
UNITED ЫАТ10Щ'-'*:>^ 

ECONOM 
AND 
SOCIAL COUNC 

7 > 

• <s> 
Щ 

/ ( O , 

D i s t r . 
GE№¡RAL 

E/Cïr.4/1254 
16 I-îarch 1977 

:жызн 
Originals S P M I S I I 

COMISSION ON НШШ1 RIGHTS 

T h i r t y - t h i r d session 
Agenda item 19 

REPORT OP THE S U B - C O I I H S S I O N O N P R E ^ T J J I Î T I O N OP DISCRBffNATIOII 
AND PROTECTION O P ÎGNORITISS O F I T S TWENTY-NINTH SESSION 

Note verbale dated 15 JMarch 1977 irom the Permanent Representative of Argent ina 
to the United Nations O f f i c e at, Geneva, addressed 

to the D i r e c t o r of the D i v i s i o n of Ншап R i g h t s 

The Permanent M i s s i o n of the Argentine Republic to the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Organizations 
at Geneva presents i t s compliments to the D i r e c t o r of the D i v i s i o n of Hunian Rights and 
encloses a copy of the statement of the observer f o r Argent ina , 
Ambassador G a b r i e l l í a r t í n e z , i n connexion with itera 19 of the agenda f o r the 
t h i r t y - t h i r d sess ion of the Commission on Нтягаап R i g h t s . 

I t i s requested that , as was agreed at the 1427th meeting, t h i s statement be 
c i r c u l a t e d as ал o f f i c i a l document of the Commission. 

Statement by the Government of Argentina i n connexion w i t h r e s o l u t i o n 2 С (SCEQ of the 
Sub-Commission 

1 . Treatment of the ques t ion . 

The Government of Argent ina wishes to r e f e r to r e s o l u t i o n 2 C, contained i n 
document E/CN .4/12I8 and r e l a t i n g to item 12 of the agenda of the Commission on 
Human Rights f o r i t s t h i r t y - t l i i r d sess ion , a r e s o l u t i o n which i t has f o r m a l l y re jected 
and coniinues to r e j e c t i n t o t o . 
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I t deems i t p a r t i c u l a r l y important to inform the Commission of. the procedure, 
followed by the Sub-Commission on Prevention of D i s c r i E i i n a t i o n and P r o t e c t i o n of M n o r i t i e s 
i n d e a l i n g w i t h and i n v o t i n g on t l i i s r e s o l u t i o n . Reference must a l s o be made to ..the- • 
substance of the r e s o l u t i o n which, q u i t e apart from being based on inaccurate e.ssertions, 
f a l l s o utside the competence of the Sub-Commission. 

In vievj of the d e c i s i o n of the WorldLng Group of the Sub-Commission not to r e f e r 
cases o r documentation r e l a t i n g to Argentina to the Sub-Commission f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n under 
the heading of v i o l a t i o n s of hi.man r i g h t s , the experts from I t a l y and Prance began to 
c i r c u l a t e a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n v.'hich, they i n d i c a t e d , was not designed to c r i t i c i z e o r l e v e l 
any charges against the Government of Argentina but to a s s i s t i t i n a matter which they 
recognized as being w i t h i n the competence of the O f f i c e of the High Commissioner f o r 
Refugees. 

The observer f o r Argentina, spealcing on be l i a l f of h i s Government, at the time when 
the then d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was mider c o n s i d e r a t i o n , c l e a r l y stated h i s disagreement w i t h 
the procedure employed by the expert Sub-Commission and. denied its.-competence to deal w i t h 
the matter of substance. In s t a t i n g that the Government of Argentina expressed i t s 
disagreement, I should p o i n t out to t h i s Commission that i t was able to do so only i n the 
l a s t f i v e minutes of the d i s c u s s i o n <md immediately p r i o r to the vote. 

The p o s s i b i l i t y of the observer f o r Argentina adequately p r e s e n t i n g h i s views on the 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was d e c i s i v e l y r e s t r i c t e d by the a t t i t u d e of the then Chairman of the 
Sub-Commission (the expert from A u s t r i a ) , who r e q i i i r e d s t r i c t adherence to a period f 
three minutes, subsequently extended by two "grace" minutes, f o r the Government of 
Argentina to make known i t s views on a document wliich concerned i t d i r e c t l y . 

Such an a t t i t u d e , i n a sub-commission of experts, tox-iards the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of a 
Government of a Member of the United Nations was i n patent c o n t r a s t to the freedom w i t h 
which the sponsors were able to express themselves i n respect of that country and, xihat i s 
even more r e g r e t t a b l e , to the l a t i t u d e given to a non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n which 
devoted i t s e n t i r e i n t e r v e n t i o n to la u j i c h i n g an a l t o g e t h e r p o l i t i c a l l y motivated a t t a c k 
on the country. This was co n t r a r y to both the s p i r i t and the l e t t e r of 
r e s o l u t i o n 1296 (XLIV) of the Economic and S o c i a l C o i m c i l , p a r t i c u l a r l y i t s paragi-aphs 2 
and 56 ( b ) , an aspect to which fu.rther reference w i l l be made l a t e r . In the i-elevant 
Sub-Commission record (E/CJT./;-/Sub.2/SR.767/Add.l, page 3 , loaragraph 51) the observer f o r 
Argent i n a i s reported as saying that he " g r e a t l y r e g r e t t e d being allowed so l i t t l e time 
to make h i s statement", 

2. The scope of the r e s o l u t i o n . 

As f o r the a c t u a l content of the r e s o l u t i o n , i t i s perhaps worth while g i v i n g a 
b r i e f summaiy of the a n a l y s i s laade of i t b j the observer f o r Argentina - who as has 
already been mentioned - vjas unable to present i t o r a l l y but xvas constrained to communicate 
i t i n w r i t i n g , a f t e r the vote had taken p l a c e . 

The f i r s t preambular pa,ragraph expresses the concern of the Sub-Commission a t 
"r e p o r t s " from which i t would appear that hujïiaa r i g h t s are i n jeopardy i n Argentina. 
In connexion w i t h t h i s statement, the Government of Argentina and, I b e l i e v e , the 
members of t h i s Commission are not aware of the existence of any such report o r r e p o r t s 
which are i n keeping w i t h the procedure e s t a b l i s h e d i n r e s o l u t i o n I 5 0 3 ( X L V I I l ) and the 
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other p e r t i n e n t r e s o l u t i o n s of the.Economic and S o c i a l Council and/or Commission on 
Human R i g h t s . I have already mentioned that the ¥orld.ng Group did not t M n k i t necessary 
.to transmit to the Suh-Commis'sioh'the', communications i t had received concerning my 
cpuntry. From the statements' made' Ъу some of the members i n the Sub-Commission,:it 
..would seem that theyhavç been d e a l i n g w i t h i n f o r a a t i o n - much of i t of newspaper o r i g i n -
wixLchis f a r from b e i n g r e l i a b l y a t t e s t e d and which cannot p o s s i b l y be accorded the 
t i t l e of " r e p o r t " as the térm'ie used i n United Nations c i r c l e s . Consequently, the 
ba s i s f o r the r e s o l u t i o n , wliich has caused the Sub-Commission to be so "deeply concerned", 
as the f i r s t prearabular paragraph has i t , i s h i g h l y dubious and questionable. 

The second preambular paragraph introduces a concept wlxLch, i n view of i t s p o t e n t i a l 
p o l i t i c a l or l e g a l i m p l i c a t i o n s , s e r i o u s l y alarms the Government of Argentina. The use 
of the words " f u g i t i v e s from other co u n t r i e s i n the regio n " i s , i n f a c t , q u i t e 
incomprehensible. " F u g i t i v e s " from what and from whom? Does t h i s paragraph mean to 
i n c l u d e f u g i t i v e s from o r d i n a r y j u s t i c e , whose s i t u a t i o n ajid l e g a l circumstances i n f o r e i g n 
t e r r i t o r y are c l e a r l y regulated by n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l law? 

This confused and dangeroiis concept of " f u g i t i v e s " i s of no p o s s i b l e a.pplication 
to the problem to which the r e s o l u t i o n claims to r e f e r and could, i n f a c t , lead to such 
broad interprétations as to endanger the b a s i c standards of i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-e:ristence. 

The second paragraph a l s o uses the terminology of a r t i c l e 3 of the U n i v e r s a l 
D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Ri g h t s , to vihich the t l i i r d preambular paragraph of the r e s o l u t i o n 
e x p r e s s l y r e f e r s . I n connexion w i t h the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human R i g h t s , i t i s 
appropriate to r e a f f i r m that t h i s i s a i.mique document to which the Government of Argentina 
has acceded unambiguously and wliich i t respects i n i t s e n t i r e t y . Consequently, the 
Government has d i s t i n c t doubts as to the importance and s i g n i f i c a n c e of a p a , r t i a l 
q uotation from a docui^ent which i s ba.sic to i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-existence i n the modern 
world. The r i g h t s "to l i f e , l i b e r t y and s e c u r i t y of person" are guaranteed i n Argentina, 
not only by the coimtry's r e l a t i v e l y recent accession to the sai d D e c l a r a t i o n but a l s o 
because they are enshrined i n the very t e x t of i t s C o n s t i t u t i o n , adopted i n 1055 and s t i l l 
i n f o r c e . 

Argentina agrees f u l l y with-the r e a f f i r m a t i o n i n thJ.s forum of "the l e a d i n g r o l e 
t r a d i t i o n a l l y played by L a t i n American countries i n the development of the n o t i o n 
and p r a c t i c e of the r i g h t of a s y l u i i i " . I n the L a t i n American context, the Argentine 
Republic has been and. i s one of the greatest proponents and defenders of the i n s t i t u t i o n 
of asylum. I t has t r a d i t i o n a l l y granted asyluiii to an enormous number of L a t i n Americans 
confronted w i t h s i t u a t i o n s of p o l i t i c a l c o n f l i c t i n t h e i r c o u n t r i e s of o r i g i n . I t i s a l s o 
worth r e c a l l i n g t h a t , d u r ing and a f t e r the Second World War, i t genero^isly applied the 
i n s t i t u t i o n to a multitude of Europeans from countries whose laws have never recognized 
t h i s r i g h t . 

Nevertheless j the s i g n i f i c a n c e of the s a i d preambular paragraph i n the context of the 
r e s o l u t i o n i s unclear, p a r t i c u l a r l y because there i s no corresponding operative paragraph -
unless perhaps i t was the i n t e n t i o n of the sponsors, through t h i s r e s o l u t i o n , to 
xxniversalize t h i s great L a t i n /imerican i n s t i t u t i o n . I f such were the i n t e n t , Argentina, 
could not but welcome i t , but, a.G i s mentioned above, i t i s strange that there i s . no c a l l -
i n the operative part of the r e s o l u t i o n f o r the general and u n i v e r s a l a p p l i c a t i o n of the 
r i g h t of asylum. 
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The f i r s t operative paragraph of the r e s o l u t i o n r e f e r s to the a p p l i c a t i o n of human 
r i g h t s to persons who are "now deprived of t h o i r human r i g h t s " . The vagueness of t h i s 
statement i s h i g h l y aJarraing. As i s w e l l known, the Government of Argentina and the 
Argentine people are passing tlxfou.gh a c r i s i s , a c r i s i s provoked by the f a n a t i c a l and 
cunning a c t i v i t i e s of t e r r o r i s t o r g a n i z a t i o n s dedicated to the d e s t r u c t i o n of the n a t i o n a l 
i n s t i t u t i o n s and the n a t i o n a l being. V i o l e n c e , o f t e n unleashed w i t h e x t e r n a l support, should 
not be a phenomenon new to the members of t l i i s Commission. Consequently, the Government of 
Argentina wonders whether the f i r s t o perative paragraph r e f e r s to the v i o l a t i o n and 
d e p r i v a t i o n of a l l the u n i v e r s a l Ьшлап r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms caused by the 
t e r r o r i s m to which I have r e f e r r e d , or whether i t i s intended to express - without any 
r e l i a b l e i n f o r m a t i o n - a value judgement concerning the r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of the State to i t s 
people. 

Although there i s no coimtry wliich i s immune from v i o l a t i o n s of husian r i g h t s , no 
doubt can be accepted - i n the absence of concrete and r e l i a b l y a t t e s t e d cases - as to the 
behaviour of a Government which has declared and continues to declare i t s f u l l respect 
f o r human r i g h t s and which i s a p p l y i n g the f u l l resources of the law to r e - e s t a b l i s h order. 
Consequently, the Government of Argentina reserves the r i g h t - erjoyed by every State 
Member of the United Nations - to r e p l y to s p e c i f i c cases when these are presented, i n 
due form and i n accordance w i t h the e x i s t i n g procediire, as has been repeatedly stated 
i n t h i s Commission during the present s e s s i o n by most of i t s members. 

The second operative paragraph r e f e r s to the appesJ to Governments made by the 
United Nations ïligh Coramissionor f o r Refugees to o f f e r resettlement f a c i l i t i e s to persons 
who now have refuge i n Argentina. P r i o r to t h i s appeal by the High Commissioner, the 
Government of Argentina had raade a c l e a r c a l l f o r b i l a t e r a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l a s s i s t a n c e 
i n the matter. The r e s u l t s of i t s approaches and of the High Commissioner's appeal have 
not been too s a t i s f a c t o r y . Since 19735 more t h a x i 500,000 L a t i n Americans have entered. 
my country. Of these, according to M s о\гп statements, the High Commissioner, i s 
concerned, w i t h the resettlement i n t h i r d , c o untries of 16 ,000 refugees. To date, the 
c o u n t r i e s that have o f f e r e d f a c i l i t i e s and the number of persons who are prepared to accept 
them are q u i t e s m a l l . As we have repeatedly pointed out i n various forums, i t i s r a t h e r 
strange and c o n t r a d i c t o r y tha,t the concern expressed by the sponsors of the r e s o l u t i o n 
has not been r e f l e c t e d i n more generous o f f e r s from t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e Governments and t h a t , 
i n some cases, t h i s concern seems to have generated no response whatsoever. 

The Government of "Argentina a l s o wonders, i n connexion w i t h operative paragraphs 2 
and 5 of the r e s o l u t i o n , whether i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the s p e c i f i c a c t i v i t i e s of other organs 
of the United Nations system .may not s e r i o u s l y d i s t u r b work which i s ba,sed on co-operation 
between the Member States and the Organization, p a r t i c u l a r l y when the Government i n question 
ensures and extends the necessarj'- c o l l a b o i - a t i o n to the competent o r g a n i z a t i o n s of the 
system. The t h i r d paragraph likei.'ise seems to go beyond the powers of the Sub-Commission. 
Under the e s t a b l i s h e d r u l e s , the report of the United Nations High Commissioner f o r Refugees 
i s transmitted by the Economic and S o c i a l C o i m c i l to the General Assembly. 

With regard to the competence of the Sub-Commission to approve d e c i s i o n s of t h i s Icind, 
when d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n 2 С was submitted the observer f o r Argentina c l e a r l y i n d i c a t e d 
that the procedure followed was not that l a i d down i n r e s o l u t i o n I 5 O 3 ( X L V I I l ) and other 
p e r t i n e n t r e s o l u t i o n s of the Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l and the Commission on Human R i g h t s . 
I n support of the p o s i t i o n of the Government of Argentina, i t i s s u f f i c i e n t to quote the 
views of the Chairman of the Sub-Commission, Mr. I f e r t i n e z Cobo of Ecuador, who, at the 
753rd meeting, on 19 August I976, stated t h a t : '"The Commission i n paragraph 2 of i t s 
r e s o l u t i o n 3 ( X X I I I ) , had c l e a r l y requ.ested the Siib-Commission to prepare a r e p o r t 
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c o n t a i n i n g informat ion on v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s and fundamental freedom from a l l 
a v a i l a b l e sources . U n t i l the previous yea,r,, the Sub-Commission had been-content to 
submit i t s report o n ' f a c t s whiçh i t considered .grave". Since then, i t had thought tliat i t 
could a l s o submit r e s o l u t i o n s , a d e c i s i o n wi th wliich, a s . M r . Martinez Cobo expressly 
s ta ted , he did not agree. 

Some members of the Suû-Co)?imission had thought i t advisable to def ine s t i l l f u r t h e r 
the competence of the Sub-Commission, i n r e l a t i o n to the-type of dec is ions that the 
Sub-Commission was empowered to adopt i n connexion \ilth the item Question of the v i o l a t i o n 
of human r i g h t s ( r e s o l u t i o n G ( ] C Í I I l ) ) . Th\is Mr. Smimov of the Soviet Union had s ta ted 
that Economic and S o c i a l Counci l r e s o l u t i o n 1235 ( X L I l ) , taken i n conjunction wi th 
r e s o l u t i o n 728 F (XXVIIl) and r e s o l u t i o n I503 ( X L V I I l ) , c l e a r l y l a i d down the procedures 
to be fol lowed i n c o n s i d e r i n g comnunicaptions r e l a t i n g to v i o l a t i o n s of human r ights , and 
fundamental freedoms. A very p r e c i s e framework had- thus been e s t a b l i s h e d . f o r the 
Sub-Commission's work. The main task of the Sub-Commission was to examine communications 
r e v e a l i n g f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n s of hiraan r i g h t s i n cases i n which a p o l i c y of 
d i s c r i m i n a t i o n was p r a c t i s e d '(E/CII.4/Sub.2/SR.753, page 4) • 

•Various other members of the Sub-Commission a l s o expressed the view that ; 
"Wigh regard . . . to the quest ion of v i o l a t i o n of huBian r i g h t s anywhere i n the world , 
and p a r t i c u l a r l y i n c o l o n i a l t e r i - i t o r i e s , . . . the Sub-Commission should, i n accordance 
with Commission r e s o l u t i o n 0 (iGCIIl) , confine i t s e l f to drawing a t t e n t i o n i n i t s report 
to those cases which c a l l e d f o r i n q u i r y , without adopting r e s o l u t i o n s before the 
necessary i n v e s t i g a t i o n hadЛ-^еед.гааае". 

None of those arguments were taken i n t o account i n connexion w i t h the r e s o l t i t i o n . 
r e f e r r i n g to A r g e n t i n a . 

3. The s u b j e c t . 

V/ith respect to the substance of the r e s o l u t i o n , the expert from I t a l y , who introd.uced 
the text as spokesman f o r the .sponsors , stated that "The d r a f t r e f r a i n e d from any 
condemnation of the Government concerned" and that the sponsors were "gmded s o l e l y by 
humanitarian c o n s i d e r a t i o n s " . . lie had a lso stated that "They were a lso aware of t h e - f a c t 
that the Government of Ar^gentina had so f a r co-operated generously wi th the United Nations 
High Commissioner f o r Refugees" 'and that "Argentina was not r e q u i r e d , under the re levant 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments, , to recognize as refugees" " f u g i t i v e s from other L a t i n /unerican 
c o t m t r i e s " . Through t h e i r spokesman, the sponsors then appealed to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community "to a s s i s t Argent ina by o f f e r i n g to admit persons [of that categoiy] at present 
i n that coxmtry". L a s t l y , the sponsors endorsed the High Commissioner's p r a i s e w o r t l ^ 
a c t i v i t y and supported ' 'his appeal . . . f o r the resettlement of fu-git ives from other 
L a t i n American countries^-'ho ;.'ore at present i n A r g e n t i n a " . 

This i s the sponsors' i n t e r p r e t a t i o n , i n t h e i r own words, of the contents and scope 
of the r e s o l u t i o n under c o n s i d e r a t i o n . Ащг other p o s s i b l e i n t e r p r e t a t i o n based on 
imperfect ions of . t h e i r d r a f t i n g must be qu.a l i f ied as ca,ptiotis, laclcLng i n seriousness 
and designed to prodixce e f f e c t s or create s i t u a t i o n s i n , the Commission wliich have no t i l ing 
to do w i t h the r e s o l u t i o n submitted. 

file:///ilth


ü/crt. 4/1254 
page б 

; At the time of the adoption of the r e s o l u t i o n , the expert from Costa R i c a expressed 
h i s s t rong disapproval of the d r a f t since he considered "that i t s wording was unclear and 
that the asser t ions i t contained load no f i r m b a s i s , as was, indeed, shown by the r e p e t i t i o n 
of the word "appears" i n every sentence". He added, moreover, that so f a r as " f u g i t i v e s " 
were concerned, the quest ion was not w i t h i n the Su.b-Commission's competence but was a 
matter f o r the High Commissioner f o r Refugees. L ikewise , i n connexion with the f a c t that 
the f o u r t h preambular paragraph aclaiowledged that L a t i n America h3,d t r a d i t i o n a l l y played 
a l e a d i n g r o l e i n generously r e c o g n i z i n g the r i g h t of asylxun, which had never been f u l l y 
observed by any other group of c o i m t r i e s , even the countr ies of Europe, he stated that 
"he therefore could not agree to reference being made to a L a t i n American country i n sxioh 
vague terms and i n such a тэлапег". 

The Government of Argent ina i s p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned that the members of the 
Commission on Human Rights should be aware of a l l the formal and substantive objec t ions 
to the document that have been r a i s e d . As was p r e v i o u s l y mentioned, i t s observer was 
able to express them to the Sub-Commission only i n w r i t i n g and a f t e r the r e s o l u t i o n liad 
been adopted b j a procedure wliich, to say the l e a s t , should be described as i r r e g u l a r and 
improper. 

4. The refugee problem. 

Pursuant to the p r o v i s i o n s of operative paragraph 5 of Sub-Commission r e s o l u t i o n 2 С (ХХД 
the Secre ta iy -Genera l of the U n i t e d ITations placed at the d i s p o s a l of the Commission on Human 
Rights f o r i t s t h i r t y - t h i r d seasion some " a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n " prepared by the 
United H â t i o n s High Commissioner f o r Refugees i n connexion w i t h the s i t u a t i o n of d i s p l a c e d 
persons from the L a t i n American countr ies who-are now i n Argent ina (E/CH.4/1250). 

Before e n t e r i n g i n t o the substance of the matter, the Government of Argent ina wishes 
to emphasize the close co -opera t ion i t has always maintained w i t h UMCR, a co-operat ion 
which -is repeatedly r e f e r r e d to i n the above-mentioned document. In order to c l a r i f y the 
nature of the problem of L a t i n Araericiui d isplaced persons i n Argent ina , i t i s worth 
drawing a t t e n t i o n to some general onù p a r t i c u l a r circumstances. 

In the f i r s t p l a c e , the examples of events and s i t u a t i o n s i n Argent ina that may have 
a f f e c t e d f o r e i g n e r s who sought refuge on i t s generous s o i l , should be examined and. 
weighed i n the more general context of the condi t ions and hazards created, by t e r r o r i s m . 
In recent years , the coimtry had been s u f f e r i n g from the a c t i v i t i e s of groups engaged i n 
organized delinquency which are causing s u f f e r i n g f o r the whole populat ion that wishes 
to l i v e i n an atmosphere of s e c u r i t y , respect and s o c i a l peace. 

The Government of Argent ina has undertaken to combat those a c t i v i t i e s , i n a l l t h e i r 
manifes ta t ions , by a l l l e g a l means i n i t s power and i t i s endeavouring f u l l y to 
r e - e s t a b l i s h i n t e r n a l securi t j r . Despite the progress made i n that respect by the forces 
of order complete and absolute success cannot be expected i n the immediate f u t u r e . I t 
fo l lows therefore that i s o l a t e d , t e r r o r i s t groups may liave been able -to cause i n c i d e n t s 
w i t h i n t e r n a t i o n a l repercussions and are attempting, among other a n t i - s o c i a l a c t i v i t i e s , 
to give the impression that tho Argentine a u t h o r i t i e s are not a f f o r d i n g s u f f i c i e n t 
p r o t e c t i o n to a l i e n s and/or t h e i r own c i t i z e n s . 
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I t i s a vjell-known. f a c t that the Goveminent of Argentina has c a t e g o r i c a l l y deno-unced 
such treacherous a c t s and has. taken a l l the steps i t reasonably can to i n v e s t i g a t e such 
i n c i d e n t s and punish ,Lhose r e s p o n s i b l e . The ..Irgentine p o s i t i o n has been made laiown 
o f f i c i a l l y to таПЗСН on several' occasions and ex c e p t i o n a l s e c u r i t y measures have been adopted 
of which the. High Commissioner and. l i i s r e g i o n a l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e i n 3uenos A i r e s are w e l l 
aware. 

Very many f o r e i g n e r s , r e l i a b l y estimated at not l e s s than 700,000, are r e s i d i n g 
i r r e g u l a r l y i n Argentine t e r r i t o r j ^ . Some of them cannot r e t u r n to t h e i r c o u n t r i e s of o r i g i n 
or h a b i t u a l residence f o r p o l i t i c a l , r e l i g i o u s , r a c i a l o r other reasons'and i t i s i n 
respect of such persons.tha,t the Government of Argentina, once again r e v e a l i n g i t s 
t r a d i t i o n a l breadth of understanding, provided by Decree 1455/76 that the Argentine 
immigration a u t h o r i t i e s may not ¿ociare i l l e g a l the eni-rj'- and/or presence of a l i e n s who 
declare themselves to be i n .the above-mentioned eitua-tion. The i n s t i t u t i o n of a s p e c i a l 
regime f o r such c a s e s . s u f f i c i e n t l y i s p r a c t i c a l evidence of the Argentine a t t i t i i d e towards 
persons who, even i f they have contravened the country's immigration laws, are seelcLng 
peace and w e l l - b e i n g on i t s . ' s o i l . 

As a r e s u l t of the aforèsaâd nea,sure, тащ;̂  a l i e n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y L a t i n Americans who, 
as the High Commissioner has put i t , are " i l l e g a l l y i n Argentina"-, have been able to 
r e g u l a r i z e t h e i r s i t u a t i o n V i ^ - È ^ ^ the Argentine a u t h o r i t i e s which could not accept the 
cla n d e s t i n e presence qf/persons i n Argentine' territory'-, not even under .the p r e t e x t of 
gre a t e r s e c u r i t y , since,''taking proceden-ce over a J l i n d i v i d u a l cases,. Wias t h e i r 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of guaranteeing the s e c u r i t y of the countrj^ i t s e l f and of a l l i t s people. 
Moreover, i l l e g a l i t y , delinquency and t e r r o r i s m , are concepts that a,re very f r e q u e n t l y 
connected, as i s proved by the f a c t that a s i g n i f i c a n t number of a l i e n s i l l e g a l l y present 
i n the country have been apprehended while engaged i n t e r r o r i s t a c t i v i t i e s o r when 
d i s t u r b i n g the peace of the n a t i o n . 

In that connexion, WG ha,ve noted w i t h p a r t i c u l a r i n t e r e s t the statement by the 
High Commissioner concerning persons who act contrary to the purposes and p r i n c i p l e s of the 
United Nations, comrai'vbing a,ct3 of viol e n c e against other human beings. I f stich acts are 
committed by refugees, they c o n s t i t u t e not only an a f f r o n t to the humaii conscience, whJ-ch 
condemns them, but a l s o an i n s i i l t to the country i n which they l i v e and wliich, f o r 
humanitarian reasons, has given them asylum and o f f e r e d them an opportunity of beginning 
a new l i f e . 

Despite i t s r e s e r v a t i o n concerning the geographica,l scope of the 195^ Convention, 
Argentina has t r a d i t i o n a l l y granted and continues to grant generous asyluia to a la^rge 
number of L a t i n Americans faxed w i t h s i t u a t i o n s of p o l i t i c a l c o n f l i c t i n t h e i r c o u n t r i e s of 
o r i g i n o r residence, who consider that they cannot r e t u r n to those c o u n t r i e s i n s a f e t y . 
The High Commissioner has been seeking to arrange d e f i n i t i v e resettlement i n t h i r d c o u n t r i e s 
f o r a s i g n i f i c a n t , but p r o p o r t i o n a t e l y l i m i t e d nuniber of such f o r e i g n e r s i l l e g a l l y 
r e s i d e n t i n Argentina or having the status of "asylees i n t r a n s i t " . Without any r e c o g n i t i o n 
of competence being i m p l i e d , the Ciovemment of Argentina, through b i l a t e r a . l and. m u l t i l a t e r a l 
approaches has taken a c t i o n both l o r i o r to and, i n concert w i t h the High Commissioner's 
appeal. I t endorses the statement made i n the ГО1НСН in f o r m a t i o n b u l l e t i n of Februaiy 1977 
that the r a t e of resettlement i s too slow and hopes that i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o l i d a r i t y w i l l 
express - i t s e l f , not i n the form of accessions or d e c l a r a t i o n s , but r a t h e r i n a prompt 
acceptance of those persons who, f o r various reasons, cannot o r do not wish to i-emain 
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i n Argentine t e r r i t o r y . I must r e i t e r a t e here the firra i n t e n t i o n of the GoverMient of 
Argent ina to continue c o - o p e r a t i n g a c t i v e l y i n the l i igh humanitarian purposes of the 

,High Commissioner's work which the Government c u r r e n t l y has to face but wliich have not 
prevented hundreds of thousands of fore igners from d e c i d i n g , of t h e i r own f ree w i l l , to 
enter and remain i n Argentine t e r r i t o ï ^ j r , 

5. Mon-govemmental organi z a t i o n s . 

L a s t l y , I wish to di>aw the Commission's a t t e n t i o n to the r o l e played by some, 
non-governmental organiza,tions \,'hicli have been ujiscru.pulously l e n d i n g t h e i r names to a 
systematic campaign of harassment of the Argentine people and Government. In this.,... 
connexion, I must state f o r the record that the Government of Argentina-:reserves the 
r i g h t to rever t to t h i s matter and to examine i t i n depth, i n t h i s forum and/or 
the-Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l . P r o v i s i o n s that are expressly relevant i n t h i s context 
have been v i o l a t e d , p a r t i c u l a r l y r e s o l u t i o n I296 (XLIV) which, i n i t s paragraph 36 (b) , 
s tates that non-governmental organizat ions are not to abuse t h e i r consul ta t ive sta.tus by 
"engaging i n unsubstantiated or p o l i t i c a l l y motivated acts against States Members of the 
uni ted Nations contrary to and incompatible w i t h the p r i n c i p l e s of the Char ter " . Reference 
should a l s o be made i n t h i s connexion to paragraph 2 of the same r e s o l u t i o n wliich sta^tes 
that the aims and purposes of the non-governmental organiza,tion must be i n conformity 
w i t h "the s p i r i t , purposes and p r i n c i p l e s of the Charter of the United ÎTa,tion3". 




