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The meeting was c a l l e d to order at 5.20 p.m. 

QUHiSTION OP ТЕЗ VIOMTION OF ШШШ RIGHTS AND MJNDAI'ENTAL ilffiEDOliS IN ЛШ PART OP 
TEE WORLD, WIÏH PARTICULAR REKIIRENCE TO COLONIAL AND OTHER DEPENDENT COUNTRIES AND 
nURRITORIES (agenda item 12) (continued) ( E/CN.4/l984/L.44/Corr.l, L . 6 6/Rev.l, L . 7 4 , 
L . 7 7 , L . 7 8/Rev,l, L.82, L.85/Rev.l, L.84-L.88/Rev.l, L.96-L.IOO, L . 105| 
E/CN.4/1934/5 , chap. I.A, d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s X I I and X V I I l ) , INCLUDING: 
(a) QUESTION OF ffiJMAN RIGHrS IN CTPRUS (continued) 
Question of human r i g h t s i n Cypras 

1. The CHAIEI-IAII, r e f e r r i n g to agenda item 12 ( a ) , suggested that the debate should 
he postponed u n t i l the f o r t y - f i r s t s e s s i o n of the Commission and that the t o p i c 
should he given due p r i o r i t y at that time, i t being understood that the a c t i o n 
required by the previous r e s o l u t i o n s of the Commission on the subject woxild continue 
to remain o p e r a t i v e , i n c l u d i n g the request to the Secretary-General to r e p o r t to the 
Commission on t h e i r implementation. I f there was no o b j e c t i o n , he would take i t 
that the Commission wished to adopt h i s suggestion without a vote. 

2. I t was so decided. 

5. The CHAIRI'IAN s a i d that the observer f o r Turkey had requested t h a t h i s r e s e r v a t i o n s 
w i t h regard to the Commission's previous r e s o l u t i o n s on the question should be placed 
on r e c o r d . 

S i t u a t i o n of human r i g h t s i n Poland (E/CN.4/l984/L .66/Rev,l) 

4. Mr. MACCOTTA ( I t a l y ) , i n t r o d u c i n g d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/l984/L .66/Rev.l on 
behalf of the sponsors, s a i d that i t followed the r e s o l u t i o n s on the same stibject 
adopted a t the t h i r t y - e i g h t h and t h i r t y - n i n t h s e s s i o n s . As was c l e a r from the rep o r t 
of the Secretary-General (E/GN,4/1984/26), the improvement i n the s i t u a t i o n i n Poland 
was not such as to d i s p e l concern about respect f o r human r i g h t s i n that country. 

5. "Vibile welcoming the Amnesty Law of J u l y 1985 and the l i f t i n g of m a r t i a l law, tho 
d r a f t r e g r e t t e d the co n t i n u i n g detention of a number of persons and the f a c t that nev 
l e g i s l a t i o n made i t p o s s i b l e to continue to c u r t a i l human r i g h t s and fmdamental 
freedoms and to suppress a d e m o c r a t i c a l l y based trade union movement, 

6, While r e g r e t t i n g the d e c i s i o n of the P o l i s h a u t h o r i t i e s not to co-operate w i t h 
the Commission over the implementation of i t s r e s o l u t i o n s of 1982 and 1985» "bhe d r a f t 
r e a f f i r m e d the r i g h t of the P o l i s h people to pursue i t s p o l i t i c a l , s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l 
development f r e e from outside i n t e r f e r e n c e and c a l l e d upon the P o l i s h a u t h o r i t i e s to 
take appropriate measures i n that regard, 

7, A f t e r r e f e r r i n g to operative paragraphs 4 and 5 of the d r a f t , he r e c a l l e d the 
two statements made by the observer f o r Poland and str e s s e d t h a t , i n the o p i n i o n of 
the sponsors, the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n d i d not c o n s t i t u t e p o l i t i c a l pressure or i n t e r f e r e n c e 
i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of t h a t country. Nor was i t a v i o l a t i o n of the p r i n c i p l e s of 
non- i n t e r v e n t i o n and sovereignty. E s s e n t i a l l y , i t c o n s t i t u t e d an appeal and a request 
f o r co-operation addressed to the P o l i s h a u t h o r i t i e s on the ba s i s of the Charter of 
the United Nations, the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human R i g h t s , and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
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p r a c t i c e . The sponsors hoped that the appeal would he heard during I984 and 
that the request f o r co-operation with the Commission would Ъе met Ъу the a u t h o r i t i e s 
of a country whose g e o p o l i t i c a l s i t u a t i o n was well-known and whose noble and generous • 
people deserved the admiration and esteem of a l l . 

8. I ' l r , SOK&LSICI (Observer f o r Poland) said that a year previously, on a s i m i l a r 
occasion, h i s delegation had said that some Ш .Т0 members, p a r t i c u l a r l y the 
United States, displayed unusual nervousness over every p o s i t i v e development i n Poland. 
The current session of the Commission had confirmed t h e i r i n s i d i o u s approach. However, 
owing to new s t r i d e s tov/ards normalization i n h i s country and v i s i b l e progress i n most 
areas of i t s l i f e , w h i c h had not escaped notice i n the report before the Commission 
(E/CIT.4/1984/26), they had had to r e s o r t to more cunning devices than the previous 
year. In the United States, f o r example, the Government had announced that l o c a l 
f i s h i n g boards would be e n t i t l e d to negotiate f i s h i n g quotas with P o l i s h companies i n 
the l i g h t of human r i g h t s progress i n Poland. Consequently, the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community now had a new human r i g h t s organ - the l o c a l f i s h i n g boards along the 
United States coast. A s i m i l a r l y grotesque device was the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n before 
the Commission. Whatever the a n t i - P o l i s h actions devised as time passed, they would 
be at l e a s t as much detached from r e a l i t y a s the present ones, 

9. The statement made by the representative of I t a l y i n introducing the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n as w e l l as the statements made by representatives of liàTO countries 
concerning Poland vrere hardly convincing. Their case had not been strengthened by 
the revised d r a f t under consideration, which was a s h o s t i l e to Poland and a s unfounded 
as the o r i g i n a l t e x t . The only change had been the withdrawal by the sponsors of t h e i r 
thanks to the Secretary-General f o r the report by Under-Secretary-General Ruedas. 
Apparently, the Secretary-General and the Under-Secretary-General, who had г better 
knowledge of the true s i t u a t i o n i n Poland, did not deserve the Commission's confidence. 

1 0 . Noting that Prance was a sponsor of the a n t i - P o l i s h d r a f t , he r e c a l l e d that when 
Greece had been ruled by a repressive m i l i t a r y regime. Prance had been one of the 
staunchest defenders of the case that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community should not intervene 
i n the a f f a i r s of that regime. Admittedly France had had a d i f f e r e n t Government at 
the time and the two s i t u a t i o n s i n which i t had taken a p o s i t i o n were not comparable, 
but the same hypocrisy and.double standard were evident. 

1 1 . I t V7as i n t e r e s t i n g to note that the French Government was p a r t i c u l a r l y vulnerable 
i n the human r i g h t s f i e l d . In that connection, he r e c a l l e d that at l e a s t 20 
Frenchmen died every year as a r e s u l t of poli c e r e a c t i o n to demonsti-ations, that i n 
1983 alone more than 20 immigrants had been k i l l e d or vrounded on r a c i a l grounds, and 
that 4 . 5 m i l l i o n migrant workers had been subjected to manifestations of racism. He 
would l i k e to know whether the I'rench Government had done anything to stop people from 
being dismissed from t h e i r jobs f o r p o l i t i c a l b e l i e f s , as i n the case of P a t r i c k Duval. 

1 2 . Tlie p o l i t i c a l m orality behind the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was the same a s that which had 
brought about the wanton aggression against Grenada, had sent warships to s h e l l 
Lebanon and had dispatched French troops to Chad to introduce neo-colonial "law and 
order". Were i t not f o r the strength of the Viarsaw Treaty countries, Grenada might even 
have been the object of one more "rescue mission", designed "to help i n the r e s t o r a t i o n 
of democratic i n s t i t u t i o n s " . 
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13. The Commission's two previous r e s o l u t i o n s on Poland c o n s t i t u t e d b r u t a l 
i n t e r f e r e n c e i n Poland's i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s and a v i o l a t i o n of the Charter. The same 
remarks a r p l i e d to the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n under c o n s i d e r a t i o n . ^Ъ11е the 
Secretary-General of the United Nations noted v i s i b l e progress tox^rds a 
r e c o n c i l i a t i o n between a l l sectors of P o l i s h s o c i e t y and tht Under-Secretary-General 
c a l l e d f o r prudence and saw hope i n developments i n Poland, the d r a f t was t o t a l l y 
h o s t i l e to and detached from P o l i s h r e a l i t i e s . 

14. He appealed to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s of developing and mediura-sized c o u n t r i e s l i k e 
h i s o\m. who had been forced the previous year not to oppose the a n t i - P o l i s h 
r e s o l u t i o n and might be contemplating s i m i l a r a c t i o n at the current session not to 
confuse matters of p o l i t i c s based on b l a t a n t l y f a l s i f i e d evidence w i t h those of 
l e g i t i m a c y , f o r i n the p a r t i c u l a r case under c o n s i d e r a t i o n , there v/as no l e g i t i m a c y 
whatever. 

15. I f a powerful and r u t h l e s s aggressor, vrhich refused to be party to any 
United Nations human r i g h t s instrument, cculd be the subject of a milcl Commission 
r e s o l u t i o n such as the one on Grenada, i f one of the most r e p r e s s i v e governments was 
merely i n v i t e d to consider ending a s t a t e of siege which load l a s t e d f o r some 
20 years, and i f a country l i k e Poland was to be penalized f o r i t s genuine d e s i r e , 
both i n word and deed, to strengthen i t s o-vm democratic p r i n c i p l e s and serve the 
vrell - b e i n g of i t s own people, something was wong i n the Commission. 

16. Poland would never l e t i t s e l f be a battle-ground f o r p o l i t i c a l precedents, only 
f o r precedents' sake. For Poland, u n l i k e the sponsors of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , that 
continued to be a matter of fundamental p r i n c i p l e and of p o l i t i c a l and moral decency. 

17. Ifc. ZORIN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R eijublics) said that there was no 
j u s t i f i c a t i o n whatever, whether p o l i t i c a l or moral, f o r the submission of d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/l984/L ,66/Eev.l. The P o l i s h d e l e g a t i o n had f u l l y r e f u t e d the 
p r o v i s i o n s of the d r a f t and i t vras c l e a r that the sponsors took no account of the 
undisputed r e a l i t y o f the s i t u a t i o n i n Poland. 

18. R e f e r r i n g to the report of the s i t u a t i o n i n Poland by 
Under-Secretary-General Ruedas (E/CN.4/1984/26), he drew a t t e n t i o n to paragraph 39, 
from which i t could be seen that encouraging developments had taken place i n that 
country. Note should a l s o be taken of the statement by the Secretary-General i n 
paragraph 40 of the report that what he had heard i n Poland was very encouraging on 
a l l f r o n t s . 

19. The sponsors of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n took no account o f the statements i n the 
r e p o r t , prepared i n accordance w i t h the r e s o l u t i o n adopted the previous year. The 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n represented another attempt, which was being made f o r p o l i t i c a l 
purposes on i n s t r u c t i o n s from Washington, B.C., to denigrate what had been achipvod 
by s o c i a l i s m and to deceive i n t e r n a t i o n a l p u b l i c o p i n i o n . In that connection, he 
r e f e r r e d to the seventh preambular paragraph of the d r a f t and said that i f the 
Commission adopted such an approach and began to pass judgement on the l e g i s l a t i o n 
of a country, i t would l o s e i t s c r e d i b i l i t y . There was nothing i n the va r i o u s 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments to p r o h i b i t a country from p l a c i n g c e r t a i n r e s t r i c t i o n s on 
human r i g h t s . The l e g i s l a t i o n of many cou n t r i e s provided f o r r e s t r i c t i o n s on the 
exercise of the r i g h t s l i s t e d i n a r t i c l e 25 of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenant on C i v i l 
and P o l i t i c a l R i g h t s . In that regard, he said that i n I t a l y under Î-Iussolini 
r e s t r i c t i v o l e g i s l a t i o n had been adopted, and that examples o f such l e g i s l a t i o n could 
be found i n countries such as the Federal Republic of Germany, the Netherlands and 
France. 
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20. The statement i n operative paragraph 1 of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was i n d i r e c t 
c o n f l i c t w i t h the contents of paragraph 41 of the r e p o r t . Furthermore, 
Under-Secretary-General Ruedas had expressed h i s g r a t i t u d e to the P o l i s h a u t h o r i t i e s 
f o r t h e i r co-operation and had said that i n view of the complex nature of the 
s i t u a t i o n i n Poland, care should be taken not to make hasty judgements. The sober 
nature of the statement i n paragraph 42 of the report was completely ignored by the 
sponsors of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

21. His d e l e g a t i o n c a t e g o r i c a l l y r e j e c t e d the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , whose very submission 
d i s c r e d i t e d the Commission. I t represented another attempt to promote a n t i - s o c i a l i s t 
a c t i o n s and was d i r e c t e d against the P o l i s h Government and people. The l a t t e r were 
s u c c e s s f u l l y overcoming t h e i r d i f f i c u l t i e s and had already made great progress i n 
that regard. The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was t o t a l l y i l l e g i t i m a t e and presented a d i s t o r t e d 
p i c t u r e of the human r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n i n Poland. I t vras nothing more than an 
u n f r i e n d l y act against a sovereign State. H i s delegation would vote against the 
d r a f t r e s o l t i t i o n and c a l l e d on other delegations to do l i k e w i s e . 

22. Mr. KHMEL ( U k r a i n i a n Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic) said that d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CIT.4/1984/L.66/Rev.1 d i d not have a s o l i d l e g a l foundation. The f i r s t 
preambular paragraph r e f e r r e d to the p r i n c i p l e s enshrined i n the Charter of the 
United Nations and the U n i v e r s a l U e c l a r a t i o n of Human Ri g h t s . I t should be pointed 
out that the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n , which defined human r i g h t s and freedoms, was i n no 
way r e l a t e d to the p r i n c i p l e s r e l a t i n g to co-operation of States i n the implementation 
of those r i g h t s and freedoms. 

23» As to the Charter of the United Nations, he drew a t t e n t i o n to the f o l l o w i n g 
p r i n c i p l e s set out i n A r t i c l e 2 i n accordance w i t h which the United Nations should 
act i n p u r s u i t of the purposes stated i n A r t i c l e It the sovereign e q u a l i t y of a l l 
i t s Members; f u l f i l m e n t i n good f a i t h by a l l Members of the o b l i g a t i o n s assumed by 
them; settlement of i n t e r n a t i o n a l disputes by peaceful means; o b l i g a t i o n to r e f r a i n 
i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s from the threat or use of f o r c e , p r o v i s i o n of a s s i s t a n c e 
to the United Nations i n any a c t i o n talcen i n accordance v/ith the Charter; and 
non-interference i n matters e s s e n t i a l l j ' - w i t h i n the domestic j u r i s d i c t i o n of any 
State. Those were the p r i n c i p l e s enshrined i n the Charter of the United Nations and 
i f anyone was to be accused of v i o l a t i n g them, i t was not Poland but the sponsors of 
the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n and those who stood behind them. I t was c l e a r that the reg r e t 
expressed i n the preamble w i t h regard to the new l e g i s l a t i o n i n Poland and i t s 
implementation was nothing more than a gross v i o l a t i o n of the p r i n c i p l e s of the 
Charter. 

24. With regard to the second preambular paragraph, he said that the Charter defined 
one of the purposes of the United Nations as the achievement of i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation i n promoting and encouraging respect f o r human r i g h t s and fundamental 
freedoms. That d e f i n i t i o n c o n s t i t u t e d the l e i t motiv of a l l the b a s i c human r i g h t s 
documents, beginning 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 . The sponsors of the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n ignored the f a c t , hovrever, t l i a t the Dniteâ Nations should not take d i r e c t 
a c t i o n i n i t s e f f o r t c to ensure human r i g h t s but seek to achieve the co-operation of 
States i n promoting and encouraging respect f o r human r i g h t s and fundamental 
freedoms. Instead, the sponsors were t r y i n g to present the Commission as some kind 
of vratchdog c a l l e d on to remain v i g i l a n t w i t h regard to v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s and 
to do so by circumventing States and t h o i r Governments. The sponsors of the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n took i t upon themselves to speak d i r e c t l y to the people of Poland, i g n o r i n g 
i t s Government and State» as could be seen i n op e r a t i v e paragraph 5 of the t e x t . In 
other parts of the d r a f t , the sponsors, i n order to avoid r e f e r r i n g to the P o l i s h 
State and i t s Government, made use of the term " P o l i s h a u t h o r i t i e s " . 
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25- Аз a whole, the d r a f t was founded on shaky i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l references and 
was i n s u l t i n g i n i t s language. No s e l f - r e s p e c t i n g State could agree to be t r e a t e d 
i n such a manner and h i s d e l e g a t i o n t o t a l l y supported the p o s i t i o n expressed by the 
P o l i s h d e l e g a t i o n with regard to the t e x t . 

2o. The sponsors of tne d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n knew that r a i s i n g the s o - c a l l e d question 
of human r i g h t s i n Poland f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n United Nations bodies v/as a v i o l a t i o n 
of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. They a l s o knew that the P o l i s h People's Republic, as a 
sovereign S t a t e , would not co-operate with anyone on that b a s i s . A l l the sponsors 
were w e l l aware t h a t th.ey were c y n i c s . They wer^ not ashamed to p r o t e c t , f o r 
example, Paraguay, a country i n which a s t a t e of siege had ;?xisted f o r more than a 
decade and which had become the nodel f o r a r e p r e s s i v e f a s c i s t regime. The sponsors 
shamelessly t r i e d to c r i t i c i z e the s i t u a t i o n i n Poland. The explanation f o r that 
double standard vjas simple. In p r o t e c t i n g Paraguay and s i m i l a r regimes, they were 
p r o t e c t i n g t h a i r own i m p e r i a l i s t i n t e r e s t s . In r e s o r t i n ~ t c i n s i n u a t i o n s against 
Poland, they were t r y i n g to settl--i t h a i r accounts with s o c i a l i s m and to d i s c r e d i t i t 
as a s o c i a l system. That was i n no way r e l a t e d to human r i g h t s and was one of the 
most b l a t a n t forms of i m p e r i a l i s m . 

27. His d e l e g a t i o n t h e r e f o r e c a t e g o r i c a l l v r e j e c t e d d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.66/Rev.1. 

28. Mr. GOLEMANOV (B u l g a r i a ) r e i t e r a t e d h i s delegation's o p p o s i t i o n to any a c t i o n 
which xiould i n f r i n g e the Commission'?, mandate and c o n s t i t u t e i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the 
i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of the P o l i s h Government and people. D r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.66, even i n i t s r e v i s e d form, r e f l e c t e d an attempt by 
c e r t a i n delegations to give a cloak of bogus l e g a l i t y to a b l a t a n t attempt at 
i n t e r f e r e n c e . I t was c l e a r , from the r e p o r t i n document E/CN.4/1934/26, that the 
t e x t of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was u t t e r l y unfounded. The report had noted 
encouraging progress made by the P o l i s h Government and people during the past 
12 months, i n respect of a complex s i t u a t i o n ivhich d i d not lend i t s e l f to sweeping 
judgements. Yet those delegations v;hich, at the previous s e s s i o n , had been loud i n 
t h e i r demands f o r a report had not even had the grace to express thanks f o r i t s 
p r e p a r a t i o n , making only a perfunctory reference to i t i n the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n ' s 
f i f t h preambular paragraph. The p e r s i s t e n c e of the sponsors, and those behind 
them, i n t h e i r attempted i n t e r f e r e n c e i n Poland's i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s , i g n o r i n g the 
P o l i s h Government's co-operation w i t h the Secretary-General, was an infringement 
of the Commission's mandate, not to mention a breach of good manners. The 
B u l g a r i a n d e l e g a t i o n could not a s s o c i a t e i t s e l f with such an a t t i t u d e on the part 
of those viho sought not genuine progress but only c o n f r o n t a t i o n . 

29. Mr. RICHTER (German Democratic Republic) s a i d that the r e p o r t i n 
document E/CN.4/1934/26, although undertaken pursuant to a Comrai-.-;sion d e c i s i o n 
i r r e c o n c i l a b l e with i n t e r n a t i o n a l law -and against the P o l i s h Government's w i l l , 
n evertheless l a r g e l y confirmed what most member States had already concluded. 

50. F i r s t l y , there vms no p a t t e r n of human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s i n Poland. On the 
c o n t r a r y , the Government's p o l i c y was having growing success i n l e a d i n g th¿ country 
out of a c r i s i i i aggravated by c o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r y f o r c e s and backed by a massive 
i m p e r i a l i s t slander campaign accompanied by economic e x t o r t i o n . The 
Secretary-General, speaking about h i s recent v i s i t to Poland, had s a i d t h a t what 
he had heard was very encouraging on a l l f r o n t s . In the circumstances, a 
r e s o l u t i o n on a l l e g e d v i o l a t i o n s of huraan r i g h t s in Poland soemed t o have no 
purpose except to exacerbate matters-
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31 . Secondly, the P o l i s h People's Republic wa.s succeeding i n overcoming economic 
and s o c i a l d i f f i c u l t i e s throizgh open dialogue and measures aimed at na.tional 
c o n c i l i a t i o n . The Under-Secretary-General îmd noted, i n the r e p o r t , t h a i the 
country was i n the process of cha.nge. Therefore, a d e c i s i o n to continue 
considera.tion of the situa.tion i n Poland, a.s e x e m p l i f i e d by opera.tive para.graph 5 
of dra.ft r e s o l u t i o n E/CN , 4 / l 9 8 4/L . 6 6/Eev.l, wa.s bla.tant i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the 
a f f a i r s of a. f o v e r e i g n State. 

32. T h i r d l y , the P o l i s h C ouncil of State ha.d l i f t e d lûartial law e n t i r e l y w i t h 
e f f e c t from 22 J u l y 1983 a.nd the Sejm had a.pproved a lew on 21 J u l y I983 gra,nting 
a.mnesty i n respect of certa,in offences. Those a,nd other mea.sures had been deemsâ, 
i n the Secreta.ry-General's r e p o r t , the most important l e g a l development relevant 
to the sititó.tion of humen r i g h t s i n Pola.nd. Hoviever, the seventh preambular 
pa,ra,gra.ph of the dra.ft r e s o l u t i o n a.ttempted to b e l i t t l e t h e i r significo.nce. 

33• F o u r t h l y , the grov/ing corfidence i n the P o l i s h Government's p o l i c i e s wa.s 
r e f l e c t e d a l s o i n the continuous development of the independent tra.de-union 
movement, which c u r r e n t l y represented a.lmost 40 per cent of Poland's workforce. 

34» F i f t h l y , the P o l i s h l e a d e r s h i p wa,s showing grea.t f l e x i b i l i t y i n seeking the 
support of c i t i z e n s of d i f f e r i n g b e l i e f s , i n c l u d i n g the l a r g e Ca.tholic popula.tion. 
A recent example had been the meeting between the F i r s t Secreta.ry of the Ce n t r a l 
Committee of the P o l i s h United Workers' P s r t y a.nd Chairman of the СстшсИ of 
lyli n i s t e r s of the P o l i s h People's Republic w i t h the Primate of the P o l i s h Ca.tholic 
Church on 5 Janua.r;/ I 9 8 4 . 

35* The sponsors of d r 3.ft r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / 1 9 8 4 /L.6 6/Rev.1 , 3.nd c e r t a i n other 
d e l e g a t i o n s , ha.d soiight to give the impression that Poland vra.s t r y i n g to eva.de 
i t s i n t e r n a . t i o n a l obligEttions when i n f a c t , a.s л-ая w e l l Icnown, Poland ha.d done 
h i g h l y a.ppreGia,ted work i n ma.ny United Nations forums5 one example wa.s the 
commendable r o l e of the Chairma.n/Ra.pporteur of the Working Group on the Ei g h t s of 
the C h i l d . Tha-t country, however, ha.d r i g h t l y opposed attempts to m.isuse the 
Commission i n order to i n t e r f e r e i n i t s i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s . №.ny examples could be 
given of the encoura.ging developments i n Pola-nd, a. s o c i a . l i s t neighbour to which 
the Germa.n Democratic Republic was l i n k e d by f i r m bonds of f r i e n d s h i p . I t was 
c l e a r , however, tlia.t some members of the Ccmmission were t r y i n g a.gain to invoke 
the question of Poland f o r p u r e l y p o l i t i c a l motives, and would do a.iTytlii.i^ to 
impede progress i n that country. T y p i c a l of t h e i r a.ttitude was the use i n the 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n of the term " P o l i s h . a u t h o r i t i e s " to m e a n the Government of the 
P o l i s h People's Republic, 

36. The impressive s t r i d e s ma.àe by tha.t country were i r r e v e r s i b l e - not lea.st 
beca.use of the f r a t e r n a l support provided by other s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g 
the Germa,n Democratic Republic. The slanders l e v e l l e d a.gainst Poland were made 
by those who were alwa.ys i n v o l v e d whenever f o r c e a.nà eco.nomic pressure were used 
to suppress 3. people's d e s i r e f o r freedom, whether i n southern A f r i c a , the 
Middle Ea.st, Grena.da. or elsew^hare. Those enga.geà i n c o l l u s i o n v;ith ffiilita.rist, 
fa.scist a.nd ra.cist regimes were the lea.st qr.a,lifiod to pose as cha.mpiona of human 
r i g h t s i n t3?ying to keep a l i v e the c o n t r i v e d t o p i c of the s o - c a l l e d P o l i s h question. 
His d e l e g a t i o n wovlA vote a.gainst d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CÏÏ.4/1984/L.66/Rev.1 and 
a.ppealed to a l l delegations who b e l i e v e d i n o b j e c t i v i t y a.nd f a i r n e s s to do l i k e w i s e . 

37» Mr_.̂  TO^SySKI (Yugoslavia) s a i d t h a t , i n h i s delega.tion's view, the sponsors 
of draft " r e s o l u t i o n S/CN.4/1984/L.66/Rev.1 f e l t genuine concern about the 
situa.tion i n Poland and t h e i r a.pproa.ch wa,s not p o l i t i c a l l y motiva.ted, Ho^íever, 
the t e x t f a . i l e d to re.flect the extent to which the s i t u a t i o n lia.d improved since 
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the Commission's previous s e s s i o n . In view of the progress noted i n the 
Secreta.iy-General's report (E/CÏÏ.4/1984/26), i t seemed in a p p r o p r i a t e f o r the 
Commission to seek to maintain pressure o n the P o l i s h Government. The report d i d 
not suggest tha.t normal c o n d i t i o n s had been f u l l y r e s t o r e d | nevertheless, 
considerahle progress had Ъееп ma.de, tha.nk£ to the P o l i s h Govemoaent ' s p o s i t i v e 
a t t i t u d e i n every wa.lk o f l i f e . P o l i s h s o c i e t y ha.d s-offered a сопв1аега,Ъ1е 
uphea.va.l during the previous two years, a,nd sorae human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s had been 
inevita.ble - although v i o l a t i o n s i n other c o u n t r i e s v;hich ha.d undergone s i m i l a r 
unrest had been very much worse. The report ha.d noted tha.t mea.siu-es such as the 
l i f t i n g of m a r t i a l la.w h?.d removed many sources of such v i o l a . t i o n s . The Commission 
should welcome such mea.sures a,nd encoura.ge similar- ones 5 t o tha.t end, i t should 
perha.ps postpone a.ction -.-'ntil no.rma.l c o n d i t i o n s ha.d been f u l l y r e s t o r e d , i n order 
tha.t the Commission c o u l i take p o s i t i v e a c t i o n o n the situa.tion i n Poland. A t e x t 
d r a f t e d o n tha.t ba.sis would Ъе f a . i r e r a,nd more c o n s t r u c t i v e . 

38. Mr. CQLLIAKD (Fra.nce) s a i d tha.t i t could not reasona.bly be b e l i e v e d that the 
recommenda.tions contained i n d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/ClT . 4/l9S4/ L . 6 6/Eev.l were p o l e m i c a l . 
There was nothing unusual i n requesting the Secreta.ry-General t o continue to 
undertake contacts w i t h the Government of Poland and to report ba.ck to the Commission 
a.t i t s f o r t y - f i r s t s e s s i o n , Th-: report prepared by the U.nder-SeGreta.ry-General f o r 
A d m i n i s t r a t i o n and №na.gement ws;.s too congra.tulatoi^^ towa.ràs the P o l i s h Government, 
a.nd h i s delega.tion could not endorse i t . 

39. Mr. ВЕЫМЫА ROMIGUEZ (tlice.ragua) s a i d tha.t the report i n document 
E/CK.4/1984/26 was o b j e c t i v e s.nd showed that Poland's i n t e r n a l s i t u a t i o n had not 
deteriora.ted â.uring the past year. As the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Yugosla.via ha.d s a i d , 
the e f f o r t s to r e s t o r e c o n d i t i o n s to norma.l a.fter a. considera.ble uphea.va.l were 
encoura,ging and compared most fa.voura.bly w i t h events i n certa.in other c o u n t r i e s 
which ha.d undergone a. s i m i l a r experience. The Under-Secreta,ry-General ha.d noted, 
i n pa,ra.gra.ph 39 of the r e p o r t , that there had certa.inly been encouraging 
developments, to be seen a.s such by any independent observer. He had a.lso noted, 
i n paragra.ph 4 I , t h a t , i n at lea.st one very impcrta.nt aspect - the review of 
p r i s o n s e n t e i T c e s - e f f e c t ha.d c l e a r l y been given to the -provisions of Commission 
r e s o l u t i o n 1983/30 through ena.ctraent a.nd implementation of the clemency measures 
a.nd the amnesty la.w. I t wa.s s i g n i f i c a n t tha,t the report had concluded on a. note 
of hope tloa-t the document co-uld help towards the process of h e a l i n g and 
r e c o n c i l i a . t i o n of P o l i s h society.. I t wa.s up to the Commission to a.dopt the same 
tone. 

40. The non-aligned c c v j i t r i e s i n pa,rticula.r should seek always to show a s p i r i t 
of compromise and consensus. I t w a s i n tha.t s p i r i t tha.t the Kica.raguan delega.tion 
ha.d sponsored a dra.ft r e s o l u t i o n on the s i t u a t i o n i n Grena.àa., and ha.d prepa.red a. 
t e x t which i t had been p o s s i b l e to a.dopt by consensus. D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n 
E/CH.4/1984/L.66/Rev.l, however, r e f l e c t e d no such s p i r i t but r a t h e r one of t e n s i o n 
between power blocs and an approach w i t h which the non -a,ligned movement could not 
3 . s s o c Í 3.te i t s e l f . Therefore, the Hicaragua.n d e l e g a t i o n vrould vote a.ga.inst d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.бб/Неv.1. 

41. № . HEREDIA PEREZ (Cuba.) s a i d tha.t the s i t u a t i o n which ha.d p r e v a i l e d i n 
Pola.nd some time p r e v i o u s l y - which ha.d i n axiy Ga.se been g r o s s l y e x a g g e r a.ted by a. 
h o s t i l e press i n the h a n d s of transna.tional corporations - had i n c r e a s i n g l y been 
overcome by i n t e r n a l measures. Doctment E/CH.4/1984/26 t e s t i f i e d to the s u c c e s s 

of the measures taken by the P o l i s h Government and to t h e p o s i t i v e a t t i t u d e shown 
by the l a t t e r . The Comrission, t h e r e f o r e , should act o b j e c t i v e l y by encoura.ging 
the P o l i s h Government and people a.nd g i v i n g them time to complete the process of 
restora.tion. 
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42. Por t h a t purpose, he proposed, under r u l e 65, paragraph 2 of the r u l e s of 
procedure, t h a t no d e c i s i o n should he taken, at the current s e s s i o n , on the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/I984/L.66/Rev,1. He requested a vote Ъу r o l l - c a l l on h i s 
p r o p o s a l . 

43. Mr. PUBEY ( I n d i a ) s-aid that h i s d e l e g a t i o n would vote i n favoiir of the Cuhan 
delegation's proposal and t h a t , i f the l a t t e r was r e j e c t e d , i t would vote against 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/Cïï,4/l984/L.66/Rev.1, His delegation's p o s i t i o n was based on 
two c r i t e r i a . 

44. F i r s t l y , i n s i t u a t i o n s such as the one under c o n s i d e r a t i o n the Coniniission 
should act always i n a way which would encouriage e f f o r t s to r e s t o r e noiTnal 
c o n d i t i o n s , a v o i d i n g any a c t i o n which n i g h t naive piatters worse. Secondly, the 
Commission should at a l l times applj^ imiform standards; i t was wrong to remain 
s i l e n t about human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s i a c e r t a i n s i t u a t i o n s w h i l s t f a i l i n g to 
acknowledge the e f f o r t s made, i n regard L"o other s i t u a t i o n s , to r e s t o r e I'espact 
f o r such r i g h t s , 

45. Moreover, i t would be i l l - a d v i s e d to give the Secretary-General's r e p o r t the 
short s h r i f t r e f l e c t e d i n d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n 1^/CÎÎ.4/1904/1.66/Rev. 1, The l a t t e r ' s 
general tone i m p l i e d t h a t human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s were i m p l i c i t i n a p a r t i c u . l a r 
ideology; the I n d i a n d e l e g a t i o n had no wish to be placed i n the p o s i t i o n of 
endorsing such a view. 

46. S i r Anthony WILLIAMS (United Kingdom) s a i d that h i s delegation's views on the 
s i t u a t i o n i n Poland had been expressed during the debate on the s u b j e c t , which vias 
w e l l r e f l e c t e d i n d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n S/CN.4/l984/'L.66/'Rev,l. His d e l e g a t i o n would 
vote i n favour of the l a t t e r j the S o v i e t d e l e g a t i o n had i n d i c a t e d t h a t i t would 
vote against i t . But both delega t i o n s had expected to be able to vote on the matter 
at the current s e s s i o n , since the Commission, i n doing so, would be v o t i n g on the 
b a s i s of a r e p o r t before i t - which would not be the case at a subsequent s e s s i o n . 
H i s d e l e g a t i o n , t h e r e f o r e , could not support the Cuban r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s p r o p o s a l , 

47. Mr. ATAtTGAUA (United Republic of Cameroon) s a i d that h i s Government, which was 
engaged i n c o n s t r u c t i n g a new, more moral and more l i b e r a l s o c i e t y , f u l l y supported 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community's e f f o r t s to ensure the f u l l enjojrment of fundamental 
r i g h t s . 

48. I t was c l e a r that himan r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s were t a k i n g place throughout the 
world, aggravated by the growth of вхтаеа c o n f l i c t s and the i n c r e a s i n g tendency of 
States to r e s o r t to armed f o r c e . The Commission should, as a matter of urgency, 
denounce the s i t u a t i o n p r e v a i l i n g i n southern A f r i c a , since t h a t was the s o l e 
instance i n which a regime had i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z e d the d e n i a l of Ьгдтап r i g h t s . The 
conduct of a handful of States had been c r i t i c i z e d i n the Commission, although i t 
d i d not f o l l o w t h a t other States' conduct was any b e t t e r . Some of the c o u n t r i e s 
i n c r i m i n a t e d i n the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s before the Commission merited p a r t i c u l a r 
s o l i c i t u d e , s i n c e they were the victim.s of i n t e r f e r e n c e by other Powers, livery 
e f f o r t should be made to e s t a b l i s h a dialogue w i t h those Governments to help them, 
through persuasion r a t h e r than condemnation, to r e s t o r e human r i g h t s where they had 
been v i o l a t e d . H i s d e l e g a t i o n thus supported those d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n s which sought 
to promote co-operation w i t h the Commission, eschewing i d e o l o g i c a l c o n f r o n t a t i o n . 
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49. Mrs. MACHziVELE (Mozambique) s a i d t h a t her d e l e g a t i o n would support the Cuban 
re p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s proposal. Mozambique b e l i e v e d i n u n i v e r s a l respect f o r human 
r i g h t s but a l s o upheld the r i g h t of a l l nations to t h e i r own p o l i t i c a l and 
i d e o l o g i c a l systems and opposed a c t i o n by the Commission which amounted to 
i n t e r f e r e n c e i n a sovereign State's i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s - a p o s i t i o n which her 
de l e g a t i o n had expressed a t the previous s e s s i o n , 

50. Mr, PERJANI (Libyan Arab J a m a h i r i y a ) , speaking i n explanation of vote, s a i d 
t h a t everyone was aware th a t i f d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n ii/CN ,4/ l984/L .66/Rev.l had had no 
p o l i t i c a l f e a t u r e s , i t would not have taken up so much of the Commission's time. 
H i s d e l e g a t i o n supported the Cuban motion t h a t no d e c i s i o n should be taken on the 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n a t the current s e s s i o n , s i n c e ' i t considered t h a t the P o l i s h 
Government should be encouraged to strengthen the steps i t had taken - notably i n 
the suspension of m a r t i a l law, the promulgation of the amnesty law and the 
amendments to the C o n s t i t u t i o n to allow P o l i s ] i workers to p a r t i c i p a t e w i t h the State 
i n s o l v i n g economic problems - to improve the gucxantees f o r respect f o r Ьгдтап r i g h t s . 
A l l those measures should encourage the Commission to agree to suspend i t s d e c i s i o n 
on the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , thus h e l p i n g to create a more favourable c l i m a t e i n Polc7nd, 

51. Mr, JANI (Zimbabwe), speaicing i n ejq^anation of vote, r e c a l l e d t h a t the 
Commission had decided to terminate i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the s i t u a t i o n i n a number 
of c o u n t r i e s because i t was s a t i s f i e d t h a t improvements had taken p l a c e . The 
r e p o r t of the Secretary-General on the s i t u a t i o n of human r i g h t s i n Poland 
(E/CN.4/1984/26) c l e a r l y showed t h a t improvements had taken place i n th a t country 
d i i r i n g the past year. The Commission should apply the two c r i t e r i a advanced by the 
A s s i s t a n t Secretary-General f o r Нглагп R i g h t s ; f i r s t l y , prudence - sin c e the 
s i t u a t i o n i n Poland was complicated and d i d not lend i t s e l f to sweeping judgements 5 
and, secondly, hope - since developments over the past year had been encouraging. 
On th a t b a s i s , the Commission must r e f l e c t verj-- c a r e f u l l y before talking a c t i o n , 
b e a r i n g i n mnd the need to apply the same standards to a l l the various s i t u a t i o n s 
before i t . 

52. As the neighbour of a country i n which the most serious forms of v i o l a t i o n of 
human r i g h t s were perpetrated, he was s u r p r i s e d at the z e a l w i t h which the sponsors 
had pressed the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n on Poland, He could not r e c a l l t h a t they had ever 
sponsored any r e s o l u t i o n against a p a r t h e i d , They had done so moreover, i n the case 
of a Government th a t was doing e v e r y t h i n g p o s s i b l e to improve matters. I t would be 
g r o s s l y u n f a i r i f the Commission took a c t i o n t h a t might malee i t d i f f i c u l t f o r the 
P o l i s h Government to co-operate w i t h i t i n the f u t u r e . H i s d e l e g a t i o n t h e r e f o r e 
supported the Cuban motion, 

53. Mr. BEAULNE (Canada) s a i d that the Cuban proposal was designed to prevent the 
Commission from t a k i n g a d e c i s i o n on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/l984/L .66/Rev.l; th a t 
would be g r o s s l y u n f a i r . I f a vote were taken, members would be f r e e to express 
themselves e i t h e r f o r or against the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . He would t h e r e f o r e vote 
a g a i n s t the Cuban p r o p o s a l , 

54. Mr. HAIES ( I r e l a n d ) , speaJcmg i n explanation of vote on the Cuban prorjosal, 
s a i d t h a t the Commission had had a l o n g and wide-ranging debate on item 12, c o v e r i n g 
human r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n s i n many pa r t s of the world. The debate had i n s p i r e d 
d elegations to submit r e s o l u t i o n s on some of the s i t u a t i o n s , i n c l u d i n g the one now 
before the Commission, on which many delegations had already commented and i n d i c a t e d 
the conclusions a t which they had a r r i v e d f o l l o w i n g the d i s c u s s i o n . They should not 
be prevented from r e f l e c t i n g t h e i r conclusions i n a vote and the Coimidssion should 
not be deprived o f the opportunity of talcing a d e c i s i o n on the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 
His d e l e g a t i o n would the r e f o r e vote against the Cuban pr o p o s a l . 
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55» Mr. SEKULE (Unitsd Republic of Tanzania), speaking i n explanation of vote, 
s a i d t h a t h i s d e legation would be guided by c o n s i d e r a t i o n s of i m p a r t i a l i t y , j u s t i c e 
and a deep sense of the cause of human r i g h t s , and would be expressing i t s e l f 
a gainst s e l e c t i v i t y . I t was important f o r the Commission to be c o n s i s t e n t i n 
s e r v i n g the cause of human r i g h t s and human d i g n i t y and to consider the matters 
before i t with a l l due o b j e c t i v i t y . His d e l e g a tion vjould bear those f a c t o r s i n 
mind when c a s t i n g i t s vote on the Cuban proposal. 

56. The CHAIRMAN i n v i t e d the Commission to TOte on the Cuban proposal. 

The United States of America, having been dravm by l o t by the Chairman, was 
c a l l e d upon to vote f i r s t . 

In favour; B u l g a r i a , China, Costa Rica, Cuoa, German Democratic Republic, 
I n d i a , Jordan, Libyan Arab Jaraahiriya, Mozambique, Nicaragua, 
Syrian Arab Republic, Ukrainian Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic, 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics, United Republic of Cameroon, 
United Republic of Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Zimbabwe. 

Against : Argentina, Canada, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, I r e l a n d , 
.Italy, Japan, Netherlands, P h i l i p p i n e s , Spain, Togo, United Kingd; 
of Great B r i t a i n and Northern I r e l a n d , United States of America, 
Uruguay. 

A b s t a i n i n g ; Bangladesh, B r a z i l , Colombia, Cyprus, F i n l a n d , Gambia, Kenya, 
Mau r i t a n i a , Mexico, P a k i s t a n , Rwanda, Senegal. 

58. The Cuban motion was adopted by 1? votes to 14, w i t h 12 a b s t e n t i o n s . 

S i t u a t i o n i n S r i Lanka (E/CN.4/1934/1.77) 

59. Mr. MAVRQMMATIS (Cyprus), i n t r o d u c i n g d r a f t d e c i s i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.77, s a i d 
t h a t members of the Commission had l i s t e n e d c a r e f u l l y to the statements made on 
the s i t u a t i o n i n S r i Lanka and on the measures taken to promote and p r o t e c t human 
r i g h t s and r e s t o r e harmony among the S r i Lankan people. At the same time, 
i n t e n s i v e exchanges of views had taken place i n order to produce a consensus 
d e c i s i o n . Those e f f o r t s had been s u c c e s s f u l and had r e s u l t e d i n the submission of 
d r a f t d e c i s i o n S/CN.4/1934/L.77, which was s e l f - e x p l a n a t o r y and representad an 
extremely d e l i c a t e balance. He appealed to the Commission not to d i s t u r b that 
balance. Ш11е b e l i e v i n g t h a t some e d i t o r i a l improvements might have bean made, 
the sponsors were of the o p i n i o n t h a t i t would be i n a d v i s a b l e to make any a l t e r a t i o n : 
and he appealed to the Commission to adopt the d r a f t d e c i s i o n as i t stood, without 
a vote. 

60. Mr. SENE (Senegal) s a i d t h a t the submission by S r i Lanka of the information 
i n i t s note verbale {E/CK.4/1984/IO) r e f l e c t e d the g o o d w i l l of the a u t h o r i t i e s of 
that country towards the Commission. I t had provided i n f o r m a t i o n on the p r o v i s i o n s 
of the C o n s t i t u t i o n , the s i t u a t i o n of the Tamil population i n matters of employment, 
education, s o c i a l and r e l i g i o u s f.reedoms and s e c u r i t y of property, and a n t i -
t e r r o r i s t measures. The document a l s o described the e f f o r t s to develop the 
northern and eastern regions of the country, and r e f e r r e d to c e r t a i n v i o l e n t events, 
i n c l u d i n g the presumed massacre of 55 persons f o l l o w i n g a mutiny. There viere 
c e r t a i n l y a number of problems t h a t gave r i s e to many questions, but h i s d e l e g a t i o n 
wished t o emphasize the c o n s t r u c t i v e measures taken by the Governmant of S r i Lanka 
to promote the necessary r e c o n s t r u c t i o n and r e c o n c i l i a t i o n . 



E/CN.4/1984/SR.57 
page 12 

61. The f a t e of the Tamils and of the S r i Lankan people i n general was of concern 
t o h i s d e l e g ation f o r h i s t o r i c a l , c u l t u r a l and humanitarian reasons. Afro-Asian 
s o l i d a r i t y was a fundamental instrument i n the s t r u g g l e f o r the l i b e r a t i o n of the 
t h i r d world. In h i s statement on v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s i n southern A f r i c a , 
he had emphasized the v i t a l r o l e played by Mahatma Gandhi i n the e a r l y years of 
the century i n combating i n j u s t i c e and r a c i s t oppression of the black population 
i n South A f r i c a . The c a l l f o r freedom of the peoples of Asia and A f r i c a had 
a l s o been marked by the a c t i v i t i e s of other eminent f i g u r e s , such as Sukarno, 
Nasser, Nehru and T i t o . Those f a c t s explained h i s country's d e d i c a t i o n to the 
non-aligned movement, whose President, Mrs. I n d i r a Ghandhi, was one of the most 
outstanding women of the contemporary world. 

62. Furthermore, h i s country shared the r e l i g i o u s b e l i e f s and the a s p i r a t i o n s to 
progress, freedom and d i g n i t y of many Asian peoples. Those m u l t i p l e t i e s explained 
the concarn of A f r i c a n s about events i n the Middle East, Afghanistan, Kampuchea 
and other Asian c o u n t r i e s . For the same reasons, Asians were a l i v e to events i n 
A f r i c a , s i n c e both c o n t i n e n t s were aware that t h e i r s o l i d a r i t y was e s s e n t i a l to 
world e q u i l i b r i u m . That could a l s o apply to the continents of America and Europe. 

65. F o l l o w i n g i t s independence, Senegal had f e l t the need to strengthen the bonds 
of s o l i d a r i t y and co-operation between As i a and A f r i c a . In that s p i r i t , i t had 
e s t a b l i s h e d r e l a t i o n s of f r i e n d s h i p and co-operation w i t h the Republic of I n d i a , 
s i n c e the Indian subcontinent was a focus of i r r e p l a c e a b l e c u l t u r a l values i n the 
cOTimon h e r i t a g e of mankind. 

64. The Senegalese people had sought the common c u l t u r a l r i g h t s shared by 
A f r i c a n s and Asians and based on the philosophy of Négritude, which represented 
the c u l t u r a l values of the black world, and on the b a s i s of which new l i n k s of 
mutual understanding and s o l i d a r i t y could be e s t a b l i s h e d . 

65. I n d i a and Senegal had together sought common values f o r promoting f r i e n d s h i p 
among t h e i r peoples. He had been r e s p o n s i b l e f o r s e v e r a l years f o r o r g a n i z i n g 
co-operation between the two c o u n t r i e s w i t h the a s s i s t a n c e of the Rector of the 
U n i v e r s i t y o f Madras and o t h e r s . Co-operation had been e s t a b l i s h e d among research 
workers i n s t u d y i n g the c i v i l i z a t i o n of the Dravidians i n south I n d i a , whose 
Negro o r i g i n s had been e s t a b l i s h e d . The r e s u l t s of the research had shown 
s u r p r i s i n g a f f i n i t i e s between the Indian Tamils and the Senegalese Vfolofs. Other 
research, i n c l u d i n g t h a t of Indian research workers, had l e d t o s i m i l a r c o n c l u s i o n s . 

66. That explained h i s delegation's i n t e r e s t i n the c u l t u r a l i d e n t i t y of the 
Tamils. At the second World F e s t i v a l o f Negro A r t s i n Lagos, Tamil i n t e l l e c t u a l s 
had been i n c l u d e d i n the Senegalese d e l e g a t i o n t o a meeting i n which bla c k s from 
a l l over the world had p a r t i c i p a t e d . Tha Lagos f e s t i v a l , which had been the 
l a r g e s t gathering of i t s k i n d i n recent h i s t o r y , had been designed to promote 
c u l t u r a l understanding among a l l r a c e s . 

67. A l l those f a c t s showed the i n t e r e s t which the Senegalese people attached to 
co-existence among races and e t h n i c and r e l i g i o u s groups with a view to ensuring 
the g r e a t e s t p o s s i b l e respect f o r the human r i g h t s of a l l m i n o r i t i e s i n a l l 
c o u n t r i e s and c o n t i n e n t s . That was a fundamental r u l e of law based on the 
Charter of the tJnited Nations, the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Rights, the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights and the conventions to which h i s Government 
had subscribed. I t r e f l e c t e d an a t t i t u d e based on humanism, whose p r i n c i p l e s 
should be followed i n a determined and p a t i e n t search f o r peace and concord. 
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68. Such was h i s country's f e r v e n t hope f o r i t s e l f and f o r S r i Lanka - a 
parliamentary democracy whose charm and human resources commanded immense sympathy, 
confidence and f r i e n d s h i p throughout the world. A l l regions of the world, from the 
r i c h e s t to the poorest, had u n c e r t a i n t i e s about the f u t u r e . I f the r u l e of law 
was not respected, r i v a l r i e s and te n s i o n s would be accentuated and could lead to 
c o n f r o n t a t i o n and an end t o human e n t e r p r i s e . 

69. The u n c e r t a i n t y i n the minds o f most people a t the stormy t w i l i g h t of the 
second millennium should, however, be a f r u i t f u l source of r e f l e c t i o n and wisdom. 
Such u n c e r t a i n t y was new i n the sense t h a t i t had become world-wide and everyone 
had become aware th a t he was not alone i n f a c i n g the challenges c o n f r o n t i n g him. 
There was an expansion of the s p i r i t among peoples and persons who placed human 
r i g h t s a t the heart of t h e i r d i s c u s s i o n s , s i n c e i t was through respect f o r human 
r i g h t s t h a t r e a l s o l u t i o n s c o u l d be found to contemporary d i f f i c u l t i e s . 

70. To meet the s p e c i f i c a s p i r a t i o n s of i n d i v i d u a l peoples presupposed the 
e l i m i n a t i o n from the human s p i r i t o f i n t o l e r a n c e , e t h n o c e n t r i c i t y and r a c i a l 
p r e j u d i c e , i n c l u d i n g the most s u b t l e forms o f c u l t u r a l d i s c r i m i n a t i o n . His 
de l e g a t i o n was thus aware of the s i t u a t i o n o f peoples who had h i s t o r i c a l l y 
r e a l i z e d t h e i r n a t i o n a l u n i t y but had s i n c e become separated, and i t sympathized 
with the unhappy l o t o f those peoples, who were seeking t h e i r r e u n i f i c a t i o n . The 
tragedy of Lebanon, vihich had been t o r n by war f o r nearly a decade, deserved the 
Commission.'s a t t e n t i o n a t a time when i t s leaders were meeting i n an e f f o r t to 
regain t h e i r u n i t y . A s i m i l a r s i t u a t i o n p r e v a i l e d i n Chad, whose t e r r i t o r y was 
d i v i d e d i n t o two camps and which vras a source of serious a n x i e t y and concern. 
Such a f a t e should not be wished on any people, even on that represented by the 
de l e g a t i o n which had appeared to r e j o i c e a t the events i n S r i Lanka because t h a t 
country and two ot h e r s , i n c l u d i n g Senegal, were members of a s p e c i a l United Nations 
committee on the occupied Arab t e r r i t o r i e s . 

71. His d e l e g a t i o n wished the Government of S r i Lanka every success i n i t s t a l k s 
w i t h the p a r t i e s and m i n o r i t i e s i n v o l v e d , with a view to f i n d i n g a s o l u t i o n to 
the problems c o n f r o n t i n g them and b r i n g i n g about r e c o n c i l i a t i o n and harmony among 
a l l s e c t o r s of the p o p u l a t i o n . The Government o f S r i Lanka must be allowed to 
assume a l l i t s r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s without any ki n d o f i n t e r f e r e n c e , but with the 
a s s i s t a n c e o f f r i e n d l y c o u n t r i e s , p a r t i c u l a r l y I n d i a , with which i t had h i s t o r i c 
t i e s , and whose r e p r e s e n t a t i v e had a s s e r t e d i t s readiness to help. The Government 
of S r i Lanka, which had co-operated s i n c e r e l y with the Commission, could be 
t r u s t e d to complete the task i t had begun. 

72. His d e l e g a t i o n supported d r a f t d e c i s i o n E/CN.4/I984/L.77 and hoped that the 
steps envisaged by the Government of S r i Lanka to ensure r e c o n c i l i a t i o n and the 
maintenance and strengthening of a c l i m a t e of peace and harmony among the 
S r i Lankan people would b r i n g a l a s t i n g s o l u t i o n to the problem under c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

75. Mr. KARIM (Bangladesh), welcoming d r a f t d e c i s i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.77, s a i d t h a t , 
i n the course of i t s long h i s t o r y , S r i Lanka had embodied the highest values of 
human c i v i l i z a t i o n , harmoniously combining the p r i n c i p l e s of four great f a i t h s : 
Buddhism, Hinduism, Islam and C h r i s t i a n i t y . I t was a l s o one of the e a r l i e s t 
examples o f the f u n c t i o n i n g of parliamentary democracy and the r u l e of law i n the 
developing c o u n t r i e s . I t s long h i s t o r y of harmonious development and peaceful 
communal r e l a t i o n s would j u s t i f y the world community i n regarding the events o f 
J u l y 1985 as a momentary a b e r r a t i o n agf;ravated by the harsh g l o b a l economic s i t u a t i o n . 
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I t would be e n t i r e l y out of keeping with the h i s t o r i c a l record to look upon the 
events i n S r i Lanka as evidence of any pattern of gross v i o l a t i o n s of huraan r i g h t s . 
The Commission was aware that a structure of r e c o n c i l i a t i o n had been c a r e f u l l y and 
painstakingly b u i l t up by the Government of S r i Lanka. The r e c o n c i l i a t i o n process 
was Vieil under way and every shade of opinion i n the country was represented i n the 
t a l k s that were taking place. 

74* His delegation commended the constructive and far-sighted contribution of the 
Government of India i n launching the r e c o n c i l i a t i o n process. The present was a time 
f o r healing, for cooling of passions and for r e - e s t a b l i s h i n g harmony. The Commission 
and other i n t e r n a t i o n a l forums should r e f r a i n from passing judgement that could 
jeopardise the e f f o r t s f o r n a t i o n a l r e c o n c i l i a t i o n . 

75. Against that background, his delegation f u l l y endorsed the s p i r i t and substance 
of d r a f t decision E/CN.4/1984/L.77 and commended i t f o r adoption by consensus. In 
showing such s e l f - r e s t r a i n t , the v;orld community would reaffirm i t s f a i t h i n the 
moral and s p i r i t u a l capacities of the f r i e n d l y people of S r i Lanka to s e t t l e t h e i r 
differences and pursue a path of harmonious development. A l l nations and peoples 
with a genuine concern f o r the peace, welfare and progress of the region would not 
wish otherwise. 

76. The CHAIRMAN said that, i f there was no objection, he would take i t that the 
Commission wished to adopt draft decision E/CN.4/1984/L.77 without a vote. 

77. I t was so decided. 

Huraan rights and mass exoduses (E/CN .4/1984/L .78/Rev.l and L .85) 

7 8 . The CHAIRMAN said that Uruguay had been inadvertently omitted from the l i s t of 
sponsors of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/1934/L .78/Rev.l. 

79. Ms. MARTIN (Canada), introducing d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/1934/L .78/Rev.l, said 
that the r e l a t i o n s h i p between human rights and mass exoduses was p a r t i c u l a r l y 
noticeable i n developing countries, e s p e c i a l l y those of f i r s t asylum. The 
Coraraission should continue i t s e f f o r t s to cope with the increasing numbers of 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l refugees. Canada supported the Secretary-General's endeavours to 
that end. 

8 0 . Replies from Governments were the main means a v a i l a b l e to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community i n t a c k l i n g the question. Her delegation wished to thank the sponsors 
of the amendments i n document E/CN.4/1984/L.85 for t h e i r co-operation, and trusted 
that the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n could be adopted by consensus. 

8 1 . Ms. FLQREZ (Cuba) said that account should be taken of the fundamental causes 
underlying the migration of m i l l i o n s of people from the underdeveloped to the 
developed countries. Only thus could v i a b l e solutions be found. 

8 2 . The p r i n c i p a l causes of the phenomenon were the existence of oppressive, 
r a c i s t regimes, aggression, colonialism, Zionism, apartheid, and foreign 
i n t e r v e n t i o n and occupation. Account also had to be taken of socio-economic f a c t o r s : 
the serious i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic c r i s i s was having p a r t i c u l a r l y grave e f f e c t s on 
underdeveloped countries even as aggression against countries struggling f o r 
self-determination increased. 
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8 3 . I t was u n r e a l i s t i c to consider the problem of mass exoduses without taking such 
factors into account. The non-aligned countries had stated that the recession i n the 
developed countries had led to increased protectionism and reduced trade with the 
developing countries, which had worsened t h e i r debt-servicing and balance-of-payments 
problems. Those negative trends had been reinforced by the s o c i a l and economic 
consequences of the arms race and opposition to the new i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order. 
The r e s u l t i n g i n s t a b i l i t y threatened the s e c u r i t y of t h i r d world countries, rendering 
them more vulnerable to foreign intervention. 

8 4 . To f i n d a s o l u t i o n to the problem of mass exoduses, the United Nations should 
compel those responsible for the tragedy to halt i m p e r i a l i s t and c o l o n i a l i s t 
domination. E f f o r t s to p r e v e n t peoples from exercising self-determination should 
be countered, and those who sustained apartheid, Z i o n i s m , c o l o n i a l regimes, foreign 
occupation and economic and f i n a n c i a l repression should be condemned. 

85. It was e s s e n t i a l f or the humanitarian question of mass exoduses not to be 
exploited by those v/ho v/ould subvert the sincere e f f o r t s being made. A l l attempts 
at i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation should conform with the p r i n c i p l e s of the Charter of 
the Unitsd Nations, p a r t i c u l a r l y that of non-interference i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s 
of States. It was thus inappropriate to e s t a b l i s h new United Nations machinery on 
the problem of mass exoduses. 

8 6 . Draft re s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.78 had been vague, and had ignored the major 
causes underlying mass exoduses. That draft had also sought to put forward ideas 
on which very few countries had expressed t h e i r views. Many of the countries 
which had done so did not agree with the recommendations made by the Special 
Rapporteur. The o r i g i n a l d r a f t had also f a i l e d to mention the work done by the 
Group of Governmental Experts on International Co-operation to avert new flov;s of 
refugees, of p a r t i c u l a r s i g n i f i c a n c e since the Group intended to propose 
recommendations based on recognition of the need for i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation. 

8 7 . Her delegation was g r a t i f i e d that Canada had taken account of the amendments 
proposed by Cuba and other countries i n document E/CN.4/I984/L.85 and trusted that 
draft resolution E/CN.4/1984/L.78/Rev.l could be adopted without a vote. 

8 8 . The CHAIRMAN said that Bangladesh had joined the sponsors of d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.7S/Rev.l. If there was no objection, he would take i t 
that the Commission wished to adopt i t without a vote. 

8 9 . I t was so decided. 

Summary or a r b i t r a r y executions (E/CN.4/1984/L.32) 

9 0 . Ms. RASI (Finland), introducing dr a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.82, said that 
the practice of summary or a r b i t r a r y executions had been condemned several times by 
United Nations organs. The report prepared by the Special Rapporteur c l e a r l y 
indicated that the phenomenon v/as widespread and that respect for the r i g h t to 
l i f e was f a r from being a universal r e a l i t y . There had been reports of thousands 
of instances of summary or a r b i t r a r y execution i n I983. 
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91. The Commission should continue to keep the matter under review. The d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n would continue the S p e c i a l Rapporteur's mandate. I t was important 
f o r him, i n d i s c h a r g i n g that mandate, to gi v e s p e c i a l a t t e n t i o n to s i t u a t i o n s where 
there was an imminent t h r e a t of suranary execution. The S p e c i a l Rapporteur should 
continue to co-operation with Governments, United Nations bodies, r e g i o n a l 
intergovernmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s and non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s . The i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community had to work together to e l i m i n a t e summary or a r b i t r a r y executions. The 
sponsors of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n hoped th a t i t could be adopted without a vote, 
since i t provided a sound basis f o r work towards the common goal of f u l l respect 
f o r the r i g h t t o l i f e . 

92. The CHAIRMAN s a i d t h a t , i f there was no o b j e c t i o n , he would take i t t h a t the 
Commission wished to adopt d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.82 without a vote. 

93• I t was so decided. 

Use of chemical weapons (E/CN.4/1984/L.85/Rev.l) 

94. The CHAIRMAN s a i d i t was h i s understanding t h a t the Commission would not take 
a c t i o n on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.85/Rev.l. 

S i t u a t i o n i n E q u a t o r i a l Guinea (E/CN.4/1984/L.84 and L .96) 

95. Mr. SEGURA (Costa R i c a ) , i n t r o d u c i n g d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1934/L.84, 
together w i t h the re l e v a n t statement o f f i n a n c i a l i m p l i c a t i o n s (E/CN.4/1984/L.96), 
s a i d t h a t the S p e c i a l Rapporteur f o r E q u a t o r i a l Guinea had proposed a plan of a c t i o n , 
which the Government o f that country had accepted. The S p e c i a l Rapporteur had 
f u r t h e r suggested t h a t the implementation of the plan should be p e r i o d i c a l l y assessed. 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n proposed the appointment of an expert to study the matter, and 
requested the Commission t o keep i t under c o n s i d e r a t i o n at i t s f o r t y - f i r s t s e s s i o n . 
His d e l e g a t i o n hoped t h a t the d r a f t could be adopted by consensus. 

96. The CHAIRMAN s a i d t h a t , i f there was no o b j e c t i o n , he would take i t t h a t the 
Coramission wished t o adopt d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.84 without a vote. 

97. I t was so decided. 

98. Mr. HERNDL ( A s s i s t a n t Secretary-General f o r Huraan Rights) s a i d t h a t i t was 
the Secretary-General's understanding t h a t the plan of a c t i o n r e f e r r e d t o i n 
document E/CN.4/I984/L.84 was that proposed by Mr. V o l i o Jiménez, and t h a t , i f 
the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n recomraended t o the Economic and S o c i a l Council was adopted, 
the Council would approach the Government of E q u a t o r i a l Guinea to e s t a b l i s h whether 
i t was w i l l i n g to re c e i v e a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o f the Secretary-General to see how the 
plan o f a c t i o n was being implemented. 

The raeeting rose at 6.05 p.ra. 




