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The meeting was c a l l e d to order at 4«05 p.m. 

OTHER BUSINESS 

1. The CHAIRMAN announced taht the Commission had concluded i t s consideration of 
agenda item 12 (b) i n closed meeting. I t had studied the s i t u a t i o n of human ri g h t s 
i n Uruguay and had decided to discontinue consideration of the question under, the 
c o n f i d e n t i a l procedure established by Economic and S o c i a l Council 
r e s o l u t i o n 1503 (XLVIII). I t had also agreed that the relevant documentation might 
i n future be made public and had adopted a re s o l u t i o n submitting a d r a f t decision 
to that e f f e c t to the Council f o r approval. 

2 . Mr. DUBEY (India), speaking on behalf of the non-aligned countries, members of 
the Commission, stated that the presence i n the conference h a l l of two representatives 
of the Government of South A f r i c a e a r l i e r at the f o r t y - f i r s t session of the Commission 
was a matter of great concern f o r a large number of countries, i n c l u d i n g the 
non-aligned countries, members of the Commission. The representatives had gained 
entry to the conference h a l l on the basis of beige-coloured i d e n t i t y badges issued 
by the S e c r e t a r i a t to observers and they had occupied seats reserved f o r 
representatives of Governments and non-governmental organizations who had been 
granted observer status. Their presence.'--was c l e a r l y against rule 69 of the 
rules of procedure of the functional commissions of the Economic and S o c i a l Council 
according to which no Member of the United Nations that was not a member of the 
Commission might p a r t i c i p a t e i n i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s unless i n v i t e d by i t to do so. 
As the Assistant Secretary-General for Human Rights himself had stated i n the 
26th plenary meeting, the status of observer had not been accorded to 
South A f r i c a , nor had i t applied f o r such a status under rule 69 of the rules of 
procedure. The question then arose of under whose authority the representatives 
of South A f r i c a had been issued with i d e n t i t y badges f o r attending the Commission as 
observers when t h e i r Government had not even applied f o r observer status. 

3 . At the same meeting, the Assistant Secretary-General had. read out the following 
l e g a l opinion from the l e g a l counsellor: "Under rule 39 of the rules of procedure 
of the fun c t i o n a l commissions of the Economic and S o c i a l Council, meetings of the 
commissions are public unle'ss the body decides otherwise. A l l Member States have 
the r i g h t to attend p u b l i c meetings, whether or not they have been s o l i c i t e d or 
received an i n v i t a t i o n under rule 69 (1) and such representatives should be 
granted the f a c i l i t i e s to do so". That l e g a l opinion missed the whole point, because 
rule 39 simply provided that meetings Of the Commission were open to the public 
unless the Commission decided to hold them i n priv a t e : the ru l e was not designed to 
regulate the attendance or p a r t i c i p a t i o n of representatives of Governments that were 
Members of the United Nations. 

4 . The General Assembly had c l e a r l y decided to preclude the Government of 
South A f r i c a from p a r t i c i p a t i n g i n i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s ; that p r a c t i c e had since been 
f o l l o w e d I n the Council, i t s f u n c t i o n a l commissions and the s u b i i d i a r y bodies of 
the General Assembly. Even i f rule 39 of the rules of procedure was to be applied, 
those representatives who had not been allowed to attend or p a r t i c i p a t e i n the work 
of the Commission as members or observers could attend meetings only as v i s i t o r s 
i n the public g a l l e r y . 

5 . The practice followed u n t i l now had been that only the members of the Commission, 
observers, and authorized members of the Se c r e t a r i a t and the Press had been allowed 
ассезз to the conference h a l l i n which the Commission met. There had been instances 
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when the representatives of Governments including some Permanent Representatives 
had been prevented from entering the h a l l i n s p i t e of t h e i r having produced t h e i r 
i d e n t i t y cards because they did not have on them at that time the badges issued 
to members and observers regulating entry into the h a l l . The access provided to 
the representatives of the Government of South A f r i c a therefore amounted to a 
departure from that normal p r a c t i c e . 

6 . The Government of South A f r i c a had established and perfected a whole economic ; 
s o c i a l , l e g a l and p o l i t i c a l framework to deny the people of South A f r i c a t h e i r 
fundamental freedoms and human r i g h t s . Indulgence of the kind shown to i t s ' 
representatives could not but provide i t with further encouragement to pursue its-
abhorrent p o l i c y of apartheid. That went against the s p i r i t of a l l the resolutions 
and decisions adopted by the Commission, the Economic and S o c i a l Council and the 
General Assembly on the question of apartheid i n South A f r i c a . I t could also have 
the implication of s e t t i n g a precedent f o r the Government of South A f r i c a to claim 
s i m i l a r 3 t a t u s and thereby r e s p e c t a b i l i t y i n i t s p o l i c y of apartheid, i n other bodies 
and organizations of the United Nations system. The nort-aligned c o u n t r i e s that were 
members of the Commission therefore r e i t e r a t e d that the incident should i n no way be 
taken as a precedent. They regarded the access given to the representatives of the 
Government of South A f r i c a to the conference h a l l of the Commission as a lamentable 
aberration and Insisted that i t should never be repeated. 

7- He requested that h i s statement should be reproduced i n extenso i n the summary 
record of the meeting. ' •:.!•••.-••••. 

8 . The CHAIRMAN said that the statement by the Indian representative would n a t u r a l l y 
appear i n the summary record. 

9 . Mr. ATANGANA (Cameroon) stressed that the Indian representative had requested 
that h i s statement should be reproduced i n f u l l . 

10. The CHAIRMAN said that the Indian representative's statement would be 
f a i t h f u l l y reproduced i n the summary record. 

QUESTION OF THE VIOLATION OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS IN ANY PART OF THE 
WORLD, WITH PARTICULAR REFERENCE TO COLONIAL AND OTHER DEPENDENT COUNTRIES AND 
TERRITORIES (agenda item 12 ) (continued) (E/CN.4/1985/2; E/CN.4/1985/7/Rev.l; 
E/CN.4/1985/9 and ;Add.I; S/Cîï,4/19i*5/'1'7 to 21; : E/CN.4/1985/44 , 54, 57, "58 and 6 0 ; 
E/CN.4/1985/NGO/4, 8 , 13, 14, 15, 20, 21 , 25, 28, 29 , 34, 36, 38, 44, 5 0 , - 5 2 and 54; 
E/CN.4/1984/L.12/Rev.l and L . 3 0 ; A/39/635 and 636) 

11. Mr. KHERAD (Observer for Afghanistan) r e c a l l e d t h a t h i s country hà'd already 
provided the r e q u i s i t e c l a r i f i c a t i o n s and further détails on the' promotion and 
protection of human ri g h t s and the humanitarian and other measures i t had taken i n 
the economic and s o c i a l f i e l d since the Revolution. Respectful of the r i g h t s , 
democratic freedoms and dig n i t y of i t s c i t i z e n s , his Government was guiding 
Afghan society, without discrimination or oppression, along the road to peace, freedom, 
democracy, equa l i t y , progress and j u s t i c e . 

12. He therefore regretted that during i t s f o r t i e t h and f o r t y - f i r s t sessions, the 
Commission had, for s t r i c t l y p o l i t i c a l motives, become the arena for inadmissible 
i n t r i g u e and manoeuvring on the part of the i m p e r i a l i s t countries and t h e i r a l l i e s . 
Such detestable practices and malicious insinuations were part of a vast conspiracy 
by imperialism, and p a r t i c u l a r l y the imperialism of the United States of America, 
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against Afghanistan and the Afghan revolution i n f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n of established 
procedure and the elementary rules of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law: that might s e r i o u s l y a f f e c t 
the Commission's reputation and i t s c r e d i b i l i t y . By t a l k i n g about problems that did 
not e x i s t and by indulging i n malicious insinuations, the i n s t i g a t o r s of those 
manoeuvres were endeavouring to d i s t r a c t the Commission from i t s task and to prevent 
i t from studying the genuine and serious v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s f o r which 
imperialism, Zionism, fascism, racism and apartheid were responsible. 

13. The alleged s i t u a t i o n i n h i s country, which was a complete f a b r i c a t i o n by 
imperialism and reaction, would have never been brought'before the Commission had 
there hot been unwarrantable pressure by the enemies of the Afghan revolution who, 
on the pretext of defending human r i g h t s , were endeavouring--to tu-rn the heroic 
Afghan people away from the road i t had f r e e l y chosen, i n order to impose t h e i r 
hegenonistic i n t e r e s t s i n the region. 

14. I t was altogether deplorable that, i n order to serve the s e l f i s h and base 
ambitions of those c i r c l e s , a s u b s i d i a r y organ of the Commission,' composed mainly 
of j u r i s t s , had submitted a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n contrary to the procedure established 
by Economic and S o c i a l Council r e s o l u t i o n 1503 (XLVIII) and that i t had thus 
allowed i t s e l f to become'embroiled i n a campaign to denigrate the progressive p o l i c y 
of h i s Government; i t was equally regrettable that thé Commission had seen f i t to 
adopt r e s o l u t i o n 1984/54» thus i n t e r f e r i n g i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of a sovereign 
and non-aligned country. 

15. I f c w a s s t i l l more regrettable that on the basis of that r e s o l u t i o n , 
Mri Ermacora had been induced to commit, i n h i s turn, a f u r t h e r act of .ihter-ferenee 
i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of Afghanistan. The countries behind the campaign had ho 
h e s i t a t i o n about i n f r i n g i n g the p r i n c i p l e s of the Charter of the United Nations and 
the procedures they defended' so eloquently when i t suited them; c l e a r l y , that 
i l l e g a l and i n t e r v e n t i o n i s t a t t i t u d e , orchestrated by thé United States and i t s 
accomplices, was completely unacceptable. 

16. For that reason, his delegation had already rejected at the previous session a 
r e s o l u t i o n that was contrary to the procedures established under the binding 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments to which Afghanistan was a party, regarding the r e s o l u t i o n 
and the circumstances of i t s adoption as i l l e g a l , n u l l and void, p o l i t i c a l l y harmful 
and morally h y p o c r i t i c a l . Having stated that such an absurd r e s o l u t i o n was i n no 
way binding upon i t , h i s Government had immediately declined to p a r t i c i p a t e i n i t s 
implementation. 

17. As any State Member of the United Nations which valued i t s sovereignty would do 
i n the same circumstances, Afghanistan c a t e g o r i c a l l y condemned a farce whose authors' 
even could not deny that i t was r i d i c u l o u s and meaningless. 

18. The alleged report submitted i n document E/CN.4/1985/21 came about as the r e s u l t 
of an i l l e g a l r e s o l u t i o n , which r e f l e c t e d a t o t a l lack of understanding of the 
r e a l i t y i n Afghanistan and constituted a flagrant v i o l a t i o n of the Charter of the 
United Nations. That ti s s u e of l i e s , impertinence and inventions was not the 
outcome of p o l i t i c a l short-sightedness, which might be excusable, but of a w i l l to 
do harm which c a l l e d into the question the i m p a r t i a l i t y of i t s author, and which 
was a disgrace to the i n s t i g a t o r s of the s o - c a l l e d report. 
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1 9 . There was no need to examine i n d e t a i l a document invented from s t a r t to f i n i s h 
Ъу United States i m p e r i a l i s m and based on a biased r e s o l u t i o n . I t s u f f i c e d to 
say that Mr. Ermacora's pamphlet contained a s s e r t i o n s so. preposterous and so p a r t i a l 
that i t was q u i t e obvious that they were f a l s e , as the Commission could see f o r 
i t s e l f simply by reading i t . 

2 0 . That t i s s u e of l i e s which i n c i d e n t a l l y had been published i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Herald Tribune even before the Commission had been seized of i t , had been prepared 
from i n f o r m a t i o n emanating mainly from - i m p e r i a l i s t and r e a c t i o n a r y c i r c l e s and 
co u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r y b a n d i t s . I t would- be absurd to expect anyone .to regard 
i n f o r m a t i o n on the s i t u a t i o n i n Afghanistan issued- by the i m p e r i a l i s t s and t h e i r 
r e a c t i o n a r y and t e r r o r i s t lackeys as o b j e c t i v e and r e l i a b l e . . . N a t u r a l l y , A f g h a n i s t a n ' 
c a t e g o r i c a l l y r e j e c t e d the a l l e g a t i o n s which were as despicable as the pressure put 
on . c e r t a i n delegations to induce them to support the United States of America and 
i t s accomplices i n t h e i r anti-Afghan propaganda campaign. 

2 1 . To conceal the r e a l s t a t e of a f f a i r s , the vast i m p e r i a l i s t and hegemonist 
propaganda machine now used l i b e l on an unprecedented s c a l e . I f the l i e s thus 
c i r c u l a t e d were to be b e l i e v e d , most of the leaders of the Democratic Republic of 
Afghanistan had been k i l l e d not once but s e v e r a l times '5 i n -the same v e i n , the' 
greater p a r t of the country was under the c o n t r o l by the c o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n , 
and a l l the towns and v i l l a g e s had been completely razed 3 the armed f o r c e s had been 
a n n i h i l a t e d f i v e times over and the e n t i r e p o p u l a t i o n had been .wiped out not once 
but twice. R e a l i z i n g the p a t e n t l y r i d i c u l o u s character of such a l l e g a t i o n s , t h e i r 
p e r p e t r a t o r s had r e c e n t l y had recourse to other kinds of f l a g r a n t l i e based i n 
p a r t i c u l a r on an a l l e g e d shortage of f o o d s t u f f s . 

2 2 . A l l such l u d i c r o u s and insensate maneouvres would not prevent h i s country from 
co n t i n u i n g w i t h the major economic and s o c i a l changes i t had i n i t i a t e d . I t would 
a l s o r e s i s t the a l l i e d f o r c e s of the i m p e r i a l i s t s which were sowing death and 
d e s t r u c t i o n . I t was those f o r c e s and t h e i r supporters who were g u i l t y of 
infringements of human r i g h t s i n Afghanistan. 

2 3 . No one would deny the r e a l i t y of the undeclared'war being.waged against h i s 
country; . every day there was f u r t h e r evidence that State t e r r o r i s m had become 
an instrument e s s e n t i a l to the p o l i c y conducted by the United States of America and 
i t s accomplices against democratic A f g h a n i s t a n . The d e s t r u c t i v e and barbarous a t t a c k s 
mounted, mainly from P a k i s t a n , had i n f l i c t e d v e r y heavy lo s s e s on the Afghan people. 1 

Thousands of innocent people had been k i l l e d and p u b l i c and p r i v a t e p r o p e r t y (places'-
of worship, s c h o o l s , h o s p i t a l s , b r i d g e s , roads, e l e c t r i c power s t a t i o n s , h a r v e s t s , 
etc.) had been destroyed. The t o t a l cost of the d e s t r u c t i o n and damage caused by 
the crimes of the o o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r i e s was equivalent to three-quarters of the 
t o t a l investment in.development over the 20 years which had preceded the 
A p r i l 1978 r e v o l u t i o n . 

,24. Hundreds of m i l l i o n s of d o l l a r s and pounds had.been spent to r e c r u i t and t r a i n 
bands of c o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r i e s and to equip them w i t h ultra-modern weapons, 
i n c l u d i n g heavy weapons, which were, being used f o r the f i r s t time i n the region-,' to 
perpetrate acts of t e r r o r i s m against the peaceful people of Afgh a n i s t a n . There was 
abundant evidence to that e f f e c t : the Afghan army and s e c u r i t y f o r c e s had seized 
equipment, and captured and repentant mercenaries had confessed t h e i r crimes at 
press conferences organized i n Kabul by Afghan and f o r e i g n j o u r n a l i s t s . 
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25- The counter-revolutionaries, described by Mr.' Shultz as freedom-fighters of 
Afghanistan, did not f l i n c h at any crime: i n March 1984, á bomb had exploded i n a 
Kabul mosque during a service, k i l l i n g a number of people and i n j u r i n g over 20 moré 
and causing considerable material damage; i n A p r i l 1984, an explosive charge i n a 
Kabul cinema during the showing of a children's f i l m had led to c a s u a l t i e s ; i n June 1984 
a time-bomb had exploded i n a crowded Kabul t r o l l e y - b u s causing a large number of 
deaths of c i v i l i a n s ; on 31 August 1984, an explosion near the Kabul International Airport 
bu i l d i n g had caused 13 deaths and 207 injured, and an i n v e s t i g a t i o n had revealed that 
the CIA and the united States of America had been involved i n that crime; 
i n September 1984, a DC-10 of the Afghan a i r l i n e company, Ariana, en route from 
Kandahar with З Ю passengers on board, had been the target of a barbarous attack and 
only the courage and presence of mind of the crew had averted a d i s a s t e r ; on 
3 November 1 9 8 4 , the densely populated o l d p a r t of Kabul had been'hit by ro c k e t s launched 
from pads of Chinese and United States manufacture which had k i l l e d f i v e and injured 
l 6 persons and caused extensive material damage. Those few examples were only the 
most recent acts of terrorism perpetrated by the counter-revolutionary rabble i n various 
regions of the country. 

26. Those deeds of death and destruction and the "secret war" against h i s country were 
financed and directed by the United States of America which, i n the words of i t s leaders, 
admired, supported and encouraged the t e r r o r i s t crimes perpetrated against Afghanistan, 
whilst otherwise posing as a convinced enemy of terrorism and a defender of human r i g h t s . 
And, i n f a c t , United States leaders delighted i n expatiating i n and out of season 
upon freedom and democracy. But what l i b e r t y , what democracy were they seeking to 
e s t a b l i s h i n Afghanistan, when they armed t e r r o r i s t s to sow death and destruction 
i n the country, which had opted for a new s o c i a l and economic system based on progress 
and also made provision for perpetuating the best t r a d i t i o n s of i t s past h i s t o r y ? 

2 7 . An unshakable attachment to independence and national t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y could 
be seen i n the h i s t o r y of the Afghan people's struggle i n defence of i t s freedom, 
di g n i t y and sovereignty, and thus bore witness to i t s patriotism. Out of l o y a l t y to 
that t r a d i t i o n , the Afghan people was resolved to r e s i s t the secret war waged against i t 
by r e a c t i o n , imperialism and hegemony. That was why over s i x years of subversion, 
coercion and attempts at destabilization-, f l a g r a n t attacks and a complete economic 
blockade had not enabled i t s enemies to turn the i l l u s i o n s they cherished i n t o r e a l i t y . 

28. In s p i t e of a l l the d i f f i c u l t i e s created by armed rai d s from abroad, Afghanistan, 
r e s o l u t e l y supported by the majority of the population, had implemented a comprehensive 
programme of p o l i t i c a l , economic and s o c i a l reforms whose keynote was progress and 
which was already bearing f r u i t . Thus, for example the P a t r i o t i c National Front had 
consolidated i t s p o s i t i o n , the law on l o c a l organs of the administration and the 
authority of the State, by operating the j i r g a h system from the v i l l a g e to the 
p r o v i n c i a l l e v e l , allowed the people to p a r t i c i p a t e d i r e c t l y i n l o c a l and n a t i o n a l 
a f f a i r s through democratic e l e c t i o n s . The democratic evolution begun i n A p r i l 1978 was 
taking i t s course. After a b r i e f and sombre period of t e r r o r exercised by an 
i m p e r i a l i s t henchman and CIA agent, his Government had proclaimed, on 28 December 1979, 
a general amnesty r e s u l t i n g i n the release of 15,000 p o l i t i c a l prisoners, without 
any d i s t i n c t i o n as to c l a s s , r e l i g i o n , language, t r i b e , n a t i o n a l i t y , ideology or 
p o l i t i c a l leanings, i n the presence of Afghan and foreign j o u r n a l i s t s . 
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29. His delegation again stressed that a s e r i e s of r a d i c a l humanitarian measures 
had been enacted.in h i s country to ensure the r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms 
of Afghan c i t i z e n s , i n c l u d i n g : the a b o l i t i o n of a l l anti-democratic and 
inhuman laws; the cessation of a r b i t r a r y a r r e s t s , harassment and searches; 
the guarantee of the r i g h t to l i f e and s e c u r i t y of person,; respect f o r the 
p r i n c i p l e s of Islam and r e l i g i o u s r i t e s ; the equality of c i t i z e n s before the law 
and i n the economic, p o l i t i c a l , s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l f i e l d s ; protection of the 
family; the i n t e g r i t y of the i n d i v i d u a l ; respect for the p r i n c i p l e of peace and 
revolutionary order i n the country ; the guarantee of democratic r i g h t s and 
freedoms, inc l u d i n g freedom of expression, freedom of peaceful assembly and 
association; equal r i g h t s for men and women; the guarantee of the, r i g h t to work 
and to l e i s u r e , the r i g h t to education, health, etc., a l l r i g h t s , freedoms and 
guarantees set out i n Chapter 2 of the Fundamental P r i n c i p l e s of the . 
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan and i n other Afghan l e g i s l a t i o n . 

30. The general amnesty and the leniency and clemency i n general which his 
Government had shown towards those who had engaged i n counter-revolutionary 
a c t i v i t i e s and the pardons i t had extended to mercenaries were c l e a r proof of i t s 
humanitarian stance. 

31. His delegation, however, had to report that a small number of t e r r o r i s t s , 
lackeys i n foreign pay, who had continued to sow. disorder, thus, .threatening the 
l i v e s of innocent people as. well as s o c i a l peace, had been captured and promptly 
put on t r i a l i n conformity with the l e g a l r u l es and p r i n c i p l e s of the Afghan State, 
and the competent court had found them g u i l t y , i n the l i g h t of i r r e f u t a b l e 
evidence.. A number of those who had repented and pleaded g u i l t y had been pardoned; 
others accused of minor offences had been sentenced by the court to short terms of 
imprisonment and had been released on the occasion of the s i x t h anniversary- of 
the A p r i l r e v o l u t i o n , the New .Year f e s t i v i t i e s and r e l i g i o u s f e s t i v a l s . S t i l l 
others,, who had committed unpardonable and v i o l e n t acts of terrorism against innocent 
persons,, .had, been duly sentenced at public t r i a l s t o the penalties prescribed by 
law, since i t was e s s e n t i a l not only to combat terrorism and l o o t i n g but also to 
defend and,.protect the r i g h t s , fundamental freedoms and security of Afghan c i t i z e n s , 
especially,: t h e i r r i g h t to l i v e i n peace and to enjoy the protection of. the law i n 
respect of. t h e i r person and t h e i r property. 

32. There was no doubt that his country., which had acceded to the relevant 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l human r i g h t s instruments, was concerned to promote and protect human 
ri g h t s i n Afghanistan. I t was therefore unfortunate that, c e r t a i n information 
organs, h o s t i l e to i t , and which were well known and a so-called rapporteur were 
spreading f a l s e information about the s i t u a t i o n i n the country i n order to inflame 
public opinion and to cast suspicion on Afghanistan's unswerving, attachment to 
human r i g h t s and' fundamental freedoms. 

33• The new Afghanistan continued to go forward, and was determined to build a 
f l o u r i s h i n g and equitable society which would o f f e r i t s Muslim and revolutionary 
people a happy, and prosperous l i f e . I t would never allow i t s e l f to be diverted 
from the moral, code , i t had chosen and i t was.firmly resolved to r e s i s t pressure 
and in t i m i d a t i o n from abroad. 
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34- In view of those considerations and of the f a c t that there was no objective 
argument or the l e a s t vestige of. evidence against the Democratic Republic 
of Afghanistan, his,delegation f i r m l y condemned and rejected' the alleged, report, 
which was no more than a t i s s u e of l i e s and-again requested the Commission to 
discontinue an unwarranted - consideration of the alleged s i t u a t i o n of human r i g h t s 
i n Afghanistan, a country.,where democratic r i g h t s and freedoms were f u l l y 
guaranteed, and to put an.end to the pernicious i n i t i a t i v e s and tendentious 
manoeuvres aimed at e x p l o i t i n g the s i t u a t i o n i n Afghanistan for purely p o l i t i c a l 
ends. 

35* Mr. KOOIJMANS (Netherlands) said he wished to comment on one s p e c i f i c aspect 
of human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s , namely summary or a r b i t r a r y executions which, together 
with involuntary disappearances and.torture, formed an "Unholy T r i n i t y " , i n the 
sense that the three phenomena were often l i n k e d . 

3 6 . There was every reason to commend Mr. Wako, the Special Rapporteur on summary 
or a r b i t r a r y executions, on h i s very thorough study (E/CN.4/1985/17)• He should 
also be commended'for i n t e r p r e t i n g h i s mandate i n such a way that i n case of 
imminent summary or a r b i t r a r y executions, he immediately cabled the government 
concerned, appealing to i t , f o r purely humanitarian considerations, to ensure that 
the execution did not take place. The f a c t that only two of the 13 governments 
approached, and mentioned by name had responded, and that four others which had not 
responded had nevertheless commuted the sentences, might seem to be a poor r e s u l t . 
However, every l i f e that could be saved i n that manner counted, and his. delegation 
urged the Special Rapporteur to persevere i n the course he had undertaken. 

37- Nevertheless, h i s delegation had some reservations about some of the other 
p a r t s o f the report. At the previous session, i t had already noticed that the 
Special Rapporteur's second report (E/CN.4/1984/29) d i f f e r e d i n one important aspeGt 
from the previous one (E/CN.4/1983/16 and Add.l and Add.l/Corr), i n that there was 
no-longer a subchapter dealing with "allegations i n regard to s p e c i f i c countries". 
Instead, a new chapter had been included under the heading "Analysis of s i t u a t i o n s 
i n which a r b i t r a r y and summary executions usually take place", devoted to a 
d e s c r i p t i o n and a n a l y s i s of such s i t u a t i o n s ¿ without naming the s p e c i f i c countries 
i n which the summary or a r b i t r a r y execution had been c a r r i e d out. His delegation 
was disappointed to note that the current report no longer included a chapter of 
that kind. I t hoped that the chapter would be reintroduced i n the next report. 
His delegation also regretted the omission of names of countries i n chapter I I , 
e n t i t l e d "Protection of the r i g h t to l i f e : review of laws and s i t u a t i o n s " . That 
chapter was a c t u a l l y a summary of information concerning t h e i r national l e g i s l a t i o n 
which various Governments had transmitted to the Special Rapporteur. He wished to 
emphasize i n that connection, that h i s country had provided the Special Rapporteur 
with the information on the use of firearms by p o l i c e o f f i c e r s which appeared i n 
paragraph 53-

3 8 . His delegation had been p a r t i c u l a r l y interested i n annex V of the report, which 
contained an account of the Special Rapporteur's ' v i s i t to Suriname and to the J 

Netherlands i n July 1984. I t welcomed the f a c t that> a f t e r an e a r l i e r c a n c e l l a t i o n , 
the v i s i t had taken place and that the Surinamese a u t h o r i t i e s had given the 
Special Rapporteur assurances that he would be able to meet a l l the people hë wished 
to see and who wished to see him. I t thanked the Special Rapporteur f o r the 
thoroughness with which he had c a r r i e d out h i s mission of i n q u i r y i n Suriname and f o r 
hi s report, even though i t was not f u l l y s a t i s f i e d with i t . He r e c a l l e d that the 
t r a g i c events which had taken place i n Suriname on 8 and 9 December 1982 had compelled 
hi s delegation to express i t s serious concern about the human r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n i n 
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that country during the Commission's t h i r t y - n i n t h and f o r t i e t h sessions, and that 
had been the immediate cause of the Special Rapporteur's v i s i t . He further r e c a l l e d 
that h i s delegation had already drawn the Commission's at t e n t i o n , at i t s t h i r t y -
e i g h t h s e s s i o n , to the b r u t a l k i l l i n g of 15 prominent members of Surinamese s o c i e t y . I t 
shared the Special Rapporteur's conclusions that "the executions of 8-9 December 1982 
cannot be j u s t i f i e d and cannot but be considered summary or a r b i t r a r y " (paragraph 6 4 ) , 
according to the d e f i n i t i o n he had given i n h i s f i r s t report (E/CN.4/1983/16, 
paragraph 66) of the term " a r b i t r a r y execution": "the a r b i t r a r y deprivation of l i f e 
as a r e s u l t of the k i l l i n g of persons c a r r i e d out by the order of a Government or 
with i t s complicity or tolerance or acquiescence without any j u d i c i a l or l e g a l 
process. " 

39- His Government had taken due note of the f a c t that the Government of Suriname 
had not contested the findings of the Special Rapporteur, as was c l e a r from a note 
on the Special Rapporteur's report d i s t r i b u t e d by the observer delegation of Suriname. 

4 0 . The Special Rapporteur gave a d e t a i l e d account of the events i n Suriname a f t e r 
the m i l i t a r y take-over i n February 1980 and which had led to the k i l l i n g s of 
December 1982. Admittedly, while those k i l l i n g s should be seen i n the l i g h t of the 
p r e v a i l i n g circumstances, they could never be regarded as "necessary" 
(see E/CM.4/1985/17, annex V, para. 2 9 ) . His delegation found p a r t i c u l a r l y revealing 
the remarks made to the Special Rapporteur by some o f f i c e r s ("It was a question of 
eit h e r them or us") reproduced i n the same paragraph. • 

4 L I t was abundantly c l e a r from the Special Rapporteur's survey of the events 
between 1980 and 1982, and e s p e c i a l l y paragraph 17, that the m i l i t a r y leadership 
had gradually l o s t the support of the population and that i t was that f a c t , rather 
than an e x t e r n a l l y - i n s p i r e d conspiracy, that had led to the catastrophic events of 
December 1982. Was there any p l a u s i b i l i t y i n the argument put forward by 
Lieutenant-Colonel Bouterse, i n a'speech on.the evening of 8 December 1982, that 
there had been an attempted coup d'état "which was designed to r e s t o r e the s i t u a t i o n 
whereby a small economic élite would come to power and trample underfoot the 
i n t e r e s t s of the workers, peasants and masses of our people" (para. 30(b)) i f i t 
was borne i n mind at the same time that the hotbeds of counter-revolution were 
obviously the headquarters of the l a r g e s t trade union, two independent radio stations 
and the o f f i c e s of an opposition newspaper destroyed by the m i l i t a r y i n the night 
of 8 December 1982? In view of the events of 8 December 1982,' the statement made 
by the Association f or Democracy on 3 December, that"' "a stubborn attempt to Impose 
the w i l l of a small minority on a large majority ultimately ends i n the use of 
senseless violence" (para. 24) sounded i n retrospect l i k e a h o r r i f y i n g prophesy. 

4 2 . His delegation was not convinced by the version of the events of 8 December 1982 
that m i l i t a r y a u t h o r i t i e s had given to the Special Rapporteur, because i t was f u l l 
of i n c o n s i s t e n c i e s . To c i t e only one example, how could one believe that the 
s o l d i e r manning the Bren gun, who was held responsible for the shooting, might have 
f i r e d i n a moment of panic, caused by the noise of a i r c r a f t f l y i n g over 
Fort Zeelandia, when, s h o r t l y afterwards, a f t e r the executions had taken place, 
s o l d i e r s who were posted round Fort Zeelandia had been found dozing? No 
explanations had been given for the marks of torture v i s i b l e on the faces of at 
l e a s t one of the two persons who made a "confession'' on t e l e v i s i o n and on the 
bodies of the 15 victims which members of t h e i r f a m i l i e s and hundreds of other 
people had been shown the following day i n the h o s p i t a l morgue. 
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43» I t was t h e r e f o r e - h i g h l y r e g r e t t a b l e t h a t no.formal i n v e s t i g a t i o n had been made 
to determine the f a c t s . The f a c t that Major Horb, who according to. the a u t h o r i t i e s 
had o r i g i n a l l y been i n s t r u c t e d to prepare a r e p o r t , had been a r r e s t e d some time 
•afterwards and on 3 February 1983 had been found dead i n h i s . c e l l , could h a r d l y 
serve as an explanation why the i n v e s t i g a t i o n had not been resumed. H i s d e l e g a t i o n 
was at a. l o s s to. understand why no e f f o r t s ' h a d been made to. t r a c e the persons who 
had been present i n F o r t Z e e l a n d i a when'the s h o o t i n g had taken place. In a 
r e l a t i v e l y - s m a l l , town-like Paramaribo, that was c e r t a i n l y not an impossible task. 
H i s d e l e g a t i o n shared the S p e c i a l Rapporteur's view that i t was impossible to regard 
h i s a c t i v i t i e s i n that sphere as c o n s t i t u t i n g "a formal i n v e s t i g a t i o n which might 
correspond to o r replace the I n v e s t i g a t i o n s envisaged i n c r i m i n a l procedure i n the 
domestic, l e g a l ; system o r an inquest" (para. 1 4 ) . On the other hand, h i s d e l e g a t i o n 
f e l t that the---omission i n that instance on the part of the Surinamese a u t h o r i t i e s 
.was. c o n t r a r y to the o b l i g a t i o n s they had assumed under the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants 
on Human Rig h t s and the r u l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. 

4 4 . As h i s d e l e g a t i o n had a l r e a d y s t a t e d at the Commission's ..thirty-ninth s e s s i o n , 
the d e p r i v a t i o n of l i f e was.irrevocable and what was important now f o r the Commission 
and f o r the people of,Suriname was that the r u l e of law should be r e s t o r e d , and that 
.'.measures should be. taken so; that the events of December 1982 would not r e c u r and 
that safeguards should, be adopted or envisaged to enhance the p r o t e c t i o n of the r i g h t 
to l i f e . In that connection, h i s . d e l e g a t i o n noted w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n that the c i v i l 
and m i l i t a r y a u t h o r i t i e s had r e p e a t e d l y assured the S p e c i a l Rapporteur that 
e v e r y t h i n g would be done to prevent a recurrence of the events of December 1982 
(see s e c t i o n s P and G of annex V). Eut i t had noted w i t h concern that other people 
had expressed the f e a r that s i m i l a r events could happen again, should the m i l i t a r y 
f e e l that t h e i r power-was-threatened. I t was t h e r e f o r e a l l the more important that 
democratic s t r u c t u r e s should be e s t a b l i s h e d i n Suriname, p r o v i d i n g l e g a l procedures 
and l e g a l guarantees ; a p p l i c a b l e to a l l Surinamese, and whose form and substàïice" 'í'he 
people of Suriname should f r e e l y determine. 

45* H i s Government had.-noted with--appreciation the enactment of l e g i s l a t i o n 
e s t a b l i s h i n g a n a t i o n a l - i n s b i t u i e f o r human r i g h t s and thought that the d e c i s i v e 
f a c t o r s would, be , the- .mandate and. powers of that body. I t welcomed the 
d i s c u s s i o n s that had taken place between the trade unions, commerce and i n d u s t r y 
ana:-;.the- m i l i t a r y on the-,:development of a new c o n s t i t u t i o n a l s t r u c t u r e . I t had 
:taken::: note w i t h i n t e r e s t , o f the r e s u l t s of those d i s c u s s i o n s , although they had not 
d i s p e l l e d i t s concern. H i s Government was c e r t a i n l y not i m p l y i n g that Suriname 
should; r e t u r n to the pre - 1 9 8 0 system. I t had co-operated w i t h the Government of 
Suriname a f t e r the r e v o l u t i o n of February 1980 and o n l y the t r a g i c ' events of 
December 1982 had d i s r u p t e d that co-operation. H i s d e l e g a t i o n subscribed without 
r e s e r v a t i o n to the S p e c i a l Rapporteur's c o n c l u s i o n that "people may have d i f f e r e n t 
concepts of. democracy and of the democratic i n s t i t u t i o n s and processes that are 
s u i t a b l e f o r Suriname" and j u s t as f u l l y to h i s c o n c l u s i o n that " i t was u n i v e r s a l l y 
acknowledged t h a t , i n l o o k i n g to the f u t u r e , summary o r a r b i t r a r y executions can be 
prevented i f democracy i s r e s t o r e d " (para. 66 of annex V). I t was of primary 
importance that the Surinamese should be f r e e to express themselves. H i s 
d e l e g a t i o n t h e r e f o r e urged the Surinamese a u t h o r i t i e s to give the people of 
Suriname that o p p o r t u n i t y as soon as p o s s i b l e . The events of December 1982 could 
not be f o r g o t t e n , but they could be made par t Of an i r r e v e r s i b l e past. 
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4 6 . Mr. ROBERTSON (Australia) said he wished to begin by making a few remarks about 
the way the debate on the item under consideration had been conducted thus f a r at the 
current session. His delegation had l i s t e n e d with great i n t e r e s t to the statement 
made by the Uruguayan delegation at the preceding meeting and which was a p o s i t i v e 
source of i n s p i r a t i o n . I t welcomed the return of Uruguay to i t s democratic 
t r a d i t i o n s and was heartened by the human r i g h t s p o l i c y announced by the Uruguayan 
Government. 

47. States members of the Commission, observer delegations and non-governmental 
organizations had made statements on agenda item 12, some on s p e c i f i c s i t u a t i o n s or 
reports by the s p e c i a l rapporteurs and others on the procedures which governed the 
Commission's d e l i b e r a t i o n s . Thus, the Netherlands delegation had referred to the 
r e l a t i o n s h i p between the Commission's work i n open and closed meetings. Whether the 
discussions which took place i n open and closed meetings were s a t i s f a c t o r y or hot, was 
a matter f o r each delegation to judge. I t was none the le s s true that the way i n 
which the discussions were conducted was now an established p r a c t i c e . 

4B. His delegation commended the work of the s p e c i a l rapporteurs. The growing body 
of documentation on summary or a r b i t r a r y executions stood аз testimony to the advances 
which had characterized the Commission's debates i n recent years. It r e f l e c t e d the 
Commission's wish to pinpoint practices and s i t u a t i o n s involving gross v i o l a t i o n s of 
human r i g h t s . Perhaps a l l those practices and s i t u a t i o n s had not been examined, but 
many were e f f e c t i v e l y covered. Without sparking o f f controversy, but guided by the 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l human r i g h t s instruments, the Commission must continue to denounce, i n 
addition to the abhorrent practices which were unfortunately f a m i l i a r , those which 
were as yet unpublicized. 

4 9 . International public opinion played a c r i t i c a l r o l e i n discouraging human r i g h t s 
v i o l a t i o n s and the Commission's annual debate under agenda item 12 offered an 
opportunity to h i g h l i g h t c e r t a i n d i s t u r b i n g s i t u a t i o n s i n many parts of the world. 

50. In r a i s i n g a p a r t i c u l a r s i t u a t i o n , his delegation's i n t e n t i o n was not to 
c r i t i c i z e a p a r t i c u l a r country, but to help the members of the Commission towards a 
common appreciation of the events and of ways to bring an end to human r i g h t s abuses. 
Furthermore, i t placed the debate i n the context of the a c t i v i t i e s pursued by 
A u s t r a l i a to protect and promote human r i g h t s through d i f f e r e n t channels ( b i l a t e r a l , 
public and c o n f i d e n t i a l ) . It considered that much could be done i n a concrete and 
p r a c t i c a l way to a s s i s t i n the r e s o l u t i o n of problems that gave r i s e to human r i g h t s 
v i o l a t i o n s . 

51. A number of delegations had raised the issue of s e l e c t i v i t y i n the Commission's 
consideration of human r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n s . As h i s delegation had already indicated, 
there was l o g i c i n that complaint. Nevertheless, A u s t r a l i a would not draw back from 
i t s o b ligations to take a public stand on s i t u a t i o n s which merited consideration by 
the Commission. His delegation would point out i n that connection that the Commission 
had broadened the scope of i t s i n q u i r i e s i n recent years to cover a l l the regions of 
the world. 

52. At the same time, h i s delegation did not accept the argument that the 
Commission's debate on human r i g h t s should always maintain a general focus. I t must 
be borne i n mind that the United Nations i n large part owed i t s existence to the 
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b e l i e f that Governments had a duty to protect the i n d i v i d u a l against the kind of 
inhumanity too many people had experienced before the foundation of the 
United Nations. I t s a c t i v i t i e s were guided by that b e l i e f . I t would be a breach 
of the founding s p i r i t of the United Nations not to discuss a s p e c i f i c s i t u a t i o n 
which was p a r t i c u l a r l y d i s q u i e t i n g . 

53. With regard to the s i t u a t i o n s that Special Rapporteurs had examined, his 
delegation wished to emphasize that i t was of fundamental importance that a l l 
Governments should extend co-operation to the United Nations, and i t was concerned 
by the f a c t that several had not done so. 

54- The s i t u a t i o n i n Chile, which','had led the Commission to develop new procedures, 
remained of deep concern, mainly because of the new r e s t r i c t i o n s that the Chilean. 
Government had imposed on opposition movements i n 1984 and the réintroduction of a 
state of siege i n November. The hopes of "apertura n had been dashed. That setback; 
which had delayed the return to c i v i l i a n rule,, had caueed his Government to sponsor 
the r e s o l u t i o n on the s i t u a t i o n i n Chile adopted by the General Assembly at its' 
t h i r t y - n i n t h session and a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n on the same subject at the Commission's 
current session. 

55- - While developments i n E l Salvador gave some encouragement, serious v i o l a t i o n s of 
human r i g h t s nevertheless continued to occur. His Government, anxious to support a l l 
e f f o r t s towards reform, welcomed a number of p o s i t i v e measures taken by 
President Duarte. to combat the "death squads" and to i n i t i a t e a dialogue with the 
opposition. In other areas, however, much remained : to be done, p a r t i c u l a r l y i n view 
of the large number of c i v i l i a n c a s u a l t i e s i n m i l i t a r y operations and the need for an 
e f f e c t i v e j u d i c i a l system. I t was to be hoped that the a u t h o r i t i e s i n ÉÍ Salvador 
would heed the opinion of t h e ; S p e c i a l Rapporteur and the Commission and would step up 
t h e i r e f f o r t s to restore the protection of human r i g h t s . 

56. A u s t r a l i a had always supported the messages addressed to the Government of 
Guatemala. The human r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n i n that country ;remained.serious and his 
delegation was p a r t i c u l a r l y concerned at the continuing high l e v e l of v i o l a t i o n s i n 
urban" areas, the apparent breakdown of the judicial.system and the persistence of 
v i o l a t i o n s . i n the countryside,; due to m i l i t a r y a c t i v i t i e s . The holding of constituent 
assembly'elections and the plans for, p r e s i d e n t i a l e l e c t i o n s had created hopes that had' 
been f r u s t r a t e d , since the C o n s t i t u t i o n a l Government had s t i l l not been i n s t a l l e d . . 
His delegation urged the Guatemalan authorities,-to adhere to the new time-table and 
hoped that the Special Rapporteur's report (E/CN.4/1985/19) would encourage the 
Government to make further progress. 

57. ' In answer to a point raised by the Special Rapporteur, h i s delegation considered 
that he should continue to study the s i t u a t i o n of the refugees., which could constitute 
an important element i n the human r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n . In that connection, i t should 
not be forgotten that the Commission on Human Rights and the General Assembly had given 
a t t e n t i o n i n recent years to the l i n k s between v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s and mass 
exoduses, a phenomenon which should always be encompassed by s p e c i a l rapporteurs 
dealing with s p e c i f i c s i t u a t i o n s . 

58. For the f i r s t time, the Commission had before i t a report on the. s i t u a t i o n of 
human r i g h t s i n Afghanistan (E/CN.4/19.83/21) which drew at t e n t i o n to the widespread 
practice of t o r t u r e . The human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s which had been brought about by the 
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extensive armed c o n f l i c t i n that country were deeply d i s q u i e t i n g and j u s t i f i e d the 
proposal that the question should be brought to the a t t e n t i o n of the 
General Assembly by means of an interim report prepared by the Special Rapporteur. 

5 9 ' For several years, the Commission on Human Rights had been adopting 
resolutions on the s i t u a t i o n i n Iran, requesting the Iranian Government to permit a 
United Nations mission to v i s i t the country to examine the s i t u a t i o n at f i r s t hand. 
His country had sponsored a l l those resolutions and i t hoped that the Iranian 
a u t h o r i t i e s would now be ready to demonstrate t h e i r good f a i t h by authorizing the 
mission, which was j u s t i f i e d by the continuing reports of v i o l a t i o n s , including 
instances of summary and a r b i t r a r y executions, torture and persecution of minority 
groups, p a r t i c u l a r l y the Baha'i. 

6 0 . Recently, the Sub-Commission on the Prevention of Discrimination and Protection 
of M i n o r i t i e s had referred to the human ri g h t s s i t u a t i o n i n S r i Lanka, which had been 
a matter of close i n t e r e s t since the communal disturbances i n 1983- His delegation 
would welcome any information the S r i Lankan delegation could provide i n token of that 
Government's commitement to co-operate with the Commission. 

6 1 . In 1983, the Commission had for the f i r s t time adopted a r e s o l u t i o n about a. 
country i n Eastern Europe, Poland. At i t s preceding session, i t had decided by a 
narrow margin to take no a c t i o n whereas, i n the view of his delegation, the s i t u a t i o n ; 

i n that country, j u s t i f i e d continued examination. Although there had been 
improvements, for example the proclamation i n 1984 of an amnesty, i t had to be 
acknowledged that the s p e c i a l regulations which proscribed the exercise of a number of 
fundamental r i g h t s were s t i l l i n force, contrary to the obligations assumed by Poland 
under a number of i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments, i n p a r t i c u l a r the International Covenant 
on C i v i l and P o l i t i c a l Rights. 

6 2 . His delegation also considered that i t was not possible to overlook the s i t u a t i o n 
i n other East European countries, such as the USSR. The people and Government of 
A u s t r a l i a were concerned about human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n i n the B a l t i c States, i n 
p a r t i c u l a r the repression of i n d i v i d u a l s , engaging i n no more than the non-violent 
expression of national and r e l i g i o u s convictions. There wa.s also the repression of 
minority and ethnic groups i n other Republics, and i n that connection, the d i f f i c u l t i e s 
faced by Soviet Jews who wished to emigrate deserved p a r t i c u l a r mention. 

6 3 . On several occasions, the Commission had,concerned i t s e l f with the r i g h t to l i f e . 
A u s t r a l i a had made pleas f o r clemency i n several cases where executions were 
imminent, i n p a r t i c u l a r the execution i n Sudan of Mahmoud Mohammad Taha. 

6 4 . Item 12 of the Commission's agenda now included a new and very useful element, 
namely, the r i g h t and r e s p o n s i b i l i t y of i n d i v i d u a l s , groups and organs of society to 
promote and protect human r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms. The idea that everyone 
should be able to work for the f u l l enjoyment of human r i g h t s was inherent i n the 
concept of human r i g h t s . His delegation looked forward with i n t e r e s t to the study 
on the d r a f t p r i n c i p l e s to be elaborated on the subject and i t hoped that a l l those 
involved i n the work of the Commission would be prepared to contribute constructive 
comments. 
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6 5 . His d e l e g a t i o n ha.d al r e a d y had occasion to comment on the h i s t o r i c a l 
d i s p o s s e s s i o n and present s p e c i a l disadvantages s u f f e r e d by the indigenous p o p u l a t i o n 
of A u s t r a l i a . . His Government wa.s f u l l y aware of that s i t u a t i o n , and that awareness 
l e d i t to take a, keener i n t e r e s t i n the s i t u a t i o n of indigenous populations i n many 
pa r t s of the world, a.s r e f l e c t e d i n i t s support f o r the a c t i v i t i e s of the 
Sub-Commission Working Group on Indigenous P o p u l a t i o n s . The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the 
non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n , the Pour D i r e c t i o n s C o u n c i l , ha.d c o r r e c t l y r e c a l l e d 
the commitment ma.de by the A u s t r a l i a n Government t o pr o t e c t the human r i g h t s of the 
indigenous popula.tion of A u s t r a l i a . . The Commission co u l d r e s t assured t h a t the 
commitment, was r e a l . On '20 February 1985, "bhe M i n i s t e r f o r A b o r i g i n a l A f f a i r s ' ha.d 
announced., governmental proposals to provide a. framework f o r c o n s u l t a t i o n s w i t h the' 
State a n d ' T e r r i t o r y Governments, a b o r i g i n a l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s and other i n t e r e s t 
groups, mainly on the c e n t r a l i s s u e of l a n d r i g h t s . He assured the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of the Four D i r e c t i o n s Council that h i s Government wa.s committed to p o l i c i e s of 
self-determination'and t h a t , i n that s p i r i t , i t would see to i t that the a b o r i g i n a l 
people, was helped to achieve s o c i a l and economic independence at standards comparable 
to thé r e s t of the A u s t r a l i a n Community. 

6 6 . The CHAIRMAN announced that a f t e r the l i s t of speakers ha.d been c l o s e d , 
12 r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s ha.d a.sked to be added to i t . I n view of the fa.ct that they were 
so few i n number, he suggested that the Council should agree to give them the f l o o r . 
I f there was no o b j e c t i o n , he would take i t that the Commission a.ccepted that 
suggestion. 

67... . I t wa.s so decided. 
6 8 r Mr. SÓFINSKY" (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) i n q u i r e d which'rule of 
procedure the Chairman ha.d invoked i n d e c i d i n g to reopen the l i s t of speakers. He 
was s u r p r i s e d at such an i n f r a c t i o n of the r u l e s of procedure. 

69. ' ' The CHAIRMAN r e p l i e d that there had been no i n f r a c t i o n of the rules' of 
procedure since the Commission wa.s the master of i t s own procedure and no one ha.d 
objected t o l i i s suggestion. I f the Soviet r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ha.d'"been against i t , he 
should have made an o b j e c t i o n . 

70. 'Mr. DAOUDY ( S y r i a n Arab Republic) pointed out, f o r the b e n e f i t of the Soviet 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had been engaged elsewhere when the t i m e - l i m i t 
f o r closing,.the speakers' l i s t had been announced. Owing to the events 
c u r r e n t l y t a k i n g place i n the Arab world, the Arab Group, to which most of the-
12 speakers belonged, had deemed i t imperative to take part i n the d e l i b e r a t i o n s . 
His d e l e g a t i o n wa.s confident that h i s argument would not f a i l t o c a r r y weight w i t h 
the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s . 

71• The CHAIRMAN, having read' out the l i s t of 12 speakers, of whom on l y three 
represented non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s , Mr. SOFINSKY • (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t 
R epublics) agreed that they should be given the f l o o r . 

72. Hr. DbTLLON (In d i a ) s a i d that 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 S r i Lanka, at 
the "Commissi On i s f o r t i e t h session'had a u t h o r i z e d a, c e r t a i n mea.sure of optimism that 
the e t h n i c problem would be res o l v e d through s u i t a b l e p o l i t i c a l means, but the 
hopes had u n f o r t u n a t e l y been b e l i e d . A t the present time, the A l l P a r t i e s Conference 
had been a.djourned s i n e die without a c h i e v i n g any substantive progress and no f r e s h 
i n i t i a t i v e ha.d been undertaken. The f a i l u r e to reach a. p o l i t i c a l settlement and the 
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breakdown of the dialogue w i t h the m i n o r i t y Tamil community ha,d created a. c l i m a t e 
of c o n f r o n t a t i o n rather than c o n c i l i a . t i o n , l e a d i n g to a. growing s p i r a l of v i o l e n c e 
and counter-violence which had claimed the l i v e s of many innocent people. Several 
hundred people ha.d been k i l l e d i n S r i Lanka i n March. A p r i l , August, November and 
December 1984. 

73. Over recent months, the l i v e s of ordi n a r y c i t i z e n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the n o r t h 
and east, had been d i s r u p t e d , f o l l o w i n g the i m p o s i t i o n of a. s e c u r i t y zone i n the 
Jaffna. Peninsula which r e s t r i c t e d the movement of persons and v e h i c l e s . The food 
and economic s i t u a t i o n was l i k e w i s e d i s a s t r o u s . F r i c t i o n among the various 
communities ha.d escala.ted i n the n o r t h and east, and such an a.tmosphere bred hate 
and f e a r , emotions not conducive to a. s o l u t i o n . 

74» The s i t u a t i o n was p a r t i c u l a r l y sa.ddening f o r h i s country, which ha.d c l o s e t i e s 
of f r i e n d s h i p w i t h S r i Lanka, and which wa.s s u f f e r i n g the s o c i a l , p o l i t i c a l and 
economical repercussions of the ethnic problem o c c u r r i n g i n S r i Lanka. Over 200,000 
I n d i a n n a t i o n a l s , apart from the l a r g e number of persons of Indi a n o r i g i n , ha.d 
s e t t l e d i n S r i Lanka.; they had been a f f e c t e d by the ethnic c r i s i s , and that could 
not but cause a n x i e t y to the I n d i a n a u t h o r i t i e s . India wa.s a l s o a f f e c t e d i n other 
ways by the growing i n s e c u r i t y i n S r i Lanka. Thus, since e a r l y February 1985* i t 
ha.d been a d m i t t i n g a. growing number of Tamil refugees; over 6,000 ha.d already-
a r r i v e d i n India, and the i n f l u x showed no s i g n of ab a t i n g , f o r the s i t u a t i o n i n 
the n o r t h of S r i Lanka. ha.d d e t e r i o r a t e d to such an extent that Tamils were f i n d i n g 
i t d i f f i c u l t to remain there . India, a l r e a d y ha.d some 50,000 S r i Lankan refugees, 
and ea.ch new in f l u x " ma.de the burden heavie r . On humanitarian grounds, h i s 
Government ha.d granted them a.sylum, but i t could not o f f e r them a. permanent home 
and the s i t u a t i o n of those uprooted refugees, i n agony about t h e i r f u t u r e , wa's 
very d i s q u i e t i n g , 

75- His d e l e g a t i o n wished to s t a t e emphatically that the people and Government of 
India ha.d no i n t e r e s t i n exa.cerba.ting the e t h n i c problem i n S r i Lanka., c o n t r a r y t o 
what some people i n that country i m p l i e d . Indeed, the c o n f l i c t ha.d adverse 
consequences f o r India., which had eve r y t h i n g t o g a i n from a r a p i d s o l u t i o n to the 
problem. The r e s t o r a t i o n of f r i e n d l y and harmonious r e l a t i o n s among the communities 
would f a c i l i t a t e the r e t u r n of the refugees to S r i Lanka. The et h n i c c r i s i s i n 
S r i Lanka wa.s the outcome of a. number of problems which ha.d f e s t e r e d over the years. 
I n 1984» the S r i Lankan Government ha.d appeared to favour a. p o l i t i c a l approa.ch and 
ha.d i n v i t e d a l l the pa.rties concerned to negotiate at a conference d u r i n g which 
various proposals were put forward. At the end of 1984» President Ja.yewardene ha,d 
introduced d r a f t l e g i s l a t i o n p r o v i d i n g f o r some measure of d e v o l u t i o n of power, 
that the Tamils ha.d deemed i n s u f f i c i e n t ; they ha.d, however, been prepared to 
continue discussions,, but i n December 1984? the Government ha.d withdrawn the d r a f t 
l e g i s l a t i o n and terminated the dialogue. In the absence of n e g o t i a t i o n s , there wa.s 
a. danger of f u r t h e r outbreaks of v i o l e n c e . His d e l e g a t i o n hoped that the 
S r i Lankan Government would make f r e s h e f f o r t s t o seek a p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n , since 
there wa.s no a l t e r n a t i v e s o l u t i o n to the eth n i c problem i n S r i Lanka.. 

76. Mr. JAEGER (Federal Republic of Germany) s a i d that h i s country's C o n s t i t u t i o n , 
a.dopted on 23 June 1949» catalogued the r i g h t s that r e f l e c t e d the h i s t o r i c a l 
experience of the German people. S i m i l a r l y , the u n i t e d Nations human"rights 
instruments represented the h i s t o r i c a l s y n t h e s i s of many c u l t u r e s , which should be 
f u r t h e r supplemented by new instruments so a.s to respond to the needs of a l l 
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c u l t u r e s . That process should, however, a v o i d malting changes i n the i n t e r p r e t a t i o n 
or a p p l i c a t i o n of e x i s t i n g instruments. Furthermore, the f u l l r e a l i z a t i o n of a l l 
human r i g h t s r e q u i r e d j u s t l i v i n g c o n d i t i o n s f o r a l l people on E a r t h , 

77 • The ta.sk of the Commission on Human Rig h t s wa.s to encourage a l l c o u n t r i e s to 
implement the p r o v i s i o n s of the Un i t e d Nations instruments. To discharge tha.t ta.sk, 
i t must rea.ct immediately, courageously and s t e a d f a s t l y to human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s ; 
i t must a l s o a v o i d p a r t i a l i t y . The Commission's task remained a. heavy ones i n the 
previous year, despite the adoption of the Convention Against Torture and the 
r e t u r n of sev e r a l c o u n t r i e s i n L a t i n America, to democracy, the number of human r i g h t s 
v i o l a t i o n s ha.d remained d r e a d f u l l y h i g h a l l over the world. At the recent s e s s i o n 
of the General Assembly, the M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s of the Federal Republic 
of Germany had s t a t e d tha.t t o r t u r e was one of the most dreadful scourges of mankind 
and must be banished from the fa.ce of the E a r t h , On sev e r a l occasions, h i s 
country's M i n i s t e r f o r F o r e i g n A f f a i r s had proposed to the United Nations 
General Assembly the s e t t i n g up of an i n t e r n a t i o n a l court of human r i g h t s to' deal 
w i t h p a r t i c u l a r l y loathsome v i o l a t i o n s , such as t o r t u r e , a r b i t r a r y and summary 
executions and the disappearance of persons. H i s country had a l s o put forward a. 
proposal f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation to avert new flows of refugees. Among 
recent movements, he mentioned that of refugees from S r i Lanka., due to the 
v i o l e n t c o n f l i c t s i n that country, which had l e d many S r i La.nka.ns to apply f o r 
asylum, i n t e r a l i a . i n h i s country. 

78. 'Despite p o s i t i v e developments i n L a t i n America., the resumption of r e p r e s s i o n 
i n C h i l e must be r e g r e t t e d . The M i l i t a r y Government of that country had extended 
the s t a t e of siege on the very day the Commission ha.d begun i t s s e s s i o n . I n 
Guatemala., the e f f o r t s made by the Government and the dialogue i t had i n i t i a t e d 
w i t h the Church and o p p o s i t i o n groups should be acknowledged. Nevertheless, there 
continued to be numerous v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s . I n E l Salvador, 
President'Duarte had a l s o begun t a l k s w i t h the o p p o s i t i o n groups; the dialogue 
must be pursued-expeditiously since many ca.ses of human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s i n 
E l Salvador'were s t i l l b e i n g reported. D i s t u r b i n g human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s had 
a l s o been'reported in- Paraguay and i n other L a t i n American c o u n t r i e s , d u r i n g the 
Commission's c l o s e d meetings. The s i t u a t i o n wa.s a l s o d i s q u i e t i n g i n Cuba., where 
there were many p o l i t i c a l p r i s o n e r s . In'Nicaragua, the s i t u a t i o n of the I n d i a n 
p o p u l a t i o n ha.d been cause f o r concern f o r a number of years, but the l a t e s t report 
by the Or g a n i z a t i o n of American States i n d i c a t e d tha.t the Government wa.s g i v i n g 
b e t t e r p r o t e c t i o n to tha.t group. I t was a l s o to be hoped that Nicaragua, would 
comply f u l l y w i t h the democratic p r i n c i p l e s which ha.d been at the heart of the 
u p r i s i n g against the d i c t a t o r s h i p . 

79• His country appealed to the Government of I r a n to guarantee the f u l l enjoyment 
of the r i g h t s of a l l s e c t o r s of the p o p u l a t i o n , and i n p a r t i c u l a r the Baha.'i ' 
m i n o r i t y which was apparently c o n t i n u i n g to, be persecuted f o r purely, r e l i g i o u s 
rea.sons. • I n Af g h a n i s t a n , the wa,r was causing s e r i o u s v i o l a t i o n s every day, as-
shown i n the report i n document E/CN.4/1985/21. His country appealed to Af g h a n i s t a n , 
a.s one of the f i r s t c o u n t r i e s to s i g n the Convention Against Torture, on 
4 •February 1985» to a.ct i n conformity w i t h the standards to which i t had committed" 
i t s e l f . I n V i e t Nam, tens of thousands of people were s t i l l .being detained without 
t r i a l i n the "re-education camps". A n t i - * r e l i g i o u s r e p r e s s i o n was i n c r e a s i n g . The 
d i s r e g a r d shown f o r ba.sic r i g h t s wa.s causing on average n e a r l y 2,000 people to f l e e 
every month i n makeshift boats. Furthermore, V i e t Na.m continued to occupy Kampuchea., 
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where the war wa.s causing many refugees to f l e e i n the d i r e c t i o n of Tha.ila.nd. A 
d e l e g a t i o n of the Lawyers' Committee f o r In t e r n a t i onal Human R i g h t s , which ha.d 
v i s i t e d , Kampuchea, i n November 1 9 8 4 , ha.d come to the c o n c l u s i o n that thousands of 
p o l i t i c a l detainees were s t i l l b e i n g h e l d i n inhuman Condi.tions. 

80, - His d e l e g a t i o n ha,d a l r e a d y expressed i t s concern about human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s 
i n South A f r i c a , i n a. statement ma.de i n the Commission on I j February Г9З5. In Sudan, 
r e l i g i o u s f a n a t i c s were' Invoking t h e i r f a i t h as a ' j u s t i f i c a t i o n f o r a c t s of v i o l e n c e 
which negated b a s i c human r i g h t s . But the d i g n i t y of men as the c r e a t i o n of Cod 
wa.s a. value recognized by a l l the great r e l i g i o n s . I n Uganda., the p o p u l a t i o n wa.s 
c o n t i n u i n g t o s u f f e r from a c t s of v i o l e n c e both by the army and the g u e r r i l l a s . 
His. d e l e g a t i o n appealed to the Government of Uganda, to continue i t s endeavours to 
r e s t o r e pea.ce to the country. 

81. Human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s a l s o continued to occur i n the s o c i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s of 
Ea.stern Europe. The Soviet Union continued to prevent persons who were undoubtedly 
of German n a t i o n a l i t y from emigrating. There were a l s o numerous ca.ses of persons 
being a r r e s t e d or deported because they voiced personal p o l i t i c a l opinions or 
.campaigned f o r respect of human rights., One example among many wa.s that of 
Andrei Sakha.rov, the winner of the Nobel Peace P r i z e , The' s i t u a t i o n i n 
Czechoslovakia, w i t h regard to r e l i g i o u s freedom wa.s s t i l l a. matter of concern. I n 
Poland, the amnesty proclaimed i n the summer of 1984 c o n s t i t u t e d an important s t e p 1 

forward; i t vías to be hoped that the Government/ would take f u r t h e r mea.sures to 
promote n a t i o n a l u n i t y and p r o t e c t a l l i t s c i t i z e n s against a r b i t r a r y a.cts of 
v i o l e n c e . 

82......In h i s a.ddress to the Bundestag on 27 February 1985». "bhe C h a n c e l l o r of the 
Federal Republic.of Germany ha.d s t r e s s e d the Federal Government's duty to defend 
the human r i g h t s of a l l Germans. I n p a r t i c u l a r , h i s Government regarded i t a.s 
imperative, e s p e c i a l l y in. a. d i v i d e d n a t i o n , to create c o n d i t i o n s that would make 
boundaries more permeable. The C h a n c e l l o r ha.d declared that the Federal Government 
.did not want t o s h i f t boundaries, but to overcome them by working to a.chieve a. 
deeper sense of humanity and understanding w i t h a l l i t s neighbours i n the E a s t . 
He had welcomed the f a c t t h a t over 4 0 , 0 0 0 Germans from the German Democratic Republic 
had s e t t l e d i n the F e d e r a l Republic i n 1 9 3 4 . He had noted p o s i t i v e developments 
concerning t r a v e l to the German Democratic Republic and youth exchanges, but he ha.d 
appealed to the a u t h o r i t i e s of that country to make a. g r e a t e r e f f o r t to s i m p l i f y 
v i s i t s to the Federal R e p u b l i c . He concluded by appealing to a l l States Members of 
the United Nations and, i n p a r t i c u l a r , to those that were p a r t i e s to two 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights and other i n t e r n a t i o n a l conventions, to 
respect human r i g h t s i n order to promote i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation and pea.ce. 

8 3 . Mr. KLENNER ( German Democratic Republic) s a i d that he wa.s a.stonished that 
delegations which c o n s t a n t l y complained about the p o l i t i c i z a t i o n of the Commission's 
debates, wished i t at a l l costs to concern i t s e l f г-ri-th the r e v o l u t i o n under way I n 
Afghanistan. The previous month,, a. copy of Mr. Ermacora.' s report on A f g h a n i s t a n 
. (E/CN.4/1985/21). .ha.d been ma.de a v a i l a b l e to a. newspaper whose l e a n i n g s were 
w e l l known before i t . h a d been d i s t r i b u t e d to the Commission. Thai, act 
d i s c r e d i t e d the S e c r e t a r i a t , disregarded the code of conduct to which j o u r n a l i s t s 
were subject and encroached on the r i g h t s of the Commission i t s e l f . The' Ermacora. 
report d i d not i n t r i n s i c a l l y serve the cause of human r i g h t s ; on the contrary, i t 
served to i n f r i n g e the r i g h t of the Afghan people to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . His 
d e l e g a t i o n d i d not consider t h a i the report' r e f l e c t e d the p o s i t i o n of Austria., w i t h 
which h i s country maintained f r i e n d l y and m u l t i - f a . c e i i e d r e l a t i o n s . 
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8 4 . R e l a t i o n s between the Democratic Republic, of Afghanistan and h i s country were, 
developing s u c c e s s f u l l y on the b a s i s of a t r e a t y of f r i e n d s h i p and co-operation, 
concluded i n 1 9 8 2 . For seven ye a r s , the Afghan, people had been f i g h t i n g to overcome 
the p a i n f u l h e r i t a g e of i m p e r i a l i s t plundering and. i n t e r n a l t e r r o r i s m . The Ermacora 
r e p o r t , however, took no account of the r e v o l u t i o n a r y process. I t was based on 
information emanating from p o l i t i c a l l y b i a s e d o r g a n i z a t i o n s and persons, and i t d i d 
not quote governmental sources or i n f o r m a t i o n and opinions emanating from progressive 
non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s . Mr. Ermacora should have taken account of the 
socio-economic changes described by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Afghanistan and in. 
document E/CN .4/1985/NGO/12. He had not even bothered to c h a r a c t e r i z e the 
p r e - r e v o l u t i o n a r y s o c i a l , p o l i t i c a l and l e g a l order in. Afghanistan.. Admittedly, 
r e g r e t t a b l e i n c i d e n t s might occur i n the i n i t i a l stages of a r e v o l u t i o n ; that had 
been the case i n the Netherlands and i n B r i t a i n i n the seventeenth century, i n France 
and i n the u n i t e d States of America i n the eighteenth century and i n Russian and China 
in. the t w e n t i e t h century. The Chairman, of the Revolutionary Council of the 
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan, Mr. Babrak Karmal, had very p r o p e r l y acknowledged 
the e r r o r s committed during the i n i t i a l stages of the r e v o l u t i o n i n a. document 
e n t i t l e d "Achievements of the A p r i l R e v o l u t i o n i n Afghanistan" p u b l i s h e d i n Kabul i n 
I 9 8 4 . The S p e c i a l Rapporteur had announeed h i s i n t e n t i o n of c a r r y i n g out h i s mandate 
i n the most i m p a r t i a l and o b j e c t i v e manner, but he had based h i s r e p o r t e x c l u s i v e l y on 
views expressed by the enemies of the Afghan r e v o l u t i o n and.,, apart from the Fundamental 
P r i n c i p l e s of the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan, he had not drawn on a, s i n g l e 
source i n Afghan i stan. Ho had not even taken note of the 70 or so newspapers and 
magazines p u b l i s h e d . i n Kabul. I t was as though someone had sought to assess the great 
French R e v o l u t i o n by basing himself s o l e l y on the opinions of the French emigres i n 
Germany i n 1793. 

8 5 . U n l i k e i t s most eloquent c r i t i c s , Afghanistan was a party to the two I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Covenants of 1 9 6 6 , and was preparing to accede to the Convention Against Torture. I t 
was therefore subject to the r e p o r t i n g procedures set out i n those instruments. 
Consequently, there had been no reason a t . a l l f o r the Commission to appoint a ' s p e c i a l 
rapporteur on Afghanistan. In s p i t e of the campaign of hatred and undeclared war being 
waged against i t , Afghanistan had f r e q u e n t l y expressed i t s readiness to comply w i t h the 
p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l . l a w and to seek a peaceful s o l u t i o n . The mediation 
undertaken by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Secretary-General of the United Nations w i t h a 
view to n e g o t i a t i o n s between the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan., P a k i s t a n and the 
Is l a m i c Republic of Iran were steps i n the r i g h t d i r e c t i o n . In a d d i t i o n to supporting 
the mediation of Mr. Cordovez, Afghanistan had e s t a b l i s h e d d i r e c t contacts w i t h the 
Government of P a k i s t a n , and i t s proposals of 14 May 1980 and 24 August 1 9 8 I were 
c o n s t r u c t i v e i n i t i a t i v e s towards a settlement. His delegation t h e r e f o r e requested 
members, of the Commission, through the Chairman,, to r e c o n s i d e r t h e i r p o s i t i o n on the 
whole qu e s t i o n . 

8 6 . I n c o n c l u s i o n , r e f e r r i n g to the statement which had j u s t been made, by the"-
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Federal Republic of Germany, he argued that the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e i n 
question could not speak on behalf of the c i t i z e n s of the German.Democratic Republic. 
Any i n i t i a t i v e along those l i n e s was incompatible w i t h i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. Furthermore, 
any attempt to make the boundaries between the two German States more permeable i n f r i n g e d 
the r i g h t of the c i t i z e n s of the German Democratic Republic to l i v e i n peace. Siich a 
statement was not l i k e l y to f u r t h e r the r e l a t i o n s between the two German. St a t e s , which 
were sovereign S t a t e s . I t smacked of propaganda that should be avoided by a l l those who 
respected the existence of the two German. S t a t e s , i n order to prevent a war from ever 
breaking out again i n that part of Europe. 

The meeting rose at 6.25 p«m. 




