natural resources and its econonmic activities, and no devel opi ng country
shoul d therefore be subjected to any formof political or econom c coercion
Neverthel ess, that was precisely the effect of the structural adjustnment
policies and progranmes inposed by the | M on devel oping countries, which had
no other option than to conply with the dictates of the devel oped countries if
they wanted to obtain | oans. The transnational corporations, for their part,
were |linked to the sources of funding, and thus had an entirely subjective
conception of devel opment and took no account of the real situation of the
devel oping countries. In the existing international economc order it was the
countries that held the power, the devel oped countries, that governed the
weaker, devel oping countries.

66. The tinme had conme to redress the bal ance of power. The Arab nations,
whi ch occupi ed a vast geographical region, had the right to exercise their
sovereignty over their econonm c and human resources and to pursue

soci o- econom ¢ devel opnent in keeping with their culture and history. The
econom c summits for the Mddle East and North Africa threatened the Arab
nations with the loss not only of their resources and wealth, but also of
their identity. The right to devel opnent held a place of primary inportance
anong the rights set forth in the International Covenants on Human Ri ghts.
The Arabs nust be able freely to exercise those rights, including the right to
live in a particular geographical area and to give it a character which
corresponded to their history and identity and not to the nmodel that the
western countries wanted to i npose on them

67. M. NAZARI AN (Qbserver for Arnenia) drew the Conmi ssion's attention to
the internal situations and factors that represented obstacles to economc
devel opnent and therefore to the realization of econom c, social and cultura
rights in some countries and nore especially in devel oping countries, which
faced particular problems in their efforts towards that end. Those situations
and factors included the effects of the many acts of sabotage committed since
1991 by Azerbaijan against the gas pipeline running from Turknmeni stan to
Arnmenia via Georgia, against the railway linking Armenia to Georgia and

agai nst the bridge over the river Khram in Georgia. The blockades inposed on
Arnmeni a by nei ghbouring countries not only jeopardi zed the right to

devel opnent of Armeni ans but constituted a violation of internationa

humani tarian | aw, since they prevented humanitarian assi stance from reaching
particul arly vul nerabl e groups, such as earthquake victins, refugees and

di spl aced persons. Many Arnenians today were |leaving their country in search
of better conditions of |life and enploynment. |In order to contain that

outflow, Arnenia needed to have the neans to consolidate its economnm c and
social stability and to offer its citizens the possibility of full enjoynent
of their economc, social and cultural rights.

68. The effects of the existing unjust international economc order on the
econom es of countries that needed humanitarian assi stance, and the obstacles
to its transportation and delivery, were not helping to pronote the
realization of human rights and fundanental freedons. As stipulated in
article 32 of the Charter of Econonmic Rights and Duties of States, “no State
may use or encourage the use of econonmic, political or any other type of
measures to coerce another State in order to obtain fromit the subordination
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of the exercise of its sovereign rights”. The international conmunity could
not all ow some countries to prevent the delivery of humanitarian assistance to
a country, in violation of the applicable international rules, for the purpose
of exerting econom c, political and social pressure on it either directly or
indirectly.

69. In conclusion, his del egation appealed to the Comr ssion on Human Ri ghts
to adopt a resolution condeming any attenpt to hinder or interrupt the
economi c activity of a country through the inposition of bl ockades.

70. M_. NDI AYE (Observer for Senegal) said that the right to devel opment was
not the artificial product of a claimof poor countries on rich nations. It
was a fundanental humen right and the tinme was ripe, nore than 10 years after
the adoption of the Declaration on the Right to Devel opment, to secure its
realization. The first Wirking G oup on the Right to Devel opnent set up by
the Comm ssion had nmade an in-depth analysis of the scope and content of that
right, as well as of its holders and beneficiaries, and its object, basis,

| egal nature and ainms. It had laid particular enphasis on taking into
consideration the aimof the devel opnent of the individual, which was to
ensure his survival through progress, i.e. the gromh of his human potentia
and assets. It should not be forgotten that the human person was the centra
subj ect of devel opnent and that any increase in production nmust serve to

i mprove his well-being. Popular participation was thus vital to devel opnent
if that process was not sinply to becone the undertaking of an elite for the
benefit of an elite. The idea of popular participation furthernore occupied a
maj or place in the international human rights instrunents. Its role in
education and in cultural and political Iife was recognized in the two

I nternational Covenants.

71. Senegal was convinced that participation by the people in the conception
and i npl enentation of devel opnent strategies was the key to pronoting the
right to devel opnent at national level. |In other words, the Declaration on

the Right to Devel opnent nust be inplenmented in conplete harnmony with all the
i nternational human rights instruments. That nmeant that the various
categories of rights could no | onger be considered as distinct entities; they
constituted an indivisible whole reflecting the fundanental unity of the human
person. It would be useful in that regard for the Intergovernmental G oup of
Experts on the Right to Devel opment to seek guidance fromthe studies carried
out in recent years by UNESCO, the International Labour Organization and the
United Nations University on the |inkages between human rights and hunman
needs, which had concluded that the needs to be converted into rights could be
grouped under four main headings: safety, well-being, identity and freedom
Fol | owi ng that approach, the G oup of Experts could define precise indicators
of inplementation, identify national and international obstacles and thereby
give the right to devel opment an original and revolutionary character, that of
a synthetic, dynam c and evolving right.

72. Hi s del egation wished to reiterate its proposal for the creation of an
i nternational body to nonitor inplenmentation of the right to devel opnent,

whi ch woul d be conposed of the Hi gh Commi ssioner for Human Ri ghts,
representatives of the specialized agencies and the chairpersons of all the
treaty bodies, and would be entrusted with the task of studying and
recommending to States and the international community ways of overcoming the
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obstacles to full realization of the right to developnent. It was essentia
for all nmenbers of the international community to participate in efforts to
build, in conformty with article 28 of the Universal Declaration of Human

Ri ghts, “a social and international order in which the rights and freedons set
forth in this Declaration can be fully realized”

73. M. MAJDI (Observer for Mrocco) wel coned the greater interest shown by
the United Nations in the right to devel opnent, an interest that had been

gi ven concrete formby the establishnent in the Centre for Human Rights of a
new servi ce charged with the pronotion and protection of the right to

devel opnent; however, he regretted that not all the resolutions and

decl arations adopted on the question were being translated into concrete
measures to ensure that all peoples and individuals could finally enjoy the
right to developnent. It had to be said that, 11 years after the adoption of
the Declaration on the Right to Devel opnent, the econom c situation of many
countries had not changed and had in sone cases even worsened during the
1980s. While the gap between rich and poor countries was grow ng daily,

of ficial devel opnent assistance, which should constitute one of the major

el enents of solidarity anong States, fell well short of the internationa
target, with donor countries allocating only 0.35 per cent of their GDP
instead of the 0.7 per cent originally anticipated, to such assistance. The
shortfall in official devel opnent assistance and the inadequate distribution
of other capital flows, including foreign direct investnent, were conpounded
by the external debt burden, which nmeant that sone devel opi ng countries were
becom ng net capital exporters, a factor that further aggravated their
situation. As indicated in the Human Devel opnent Report 1996, if present
trends continued, the econonic disparities between devel oped and devel opi ng
countries would not only be inequitable but would become i nhuman

74. The realization of the right to devel opnent was, of course, the primary
responsibility of States, but their efforts towards that end could not bear
fruit without a favourable gl obal environment and strong support fromthe

i nternational comunity. The inplenmentation of the right to devel opment
required a long-term strategy based on the mutual respect of nations, greater
equality of opportunities for the individual and international economc
comercial and financial structures that were nore denocratic, just and
equitable. It also required concerted action and di al ogue to ensure the
coherence of international econom c and financial policies as well as reform
of world nmarkets to enhance the prospects of all nations, whatever their |eve
of devel opnent.

75. M. TEITELBAUM (Anerican Association of Jurists) said that the very
limted time allocated by the officers of the Conm ssion to the consideration
of agenda itenms 5 and 6 showed clearly how the United Nations itself was

hel ping to perpetuate obstacles to the enjoynent of economc, social and
cultural rights and the realization of the right to development. In that
regard, his organi zation also deplored the progressive exclusion of NGO in
recent years. For exanple, one docunent (E/ CN. 4/1997/W5 17/2) in which it had
criticized current devel opnent policies and proposed other solutions for

devel opnent centred on the human person was conpletely ignored in the
Secretary-Ceneral's report (E/ CN. 4/1997/17) and was cited only in the annex to
the report of the working group on structural adjustnment programes and
economi c, social and cultural rights (E/ CN. 4/1997/20).
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76. As it had explained to the working group, his organization believed not
only that debts were not always legitinate and therefore should in |arge part
not have to be paid off, but also that there would be nothing unusual in a
decision not to reinburse a debt: nost countries had not paid off their
debts, and everyone knew that those debts would never be reinbursed and that
they served nerely as an excuse for the continued extortion of noney from poor
countries.

77. It had energed fromthe dial ogue between the working group and
representatives of the Bretton Wods institutions that neither the I M- nor the
Worl d Bank was concerned about human rights in general or economc, social and
cultural rights in particular, despite what they would have the world believe
In the World Bank's programmes to support legal refornms in a variety of
countries, enphasis was placed on changes to pronpte privatization and a free
mar ket but not the slightest reference was made to human rights, the reason
bei ng, according to the Wrld Bank itself, that article 4 of its Statutes
prohibited it fromintervening in political questions. Wrld Bank action on
behal f of human rights was therefore non-existent, contrary to what was stated
in section Il, paragraph 4, of document E/CN. 4/1997/17. |In that regard, his
organi zation fully endorsed the conments of the Vice-Chairman of the

I ntergovernnmental Group of Experts on the Right to Devel opnent concerning the
proposed cooperation between the H gh Conmm ssioner for Human Ri ghts and the
Worl d Bank, as contained in annex Il to the Goup's report (E/ CN. 4/1997/22).
Proof that the Bretton Wuods institutions had absolutely no intention of
taking steps to renove obstacles to the right to devel opnent was to be found
inthe initiative for the nost indebted poor countries |launched by the I M and
the World Bank in October 1996, which was nerely a snmokescreen to di sguise the
fact that they were continuing to extort noney from poor indebted countries.

It was tinme for the Comm ssion on Human Rights to give serious thought to ways
of providing denocratically organized civil society w th decision-making
powers to resolve the problens of indebtedness, structural adjustnent policies
and devel opnent, focusing on the devel opnment of the human person and not the
enrichment of a small nunber of individuals.

The neeting rose at 1.05 p. m




