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The meeting was c a l l e d to order a t 6.10 p.m. 

FURTHER PROMOTION AND ENCOURAGEMENT OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS, INCLUDING 
THE QUESTION OF THE PROGRAMME AND METHODS OF WORK OF THE COMMISSION; ALTERNATIVE 
APPROACHES AND WAYS AND MEANS WITHIN THE UNITED NATIONS SYSTEM FOR IMPROVING THE 
EFFECTIVE ENJOYMENT OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS (agenda item 11) 
(continued) (E/CN.4/1984/22 and Add.1-2, 23, 56; E/CN.4/I984/L.3, L .25, L .89 , L .90 , 
L .92, L .102, L.104; E/CN.4/1984/NGO/24, 28, 54, 46; A/37/422) 

1. Mr. SOLEY SOLER (Costa Rica) s a i d that the adoption of the Charter of the 
United Nations and the Uni v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Huraan Rights had marked a new step 
i n e f f o r t s to give a greater dimension to human beings and improve s o c i e t y . The entry 
i n t o f o r c e of those instruments and the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Шшап Rights had 
given every i n d i v i d u a l the r i g h t to an i n t e r n a t i o n a l i d e n t i t y and had formed the basis 
which enabled the United Nations to f u l f i l i t s c l e a r mandate of p r o t e c t i n g and 
promoting human r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms. 

2. The e x i s t i n g mechanisms f o r p r o t e c t i n g and promoting human r i g h t s were not 
very e f f e c t i v e . The conduct of some Member States with regard to the r a t i f i c a t i o n of 
the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants and the Optional Protocol r e f l e c t e d a l a c k of p o l i t i c a l 
w i l l to implement those instruments s c r u p u l o u s l y . S i m i l a r l y , the c o n f i d e n t i a l 
procedures provided f o r under Economic and S o c i a l Council r e s o l u t i o n 1503 ( X L V I I l ) 
f o r c o n s i d e r i n g communications concerning v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s showed c l e a r l y 
t h a t , while the p r i n c i p l e s set f o r t h i n the Uni v e r s a l Declaration of Human Rights and 
i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants were u n i v e r s a l l y recognized, they were being f l a g r a n t l y 
ignored i n p r a c t i c e . That demonstrated the need to provide procedures with the 
necessary f l e x i b i l i t y f o r r a p i d irapleraentation. 

5. In that connection, h i s delegation wished once again to r e f e r to the idea which i t 
had f i r s t put forward 19 years p r e v i o u s l y f o r the establishment of a United Nations 
High Coramissioner f o r Huraan R i g h t s . In making that proposal i n 19б5, h i s d e l e g a t i o n 
had s a i d t h a t , through the p r e s t i g e which he would enjoy, the High Coramissioner would 
be i n a p o s i t i o n to o b t a i n o b j e c t i v e and r e l i a b l e inforraation on probleras concerning 
the irapleraentation of huraan r i g h t s instruments. He would be able to recomraend 
s o l u t i o n s to such probleras with greater f l e x i b i l i t y than had been the case so f a r 
under other procedures, would enhance the c r e d i b i l i t y of the United Nations with 
regard to the promotion and p r o t e c t i o n of human r i g h t s , and would make i t p o s s i b l e f o r 
that task to be c a r r i e d out i n accordance with the l e t t e r and s p i r i t of the Quarter. 

4. Two co n s i d e r a t i o n s were fundamental. F i r s t l y , the p r o t e c t i o n of e s s e n t i a l human 
r i g h t s was, i n accordance with the Charter of the United Nations, an i n e l u c t a b l e duty 
of the i n t e r n a t i o n a l coraraunity. Costa Rica b e l i e v e d that States had a c o l l e c t i v e 
r e s p o n s i b i l i t y to ensure the u n r e s t r i c t e d enjoyment of huraan r i g h t s and fundamental 
freedoms f o r a l l human beings, wherever they l i v e d . Secondly, no country could consider 
i t s e l f t o t a l l y exempt from probleras of human r i g h t s . His d e l e g a t i o n t h e r e f o r e welcoraed 
the f a c t t h a t the Sub-Coramission had subraitted a set of proposals concerning p o s s i b l e 
terms of reference f o r the mandate of a High Commissioner f o r Huraan Rights. In i t s 
view, any speeding up and improveraent of the procedures followed by the United Nations 
i n c a r r y i n g out i t s c l e a r mandate of promoting and p r o t e c t i n g human r i g h t s , would b r i n g 
the Organization c l o s e r to f u l f i l l i n g i t s commitment to mankind. Consequently, h i s 
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delegation, together with the delegations of Colombia and Peru, had submitted 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/I984/L.25 on the establishment of a post of United Nations 
High Commissioner f o r Human Rights. Costa Rica had for many years expressed concern 
at the slowness with which t h e i n t e r n a t i o n a l community reacted to serious v i o l a t i o n s 
of human r i g h t s , and was f i r m l y convinced that the establishment of a post of 
High Commissioner f o r Human Rights would help to solve the serious problems that arose 
i n that regard. 

5. It was d i s t r e s s i n g to hear the same arguments against the establishment of such 
a post expressed year a f t e r year. He pointed out that the question had been discussed 
for 19 years and appealed to a l l . countries to help e s t a b l i s h an i n s t i t u t i o n that 
would serve to ensure the e f f e c t i v e protection of human r i g h t s . Ihe work of the 
High Commissioner would be humanitarian i n character and he would be guided s o l e l y 
by an impartial concern f o r the promotion and protection of human r i g h t s and 
fundamental freedoms. 

6. In general, the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n followed r e s o l u t i o n 1983/36 of the Sub-Commission 
on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of M i n o r i t i e s . Operative paragraph 4 
described the manner i n which the High Commissioner could be elected and the annex 
set out his possible functions and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s . 

7. Mr. MACCOTTA (I t a l y ) said that his delegation had already expressed i t s support 
for the draf t r e s o l u t i o n contained i n document E/CN.4/1984/L.25. He expressed 
gratitude to the delegation of Costa Rica for submitting the dr a f t r e s o l u t i o n a f t e r 
so many years of discussion and debate. Since the question had been before the 
Commission since 1965, no one could say that Costa Rica's decision was a hasty one 
or that the question must be studied i n greater d e t a i l . Moreover, as requested by 
the Commission the previous year, the matter had been examined i n depth by the 
Sub-Commission, which had submitted a d r a f t mandate for the High Commissioner f o r 
Human Rights. It was therefore s u r p r i s i n g that the B r a z i l i a n delegation had put 
forward a proposal (E/CN.4/1984/L.89) requesting that a decision on the matter should 
be postponed u n t i l the next session. In his delegation's opinion the amendments 
submitted by the German Democratic Republic (E/CN.4/1984/L.9O) constituted a new 
draft r e s o l u t i o n which ran counter to that of Costa Rica. 

8. A number of arguments had been advanced by those opposed to the establishment of 
a post of High Commissioner. Some had said that i t would be appropriate to wait u n t i l 
the new organisational programme set up the previous year had demonstrated i t s value 
before considering the establishment of the post, while others had expressed 
misgivings about the budgetary implications of esta b l i s h i n g the new post. S t i l l others 
had thought that there might be some dupl i c a t i o n or a poorly defined r e l a t i o n s h i p 
between the High Commissioner and the Assistant Secretary-General f o r Human Rights. Several 
members of the Commission feared that the High Commissioner might intervene i n the 
in t e r n a l a f f a i r s of States and take action a f f e c t i n g the p r i n c i p l e of sovereignty. 
They also feared that the media might e x p l o i t cases of v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s 
for p o l i t i c a l purposes. 
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9. The f a c t that the D i v i s i o n of Нгшап R i g h t s had now 'become a Centre and i t s 
D i r e c t o r promoted to A s s i s t a n t Secretary~General had been welcomed w i t h s a t i s f a c t i o n 
by a l l member c o u n t r i e s , i n c l u d i n g h i s owi. The A s s i s t a n t Secretary-General and 
the Centre were doing val\iable work. However, a High Commissioner, e l e c t e d by 
the General Assembly on the nomination of the Secretary-General, vrould be i n a 
p o s i t i o n to intervene w i t h i n 24 hours, i f necessary. He would not have to wa i t 
f o r the Commission to meet or f o r the v i o l a t i o n s of hw<an r i g h t s t o w o r s e n b e f o r e 
i n i t i a t i o n of the lengthy proced-ures impo-sed b y t h e c u r r e n t s y s t e m . F o r example, 
i f a f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n of human r i g h t s o c c u r r e d i n a c o u n t r y i n A p r i l , i t w o u l d 
only be i n February the f o l l o v / i n g year t h a t t h e C o n r a i i s s i o n v jould examine i t . A f t e r 
r e q u e s t i n g the Secretary-General to a p p o i n t a s p e c i a l rapporte - u r , t h e Commission 
would r e c e i v e h i s r e p o r t only the year a f t e r t h a t , two years a f t e r t h e v i o l a t i o n . 
Members were only too w e l l aware of the l a r g e number o f s u c h c a s e s t b ^ t h a d o c c u r r e d . 
On the other hand, a High Commissioner could i n t e r v e n e i m m e d i a t e l y o n h i s own 
i n i t i a t i v e , i n c l u d i n g an on - t h e - s p o t i n q u i r y , i f t h e G o v e r n m e n t o f t h e coimt3?3'-
concerned gave i t s consent. The e f f e c t i v e n e s s a n d p r e s t i g e o f t h e U n i t e d Nations 
would be enhanced. That was one o f the m a i n advar^tages o f e s t a b l i s h i n g a p o s t 
of High Commissioner f o r Huma,n R i g h t s . The a d d i t i o i m l e x p e n d i t u r e i n v o l v e d w o u l d 
be minimal because the H i g h C o m m i s s i o n e r c o u l d make u s e o f the s e r v i c e s o f the 
Centre f o r Human R i g h t s , w o r k i n g i n c l o s e c o - o p e r a t i o n w i t h i t s D i r o c t o r . 

10. He wished to r e i t e r a t e t h e v i e w s he h a d expressed t h e p r e v i o - u s year c o n c e r n i n g 
f e a r s of 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 S t a t e s and. o f v i o l a t i o n s o f t h e 
p r i n c i p l e s of n o n - i n t e r v e n t i o n and sovereignty. The C h a r t e r o f the U n i t e d N a t i o n s , 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l agreements i n f o r c e a n d i n t e r n a t i o m l p r a c t i c e no l o n g e r iViade i t 
p o s s i b l e to adhere to outdated and o b s o l e t e c o n c e p t s , a s l ^ d b e e n t h e c a s e when 
State sovereignty had been a l e g a l and p o l i t i c a l dogma. Any i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
co-operation w i t h i n the United Nations i n v o l v e d the p l a c i n g o f l i m i t s on sovereignty. 
Moreover, the cases i n which the Secretary-General h a d intervened i n c r i s i s 
s i t u a t i o n s were q u i t e numerous. The proposed High Coïïmiissioner w o u l d be a k â s â of 
permanent s p e c i a l rapporteur| he w o u l d be e l e c t e d b y t h e Assembly o n t h e p r o p o ^ . a l 
of the Secretary-General, and the choice w o u l d n a t u r a l l y be governed b y t h e necessary 
g e o p o l i t i c a l G r i t e r . i a . 

11. I t a l y wished to be added to the l i s t of sponsors of d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CK , 4 / 1 9 8 4 /L . 2 5 , He s t r e s s e d that the d r a f t , i f a d o p t e d , would h a v e 
to be considered by the Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l a n d t h e n by t h e General A s s e m b l y 
before i t became op e r a t i v e . What the s p o n s o r s w e r e r e q u e s t i n g was n o t the i m m e d i a t e 
i n s t i t u t i o n of the post of High Commissioner but a d e c i s i o n o f p r i n c i p l e b y the 
Commission, which had been d i s c u s s i n g the question f o r 19 years. The f i n a l d e c i s i o n 
would be l e f t to the General Assembly, where a l l member c o m i t r i e c were present. 

12. Mr. 1ЕВАКШЕ (Uk r a i n i a n S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c ) s a i d that the Commission 
had already done a great deal of u s e f u l w o r k w i t h regard to t h e f u r t h e r improvement 
of the a c t i v i t i e s of the United Nations bodies concerned w i t h ensuring the e f f e c t i v e 
enjoyment of human r i g h t s . That work was described i n d e t a i l i n t h e document 
submitted by the Working Group. The r e l e v a n t r e s o l u t i o n s had been worked out i n 
the Commission on the b a s i s of general agreement and had been unaniro.ously adopted 
by thé Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l i n i t s r e s o l u t i o n 56/1979, I t had not yet been 
p o s s i b l e to reach agreement on a number of questions, but work on t h e o v e r - a l l 
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a n a l y s i s was c o n t i n t i i n g . In th a t connection i t was important to s t r e s s once 
again the v i t a l need f o r a l l b a s i c d e c i s i o n s concerning concepts, o r g a n i z a t i o n s 
and a c t i v i t i e s of the u n i t e d Nations system i n the hioman r i g h t s f i e l d to continue 
to be formulated and adopted on the b a s i s of consensus, t a k i n g i n t o account the 
d i f f e r e n t views expressed by Member S t a t e s , I t was only through such an approach 
t i i a t i t would be p o s s i b l e to achieve t r u l y e f f e c t i v e d e c i s i o n s . 

15, His d e l e g a t i o n could not f a i l to be concerned by the c o n t i n u i n g attempt of 
a c e r t a i n group of co u n t r i e s to impose on other sovereign States i t s own na,rrow 
views and to secure the adoption of d e c i s i o n s that were -unacceptable to many States 
on questions which were s t i l l a t the d i s c u s s i o n stage i n the Commission and i t s 
Working Group, He was r e f e r r i n g p r i m a r i l y to the question of the establishment 
of a post of High Commissioner f o r Human R i g h t s , a proposal which r an coimter to 
the Charter of the United Nations, i f only because an attempt was bein g made to 
have one person, an a d m i n i s t r a t o r , replace the p r i n c i p a l and s u b s i d i a r y o r ^ n s o f 
the U n i t e d Nations and to place tha.t person above those organs, which comprised 
representati^'es of States.. 

14« The idea of c r e a t i n g a post w i t h powers over State bodies was not new. The 
question o f the establishment of a post o f High Commissioner f o r Human R i g h t s had 
been on the agenda of the General Assembly from i t s twentieth to 
•twenty-eighth s e s s i o n s , and throughout that time i t had given r i s e to sharp 
disagreement and even c o n f r o n t a t i o n between Member S t a t e s , A t i t s 
twenty-eighth s e s s i o n , t h e r e f o r e , the Степега! Assembly had adopted without 
o b j e c t i o n r e s o l u t i o n 5156 ( X X V I I l ) , i n which i t had decided to in c l u d e i n i t s 
agenda, i n s t e a d of the question of a High Commissioner, the item on a l t e r n a t i v e 
approaches and ways and means w i t h i n the United Nations system f o r improving the 
e f f e c t i v e enjoyment of h-uman r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms. I t would appear, 
t h e r e f o r e , that the question o f e s t a b l i s h i n g a post of High Commissioner had had 
ins-'jifficient support and had conseq-uently been withdrawn from the agenda. I n 
recent years, however, attempts had been i n t e n s i f i e d to r e v i v e that i d e a , i n 
defiance of the views of many States and thus v7Íthout any prospect of a c h i e v i n g 
the necessary consensus. 

15» The establishment of a post of High Commissioner or some s i m i l a r s u p r anational 
body would mean i n the f i n a l anal3'-sis that human r i g h t s and freedoms would not be 
guaranteed by States but by a s p e c i a l l y created a d m i n i s t r a t o r , and States Members 
of the United Nations would thus have to reno-unce p a r t of t h e i r sovereignty. The 
aim -vras to undeimine and reduce the r o l e and s i g n i f i c a n c e o f the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
machinery already o p e r a t i n g i n that sphere of a c t i v i t y of the United Nations. The 
e x i s t i n g system of United Nations organs concerned w i t h h-uman r i g h t s questions, 
which was based on the Charter of the United Nations and the equal r e p r e s e n t a t i o n 
of S t a t e s , had alr e a d y demonstrated i t s e f f e c t i v e n e s s : i f i t was replaced by a 
s i n g l e person, States would be s u b s t a n t i a l l y precluded from d i r e c t p a r t i c i p a t i o n 
i n United Nations a c t i v i t i e s concerned w i t h human r i g h t s , In a d d i t i o n , the post 
of High Commissioner would i n e v i t a b l y be used not to p r o t e c t human r i g h t s but as 
a screen behind vrhich i t would be p o s s i b l e to i n t e r f e r e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of 
other S t a t e s . That was the o b j e c t i v e of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / 1 9 8 4 / L , 2 3 , which 
h i s d e l e g a t i o n r e s o l u t e l y r e j e c t e d , since i t s adoption viould have an extremely 
negative e f f e c t on i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation i n various f i e l d s . E f f o r t s to put 
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forward new arguments to support the o l d i d e a of the establishment of a 
s u p r a n a t i o n a l mechanism i n the human r i g h t s f i e l d could only harm the p r e s t i g e 
of the Commission, which had a l r e a d y elaborated appropriate measures and intended 
to continue i t s work on the o v e r - a l l a n a l y s i s of a l t e r n a t i v e approaches. Such 
a supranational body or post, i f e s t a b l i s h e d without the general agreement of 
a l l S t a t e s , would not be recognized by many of them, would i n e v i t a b l y become a 
means of b l a c k m a i l and i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the hands of the proponents of t h a t i d e a 
and would be d i r e c t e d p r i m a r i l y a g a i n s t those States which had expressed the 
view that there was no advantage i n c r e a t i n g such a post, 

16. A пгжЬег of delegations had already expressed doubts concerning the need 
f o r such a hasty d e c i s i o n on the establishment of a post of High Conmiissioner 
f o r Human R i g h t s and concerning the appropriateness or n e c e s s i t y of such a post 
i n g e n e r a l . Those doubts were strengthened by d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CK.4/1984/L.25, 
and h i s d e l e g a t i o n f u l l y shared the view of tlriose r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s who had warned 
the Commission against such a s h o r t - a i g h t e d approach. The most that the 
Commission could now do was to adopt a proced,ural r e s o l u t i o n , such as that 
submitted by the d e l e g a t i o n of the German Democratic Re p u b l i c (E/CÎT.4/1984/L.90), 
and continue i t s c o n s i d e r a t i o n of the e n t i r e question a t i t s f u t u r e s e s s i o n s . 

17. I f , despite the doubts and o b j e c t i o n s expressed i n the Commission,the 
proponents of the establishment of a post of High Commissioner decided to impose 
t h e i r w i l l on the Commission, h i s d e l e g a t i o n wished to s t a t e c l e a r l y that i n so 
doing members would be determining the l i m i t s , both geographical and s u b s t s i n t i a l , 
of the proposed High Commissioner's f i e l d of a c t i v i t y , since States a g a i n s t 
whose w i l l the post had been created would not recognize the Commissioner and 
would not co-operate w i t h him. 

18. I n h i s delegation's view, the o r g a n i z a t i o n a l s t r u c t u r e and e x i s t i n g 
c a p a b i l i t y of the United Nations system were f u l l y adeqxxate f o r d e a l i n g w i t h 
the question of the promotion and p r o t e c t i o n of Ьшпаю r i g h t s . The implementation 
of the g e n e r a l l y recognized norms i n t h a t f i e l d , enshrined i n numerous 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments, depended on the g o o d w i l l of every Member State and 
a l s o on f u r t h e r e f f o r t s aimed, at improving the e f f e c t i v e n e s s of e x i s t i n g bodies, 
procedures and mechanisms. H i s d e l e g a t i o n was prepared to continue co-operating 
i n c o n s t r u c t i v e work along those l i n e s , and i t t h e r e f o r e supported the proposal 
of the Commission's Working Group re g a r d i n g the p o s s i b l e c o n t i n u a t i o n of i t s 
work the f o l l o w i n g year. 

19. Mr. BIANCHI (Argentina) s a i d t h a t h i s Government had a s p e c i a l i n t e r e s t i n , 
and a commitment t o , the d i s s e m i n a t i o n of i n f o r m a t i o n on Ьгдпап r i ^ t s . 
V i o l a t i o n s of Ьитал r i g h t s were conmitted f o r various reasons, i n c l u d i n g the 
implementation of c e r t a i n p o l i c i e s which sought to ensure "State s e c u r i t y " , and 
ignorance. I t was the duty of c o u n t r i e s and of the United Nations to combat 
such ignorance u n t i l i t was e l i m i n a t e d . That should be done i n a l l s e c t o r s , 
from primary school through a l l l e v e l s of education to a p o i n t to which h i s 
d e l e g a t i o n attached great importance, t h a t a t which i n s t r u c t i o n s were given 
to State agents. 

2 0 . N o t i n g that the Secretary-General's r e p o r t (E/CN.4/1985/23) contained a 
d e t a i l e d d e s c r i p t i o n of the a c t i v i t i e s c a r r i e d out w i t h regard to p u b l i c 
i n f o r m a t i o n i n the human r i g h t s f i e l d , he expressed h i s delegation's s a t i s f a c t i c n 
at the work of the Department of Pi.iblic Information, i n p a r t i c u l a r i t s programme 
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f o r I 9 8 4 - I 9 8 5 . He endorsed the suggestion made by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Bangladesh 
that the United Nations u n i v e r s i t y should be used as a means of disseminating 
i n f o r m a t i o n on hxjman r i g h t s among the various i m i v e r s i t i e s i n the v/orld, and 
r e a f f i r m e d h i s Government's readiness to p a r t i c i p a t e a c t i v e l y i n that task. His 
de l e g a t i o n was i n favour of the establishment of a post of United Nations 
H i ^ Coramissioner f o r Human R i g h t s and sunoorted d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 / 1 9 8 4 /L . 2 3 . In 
h i s delegation's view, that proposal should be approved a t the current session» since i t 
vaa not new and had been approved by the m a j o r i t y of the experts i n the Sub-Commission, 

21. Mr. ALVAREZ-VITA (Peru) s a i d that h i s country attached s p e c i a l importance to the 
promotion of himian r i g h t s and to a l l measures to improve the e f f e c t i v e enjoyment of 
human r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms, such as tlie establishment of a post of a 
High Commissioner f o r Huraan R i g h t s , I n United Nations bodies and i n the 
Organization of American S t a t e s , Peru had supported a l l measures aimed a t 
strengthening i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e g a l i n s t i t u t i o n s i n order to improve the enjoyment 
of human r i g h t s . His d e l e g a t i o n V7a,s discouraged to note the t r a g i c p i c t u r e of 
the v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s , comprising a wide range of v i o l a t i o n s a gainst 
the most elementary human r i g h t s such as the r i g h t to l i f e , freedom of expression 
and freedom of r e l i g i o n i I t was e q u a l l y d i s c o u r a g i n g to note the d i f f e r i n g views 
expressed w i t h regard to the approach the Coramission should take to those 
v i o l a t i o n s . 

22. Developing c o u n t r i e s had to c r e a t e , maintain and promote the b a s i c p o l i t i c a l , 
economic, s o c i a l , c u l t u r a l and l e g a l elements necessary f o r the r e a l existence 
of and e f f e c t i v e respect f o r , human r i g h t s and fundamental freedoms. I n Peru, 
the people played a very a c t i v e r o l e i n the p r o t e c t i o n of human r i g h t s . Human 
r i g h t s were taught i n primaory and secondary schools and 'in i n s t i t u t i o n s of h i ^ e r 
l e a r n i n g , A n a t i o n a l p l a n was bein g c a r r i e d out f o r the dissemination of the 
Co n s t i t u t i o n s i t was intended f o r a u t h o r i t i e s , judges, members of the teaching 
p r o f e s s i o n and the p u b l i c i n general as a means of s t i m u l a t i n g i n t e r e s t i n and 
p r o v i d i n g i n f o r m a t i o n on fundamental human r i g h t s i n a l l areas. I n a d d i t i o n , a 
programme was bein g prepared to disseminate i n f o r m a t i o n on c o n s t i t u t i o n a l r i g h t s 
by r a d i o to persons i n communities which d i d not speak the Spanish language 
but Quechua. A t e x t intended f o r the teaching of human r i g h t s to pre-school 
c h i l d r e n had been published so that the Péruvien po p u l a t i o n would be informed, 
from the e a r l i e s t age, about i t s r i g h t s . The press was co-operating i n th a t 
endeavour and a n a t i o n a l d a i l y newspaper published a page devoted to human ugh t s , 

23. Such measures i n a developing cotmtry r e q u i r e d a great e f f o r t , p a r t i c u l a r l y 
i f account was taken of the cur r e n t d i f f i c u l t economic s i t u a t i o n , Peru, however, 
was aware that dissemination of i n f o r m a t i o n on hvraian r i g h t s was of p a r t i c u l a r 
importance f o r t h e i r promotion and p r o t e c t i o n , a f a c t t h a t had l e d i t to 
co-sponsor d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN ,4/ l9a4/L ,92 . 
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24. Peru welcomed the a c t i v i t i e s o f the united Nations intended t o encourage 
n a t i o n a l , r e g i o n a l and l o c a l arrangements f o r the p r o t e c t i o n and promotion of human 
r i g h t s i n conformity w i t h the United Nations t r a i n i n g programme i n the f i e l d of 
human r i g h t s , and considered that r e g i o n a l groups could make an important 
c o n t r i b u t i o n t o the cause of human r i g h t s . In that connection, i t b e l i e v e d t h a t 
p r i o r i t y should be given t o the f u r t h e r development of economic, s o c i a l and c u l t u r a l 
r i g h t s and the means f o r t h e i r enjoyment, and to the establishment of the new 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l economic order, so th a t more e x p l i c i t r e c o g n i t i o n would be given t o 
the v i t a l r e l a t i o n s h i p between human r i g h t s and development and to the 
i n t e r r e l a t i o n s h i p between human r i g h t s , peace and disarmament. 

25. Peru r e a f f i r m e d i t s g r a t i t u d e f o r the p o s i t i v e work done by non-governmental 
o r g a n i z a t i o n s with regard to the p r o t e c t i o n of human r i g h t s . I t f e l t duty-bound to 
express i t s concern at the way human r i g h t s questions were d e a l t w i t h a t times. 
In i t s o p i n i o n , the examination of human r i g h t s i s s u e s should be guided s o l e l y by 
con s i d e r a t i o n s of an e t h i c a l nature and they should not be used to achieve p o l i t i c a l 
o b j e c t i v e s which d i d not always take account of the primacy of human r i g h t s , 

26. His country attached p a r t i c u l a r importance to the establishment of a post of 
High Commissioner f o r Human Rights as a means of strengthening the r o l e of the 
United Nations i n the sphere of human r i g h t s . The task of the High Commissioner 
would not be t o judge and condemn but to promote respect f o r human r i g h t s and 
t h e i r e f f e c t i v e observance. The establishment of the proposed post would meet a 
very important need i n that area. His d e l e g a t i o n would th e r e f o r e be pleased to be 
a sponsor of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/1984/L .23, 

27. Mr. СОЕ (Four D i r e c t i o n s Council) s a i d that the most severe human r i g h t s 
problems f a c i n g indigenous peoples could best be resolved i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Court 
of J u s t i c e . For indigenous peoples, the l o s s of land had been the root of a l l 
other human r i g h t s probleras, s i n c e land meant a place i n which t o enjoy a degree 
of s e c u r i t y , t o move f r e e l y , and t o r a i s e c h i l d r e n without dependence on, or 
i n t e r f e r e n c e , from o t h e r s . Since the problem was t e r r i t o r i a l , the s o l u t i o n must 
be t e r r i t o r i a l as w e l l . His o r g a n i z a t i o n b e l i e v e d t h a t the Court was the body best 
s u i t e d t o determine, i n p a r t i c u l a r cases, the boundaries of the lands o f indigenous 
peoples, based on the p r i n c i p l e s announced by the Court i n i t s 1975 advisory 
opinion on Western Sahara. 

28. The t e r r i t o r i a l dimension of human r i g h t s was very c l e a r among A b o r i g i n a l 
A u s t r a l i a n s . In a r e s o l u t i o n adopted i n 1975, the Senate of the Commonwealth of 
A u s t r a l i a had conceded t h a t indigenous A u s t r a l i a n s were the o r i g i n a l owners of 
the c o n t i n e n t and had been dispossessed without any form of agreement, l e g a l 
proceedings or compensation. That a c t i o n , which had r e s u l t e d i n the d e s t r u c t i o n 
of f o u r - f i f t h s of the indigenous p o p u l a t i o n , had been taken on the pr e t e x t t h a t 
the e n t i r e continent had become the property of the United Kingdom from the 
moment the f i r s t B r i t o n had s e t foo t on i t . Of course, that obsolete idea r e f l e c t e d 
the racism of an e a r l i e r age. There had been so l i t t l e regard f o r the humanity o f 
A b o r i g i n a l A u s t r a l i a n s i n the l a s t century t h a t many had been k i l l e d and shipped 
to Europe as s c i e n t i f i c specimens. Many of those bodies were s t i l l i n Europe and 
had not yet been returned f o r b u r i a l i n t h e i r own l a n d , i n accordance w i t h t h e i r 
c u l t u r a l and s p i r i t u a l t r a d i t i o n s . 
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2 9 . In addition to the continued disregard for t h e i r land, Aboriginal Australians 
had had to s u f f e r r a c i a l segregation, formally repudiated by the Government only 
in 1975 and s t i l l a r e a l i t y i n the State of Queensland, infant mortality three times 
that of Euro-Australians and an average l i f e expectancy 20 years shorter, a 
disproportionate rate of criminal convictions and imprisonments, and the disruption 
of f a m i l i e s and communities through the removal and i n s t i t u t i o n a l i z a t i o n of 
Aboriginal c h i l d r e n . 

5 0 . By f a r the worst problems had involved the m i l i t a r y and commercial use of 
Aboriginal lands, endangering the l i v e s , health and r e l i g i o u s freedom of the people. 
From 1953 to 1959» for example, the United Kingdom and A u s t r a l i a had conducted 
nuclear bomb tes t s at Marralinga, i n t e r r i t o r y s t i l l occupied by Aboriginal people. 
No serious e f f o r t had been made to warn the people and hundreds had been overtaken 
by clouds of radioactive dust. While a great deal of public concern was now being 
expressed about the exposure of United Kingdom and Australian m i l i t a r y personnel 
to r a d i o a c t i v i t y from the t e s t s , there had been no public mention of the Aboriginal 
communities contaminated by the same b l a s t s . 

3 1 . In the Í96OS and 1970s» Aboriginal people had been threatened by the e f f e c t s 
of mining on t h e i r lands, which destroyed not only the people's health but also 
t h e i r sacred s i t e s and r e l i g i o u s freedom. At Noonkanbah, the Pea H i l l sacred s i t e 
had been destroyed i n I98O on the pretext of petroleum exploration. Following that 
blow to the c u l t u r a l i n t e g r i t y of the people of the Kimberley region, diamond 
miners had smashed the Barramundi Dreaming the following year. 

3 2 . Disregard for the land of Aboriginal Australians was also accompanied by 
disregard for due l e g a l process. When the Aboriginal people at Nabarlek had t r i e d 
to use the new National Aboriginal Land Rights Act to protect t h e i r sacred land, 
the Government had simply threatened to remove Nabarlek from the Act's coverage, 
s e l e c t i v e l y and r e t r o a c t i v e l y . Following the discovery that land reserved f o r 
Aboriginal people i n New South Wales had been alienated i l l e g a l l y , the Government 
of that State had merely passed l e g i s l a t i o n r e t r o a c t i v e l y v a l i d a t i n g the 
al i e n a t i o n s . 

3 5 . Although e f f o r t s were being made by the current Government to return land to 
the Aboriginal people, they would s t i l l not be able to stop mining on t h e i r land 
under the laws currently i n force. Furthermore, they could only reacquire land 
that was unoccupied and, i n the opinion of State or l o c a l o f f i c i a l s , not needed 
by Europeans f o r towns, mines or other purposes. His organization noted with 
p a r t i c u l a r concern that some of the transnational companies responsible f o r 
problems on the lands of Aboriginal Australians were of South African ownership 
or were also involved i n Namibia. 

3 4 . The Four Directions Council believed that e s t a b l i s h i n g the l e g a l f r o n t i e r s of 
indigenous land ownership would go a long way towards protecting the l i v e s , health 
and human r i g h t s of indigenous peoples generally. I t suggested that p a r t i c u l a r 
s i t u a t i o n s a f f e c t i n g the s u r v i v a l of indigenous peoples - e s s e n t i a l l y of a 
t e r r i t o r i a l nature - should be brought to the attention of the Economic Council and 
the General Assembly with the recommendation that they should be resolved through 
an advisory opinion from the World Court. 
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35, Mr. SbESZïNSKI ( C h r i s t i a n Democratic V/orld Union) s a i d t h a t , i n s t e a d of 
enjoying the achievements of s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n o l o g i c a l progress, people i n 
many c o u n t r i e s were deprived of l i b e r t y , were persecuted, disappeared without any 
t r a c e , became the t a r g e t of c r i m i n a l or Sta.te t e r r o r and were plunged i n t o 
squaloiir by abusive economic systems and i d e o l o g i e s . 

56. The Commission had examined cases of f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s on 
a l l tbe c o n t i n e n t s , but i t s d e l i b e r a t i o n s should not be confined to l i s t i n g the 
v i o l a t i o n s which had been committed and accusing the g u i l t y Governments. I t was 
e s s e n t i a l to discuss adequ^ate remedies to prevent those v i o l a t i o n s and methods 
f o r the genuine implementation of the vast amount of l e g i s l a t i o n that e x i s t e d 
on human r i g h t s , t a k i n g aocoiont of the true aim of the work of the Commission -
the e f f e c t i v e achievement of respect f o r those r i g h t s , 

57» H i s o r g a n i z a t i o n had since 1975 expressed i t s concein at the f a i l u r e to 
implement United Nations human r i g h t s instruments. At that time^ i t had submitted 
to the D i v i s i o n of Human Rights a proposal f o r the establishment of the post of 
High Commissioner f o r Human R i g h t s , I t s t i l l maintained that p r o p o s a l , which 
should, however, now include any proposal f o r the establishment of a United Nations 
body entrusted w i t h the task of v e r i f y i n g the implementation of United Nations 
human r i g h t s instruments and of a,ccepting and assessing complaints by c i t i z e n s 
concerning v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s by States or other c i t i z e n s . I n that 
connection, h i s o r g a n i z a t i o n expressed i t s s a t i s f a c t i o n at the work done by the 
Sub-Commission at i t s t h i r t y - e i g h t h s e s s i o n , p a r t i c u l a j r l y w i t h regard to the 
p o s s i b l e f u n c t i o n s and r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s of the High Commissioner. 

5 8 , The improved enjoyment of human r i g h t s everywhere depended p r i m a r i l y on 
the adoption of a number of measures to ensure t h e i r implementation. The f i r s t was 
the establishment of a post of High Commissioner f o r Human R i g h t s , a question on 
which h i s o r g a n i z a t i o n had al r e a d y expressed i t s views on s e v e r a l occasions. 

59» Secondly, the diu?ation of the Commission's work should be extended. World 
p u b l i c o p i n i o n was w e l l aware that an annual session l a s t i n g s i x weeks was 
e n t i r e l y inadequate. Together w i t h the Centre f o r Human R i g h t s , the Commission 
should f i n d ways and means to h o l d at l e a s t two r e g u l a r sessions a year, w i t h the 
p o s s i b i l i t y of convening a s p e c i a l s e s s i o n when necessary, thus extending 
United Nations v i g i l a n c e and ena-bling the United Nations i n s t i t u t i o n s concerned 
w i t h human r i g h t s to detect any v i o l a t i o n of human r i g h t s and to r e a c t immediately. 

40, T h i r d l y , the b i n d i n g nature of the missions e s t a b l i s h e d by the Commission 
to v e r i f y the v a l i d i t y of accusations made against a Government should be 
recognized and the Commission's mandate accepted without r e s e r v a t i o n by every 
Government, The r i g h t of sovereignty could not be invoked to prevent a m i s s i o n 
sent by the Commission from f u l f i l l i n g i t s duty, and the Commission should formulate 
a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n f o r adoption by the General Assembly on the sanctions to be 
taken against a Government which t r i e d to impede the work of such a m i s s i o n . 
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41. F o u r t h l y , Governments should be asked to e s t a b l i s h a n a t i o n a l post o f Ombudsman. 
Ihe Qnbudsman would enjoy the p r i v i l e g e s o f an independent judge, r e c e i v i n g a l l 
complaints concerning v i o l a t i o n s of human r i g h t s and handing down i n respect of 
those cases a judgement which would have the value o f a j u d i c i a l v e r d i c t . The 
Commission should e s t a b l i s h a working group t o prepare a t e x t s e t t i n g out the f u n c t i o n s s 
r i g h t s and o b l i g a t i o n s of a n a t i o n a l Ombudsman. 

42. F i f t h l y , p r o v i s i o n s should be drawn up f o r the implementation o f some a r t i c l e s 
of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights t h a t were i n s u f f i c i e n t l y e x p l i c i t . 
For example, one of the most important g u i d e l i n e s f o r the enjoyment of p o l i t i c a l 
freedom was set out 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 Rights. The c o n d i t i o n s l a i d down i n paragraph (b) of the a r t i c l e should 
be r e c a s t to ensure that e l e c t i o n s were held i n accordance w i t h the Covenant. In 
p a r t i c u l a r , the paragraph should guarantee that groups o f persons were able f r e e l y 
to present candidates f o r a l l e l e c t i o n s , t h a t candidates could have access to the 
media to present t h e i r views, t h a t every candidate could have a t r u s t e d 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e a t p o l l i n g s t a t i o n s , p a r t i c u l a r l y d u r i ng the counting o f b a l l o t s , 
t h a t every c i t i z e n enjoyed the r i g h t to vote f o r the candidate o f h i s choice or not 
to vote, t h a t the number o f votes should correspond to the number of r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s 
e l e c t e d , and t h a t every e l e c t o r a l system which t r i e d t o give a m i n o r i t y of seats to 
the m a j o r i t y of votes should be declared c o n t r a r y to the l e t t e r and s p i r i t o f the 
Covenant. 

43- The C h r i s t i a n Democratic World Ш1оп proposed t h a t a group of experts should be 
e s t a b l i s h e d t o prepare a l i s t of b a s i c p r o v i s i o n s f o r an e l e c t o r a l a c t , which should 
be observed simultaneously w i t h 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 Rights. 

44. Mr. MacDERMOT ( I n t e r n a t i o n a l Commission of J u r i s t s ) , r e f e r r i n g to the procedure 
provided f o r under Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n I503 ( X L V I I l ) , s a i d t h a t 
e i t a a t i o n s that revealed a c o n s i s t e n t p a t t e r n of gross v i o l a t i o n s o f human r i g h t s were by-
d e f i n i t i o n extremely s e r i o u s s i t u a t i o n s i n v o l v i n g m u l t i p l e v i c t i m s o f i n j u s t i c e 
whose need f o r r e l i e f was urgent. Unfortunately, under the r e s o l u t i o n , r e l i e f could 
never be given q u i c k l y . 

45. The s t a r t i n g p o i n t i n the procedure was a communication, which had to be 
submitted to the Centre f o r Human Rights by May or, a t the l a t e s t , June i n any year. 
Since the most d e t a i l e d submissions came from non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s which 
c o l l e c t e d r e l i a b l y a t t e s t e d i n f o r m a t i o n from différant sources, a communication 
reaching the Commission was l i k e l y t o r e f e r to events which had occurred between 
one and two years p r e v i o u s l y , i f not f ^ a r l i e r . The Centre then sent the communication 
to the Government concerned and requested i t to r e p l y . I f and when the 
Sub-Commission decided t o r e f e r the s i t u a t i o n to the Commission, the Government was 
i n v i t e d t o submit i t s observations. Therafore, the Government concerned would have 
had n o t i c e of the a l l e g a t i o n s i n the communications f o r at lr-»ast s i x or seven months 
before i t was consider¿d by the Commission. 

46. The f i r s t source of p o t e n t i a l delay was at that p o i n t . Some Governments might 
provide a sub s t a n t i v e r e p l y responding to the a l l e g a t i o n s i n time f o r the next 
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s e s s i o n of the Commission, while others might submit an inadequate r e p l y or not r e p l y 
at a l l u n t i l requested t o do so by the Commission. In that case, a f u r t h e r year 
would elapse before the Commission had before i t both the o r i g i n a l communication 
and the Government's r e p l y . That delay could be avoided by making i t c l e a r t o the 
Government concerned t h a t i f the Commission d i d not have before i t a s u b s t a n t i v e 
r e p l y vrtien i t met, i t would assume th a t the t r u t h of the a l l e g a t i o n s i n the 
communication was admitted. That would be i n accordance with the p r a c t i c e adopted 
by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights and by the Human Rights Committee 
i n cases considered under the Optional P r o t o c o l to 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 Rights. 

47• Another source of delay then arose s i n c e , where a s i t u a t i o n of systematic and 
gross v i o l a t i o n s was c o n t i n u i n g , f u r t h e r r e l e v a n t communications were l i k e l y t o 
be submitted t o the Centre, so that a f u r t h e r communication f i l e d , f o r example, i n 
October or November vrould not reach the Coramission the f o l l o w i n g February, but only 
one year l a t e r . His d e l e g a t i o n suggested t h a t any a d d i t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n i n such 
communications should be sent to the Government concerned enô r e f e r r e d d i r e c t to 
the Coramission and i t s Working Group on S i t u a t i o n s . 

48. The next stage was when the Coramission decided what a c t i o n t o take on a 
s i t u a t i o n , determining, i n t e r a l i a , whether the s i t u a t i o n required a thorough study 
by the Commission or whether i t might be the s u b j e c t of an i n v e s t i g a t i o n by an 
ad hoc committee. As f a r as was known, no case had ever been i n v e s t i g a t e d by an 
ad hoc committee, nor had any thorough study been reported t o the Council under 
t h a t procedure. The Commission might, of course, seek t o i n f l u e n c e Governments 
by conducting c o n f i d e n t i a l d i s c u s s i o n s with them, while r e t a i n i n g the p o s s i b i l i t y 
of a thorough study as a means of b r i n g i n g pressure on the Government, but i t was 
questionable whether the o b j e c t d e s i r e d was best served by that approach, s i n c e the 
Government concerned could p r o c r a s t i n a t e , sometimes over a period of years, thereby 
a v o i d i n g any p u b l i c exposure or condemnation. The c o n f i d e n t i a l procedure could thus 
become almost a c u r t a i n of p r o t e c t i o n , s h i e l d i n g the o f f e n d i n g Government frora the 
p u b l i c gaze and postponing any a c t i o n by the Commission frora year to year. A 
comparison of such cases w i t h the published r e p o r t s of s p e c i a l rapporteurs appointed 
under Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n 1235 ( X L I l ) or w i t h the r e p o r t s of the 
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights suggested that such reports were more 
l i k e l y t o i n f l u e n c e the conduct of the Government concerned. 

49- His d e l e g a t i o n urged the Commission t o consider a p p o i n t i n g a s p e c i a l rapporteur 
under the c o n f i d e n t i a l procedure whenever i t appeared that a s i t u a t i o n merited 
thorough study. The Government concerned would s t i l l have every i n c e n t i v e to 
co-operate with the s p e c i a l rapporteur so t h a t i t s account of tha s i t u a t i o n and i t s 
explanation of events rec e i v e d f u l l c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n the r e p o r t , i t would, however, 
be su b j e c t to c o n t i n u i n g pressure throughout the year while he was conducting h i s 
f a c t - f i n d i n g a c t i v i t i e s and preparing h i s r e p o r t . When the Coraraission examined the 
s i t u a t i o n the f o l l o w i n g year, i t i/ould have much f u l l e r i n f o r m a t i o n before i t and 
could then determine what r e p o r t and recommendations, i f any, should be forwarded 
to the Council and made p u b l i c . 

50. The fundamental p r i n c i p l e of j u s t i c e , t h a t the other party must be heard, had 
two a p p l i c a t i o n s . The defendant must have an opportunity to r e f u t e or comment 
on a l l e g a t i o n s made by the prosecutor or complainant, while the complainant must i n 
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t u r n be able t o r e p l y to any c o u n t e r - a l l e g a t i o n s or comments made by the defendant, 
l h a t second p o s s i b i l i t y d i d not e x i s t under the current p r a c t i c e followed i n 
accordance with Council r e s o l u t i o n 1505 ( X L V I I l ) , under which the author of the 
communication was kept i n ignorance of the Government's r e p l y and had no means of 
r e f u t i n g or commenting upon i t . That was not so under other procedures: the 
Inter-American Commission on Human Rights sent the f u l l t e x t o f the Government's r e p l y 
to the author of the communication f o r h i s observations, and the Human Rights 
Committee d i d the same i n a l l cases considered under the Optional P r o t o c o l . There 
was no reason why a s i m i l a r procedure should not b i followed under Council 
r e s o l u t i o n 1505 ( X L V I I l ) . C o n f i d e n t i a l i t y oould be ensured by a s k i n g the author of 
the communication, before the Government's r e p l y was sent to him, to undertake t o 
t r e a t the r e p l y and h i s own response as s t r i c t l y c o n f i d e n t i a l u n t i l the Commission 
had concluded 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 r e f e r r e d to i n the communication. 
That change v;ould not r e q u i r e any amendment of the r e s o l u t i o n . 

51* Mr. AVERY (Amnesty I n t e r n a t i o n a l ) s a i d t h a t the United Nations was f a i l i n g to 
ensure t h a t c i t i z e n s and a u t h o r i t i e s a l i k e were informed of i n t e r n a t i o n a l human r i g h t s 
standards. During the past four decades, the Commission had spent many hours 
d r a f t i n g human r i g h t s p r o v i s i o n s i n the form o f conventions, d e c l a r a t i o n s and 
r e s o l u t i o n s , but the resources provided by Member States f o r subsequent t r a n s l a t i o n 
and d i s s e m i n a t ion of those t e x t s bore no r e l a t i o n s h i p bo the time and energy spent 
on formulating them. I t was of key importance t h a t people should know about r i g h t s 
and d u t i e s which transcended n a t i o n a l boundaries. P r i s o n e r s should know to what 
treatment they are e n t i t l e d , law enforcement personnel should know t h a t they had an 
o b l i g a t i o n t o refuse orders to commit t o r t u r e , and doctors should know t h a t d i r e c t 
o r i n d i r e c t p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n t o r t u r e was a v i o l a t i o n o f medical e t h i c s . That p o i n t 
had been made on s e v e r a l occasions, and was to be found i n the conclusions o f the 
United Nations seminar on the experience of c o u n t r i e s i n the implementation o f 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l standards on human r i g h t s and i n General Comment 5/13 o f the Human 
Rights Committee. 

52. The problem was not t h e o r e t i c a l . More than 1? years a f t e r t h e i r adoption, 
the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights were s t i l l not a v a i l a b l e i n Arabic as 
a United Nations pamphlet. The Arabic v e r s i o n of the u n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n o f 
Human Rights was a l s o out of p r i n t . Copies of the D e c l a r a t i o n on the P r o t e c t i o n o f 
A l l Persons from Being Subjected t o Torture and Other C r u e l , Inhuman or Degrading 
Treatment or Punishment were a v a i l a b l e as a l e a f l e t only i n French and Spanish. 
The E n g l i s h v e r s i o n was out of stock and the Department o f P u b l i c Information had 
not produced v e r s i o n s i n A r a b i c , Chinese or Russian. The Standard Minimum Rules 
f o r the Treatment o f P r i s o n e r s , i n f o r c e f o r 55 years, had never been reproduced by 
the Department of P u b l i c Information. 

55. Even when appropriate language versions were a v a i l a b l e at United Nations 
Headquarters, l o c a l United Nations Information Centres o f t e n kept only very l i m i t e d 
s t o c k s . Local s e c t i o n s had o f t e n found i t d i f f i c u l t to o b t a i n l a r g e numbers of copie 
of b a s i c t e x t s such as the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n o f Human Rights i n t h e i r l o c a l 
language. When United Nations Information Centres ordered such documents from 
Headquarters, d e l i v e r i e s could take one or two months. 

54. In 1981, i n response t o a request by the Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l , the 
Secretary-General had submitted to the Commission a world-wide programme f o r the 
dissemination of i n t e r n a t i o n a l instruments on human r i ^ t s i n as many languages as 
p o s s i b l e . The programme was very modest and provided f o r the t r a n s l a t i o n and 
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printing of certain texts but did not provide for a strategy to ensure that they 
reached the people for whom they were intended. However, even those modest 
objectives had been met only partly and some important publications, such as 
Human Rights: A Compilation of toternatiunal Instruments and Ihe International B i l l 
of Human Rights were not available i n the ;ix o f f i c i a l languages. In recent years, 
the Commission, the Economic and Social Council and the General Assembly had placed 
renewed emphasis on the development of public information activities i n the human 
rights f i e l d . That had been encouraging, but the results so far had been 
disappointing. What was needed now was actual implementation of the plans 
formulated and sufficient resources to achieve the objectives laid down. Member 
States should give the United Nations the me, ns to carry out a meaningful 
dissemination programme. 

55* Amnesty International's worldwide membership was prepared to offer i t s 
assistance and to co-operate closely with local United Nations Inforraation Centres 
in that regard. But as a f i r s t step, the United Nations must supply the basic 
tools: authorized translations, i n sufficient quantities, of the major human rights 
instruments. 

56. Ms. WIRTH (Pax Romana) welcomed the fact that the Commission had moved into a 
new era of implementation as a positive step forward that should be vigorously 
purused. She expressed support for the continuation of the Working Group 
established in accordance with General Assembly resolution 38/124 and requested that 
non-governmental organizations as well as Ctovernments should have an opportunity of 
contributing their comments. 

57. Her delegation also gave i t s f u l l support to the proposal to appoint a High 
Commissioner for Human Rights, i n the hope that issues requiring urgent investigation 
and action would receive effective attention. 

58. With regard to the Secretary-General's report on the developraent of public 
information a c t i v i t i e s i n the f i e l d of human rights (E/CM;.4/1984/25), her delegation 
appreciated the ac t i v i t i e s carried out and especially the planned future a c t i v i t i e s . 
However, there appeare<^ to be a one-way flow of information from the United Nations, 
and she would like to equest consideration of a c t i v i t i e s that could also allow 
non-governmental organizations to contribute inforraation. (Jonsideration should 
also bp .cîiven to ways and means of supplying texts translated into local languages 
to nati di and regional non-governmental organizations for distribution wherever 
possible. 

59. Consultation with non-governmental organizations could take place at a number of 
levels. Formal consultations i n terms of public inforraation ac t i v i t i e s could play 
an important role in a two-way flow of inforraation, and i t would also be worthwhile 
to ascertain the views of non-governmental organizations concerning the Commission's 
agenda and methods of work. For example, two areas which should receive attention 
were women and youth. In view of the fact that 1985 was International Youth Year 
and also marked the end of the decade for women, her delegation would have 
expected those subjects to have received attention from the Commission. 
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60. Non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s should a l s o be consulted during the 
i n v e s t i g a t i o n o f human r i g h t s abuses i n p a r t i c u l a r countries and s i t u a t i o n s , aad 
the r e s u l t s o f such c o n s u l t a t i o n s should appear c l e a r l y i n the reports o f and to 
the Conanission. To r e f l e c t o n l y the views o f a p a r t i c u l a r Government when th a t 
Government was imown t o be v i o l a t i n g human r i g h t s s e r i o u s l y threatened the defence 
and promotion o f human r i g h t s . One example was Guatemala, Her d e l e g a t i o n 
t h e r e f o r e urged the Commission to seek and rep o r t on the views aлd experiences o f 
the v i c t i m s o f human r i g h t s abuses through d i r e c t c o n s u l t a t i o n w i t h r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
non-govemmentsl organd-zations and/or the people and peoples concerned. 

61. V i t h regard to the r e s o l u t i o n adopted on the r i g h t to popular p a r t i c i p a t i o n , 
she expressed suirprise t h a t o n l y Governments were being i n v i t e d to submit t h e i r 
cosïments. The people and t h e i r r e p r e s e n t a t i v e o r g a n i s a t i o n s should be con s u l t e d , 
since the r i g h t t o popular p a r t i c i p a t i o n was one t o be e x e r c i s e d by them and not 
by Governments, 

6 2 . R e f e r r i n g t o the f u n c t i o n i r ^ o f the Commission, she s a i d i t appeared t h a t , 
because many d i f f e r e n t i s s u e s and s i t u a t i o n s were discussed at the same time i n 
a mixed o r d e r , there was no r e a l d i s c u s s i o n on any p a r t i c u l a r s i t u a t i o n but r a t h e r 
a s e r i e s o f statements which were o f t e n only attempts to defend and j u s t i f y 
e x i s t i n g s i t u a t i o n s and t o win p o l i t i c a l p o i n t s ала p r e s t i g e . Moreover, there 
was o f t e n a l a c k o f c a p a c i t y f o r s e l f - c r i t i c i s m . I t would be more h e l p f u l i f 
only one i s s u e was s t u d i e d at a time i n some o f the items which covered a l a r g e 
number o f separate s i t u a t i o n s . Furthermore, Goveiranents should r e f r a i n from 
a t t a c k i n g one another, s i n c e that d i s r u p t e d the s e r i o u s e f f o r t s and work o f the 
Commission, 

63. Her d e l e g a t i o n supported the i n i t i a t i v e to e s t a b l i s h r e g i o n a l arrangements 
f o r the promotion and p r o t e c t i o n o f human r i g h t s and agreed w i t h the statement 
i n the rep o r t o f the Secretary-General (E/CN.4/1984/22; that r e g i o n a l groups oould 
make a va l u a b l e c o n t r i b u t i o n to the advancement o f the cause o f human r i g h t s . 
However, i t shared the view o f the A u s t r a l i a n Government that any conceptual 
framework which undercut the fundamental and u n i v e r s a l a p p l i c a b i l i t y o f human 
r i g h t s p r i n c i p l e s was unacceptable. I t was g r a t i f i e d to note from the r e p o r t the 
importance which some Governments attached to the r o l e that no»-govemmental 
or g a n i z a t i o n s could p l a y at the r e g i o n a l l e v e l . 

64. Her o r g a n i z a t i o n requested t h a t e f f o r t s should be made t o ensure t h a t working 
doccoaents were a v a i l a b l e w e l l i n advance o f the Commission's s e s s i o n so as t o 
allow time f o r proper study and p r e p a r a t i o n . 

6 5 . Mr« БЕ SILVA ( S r i Lanka), r e f e r r i n g t o Coimnission r e s o l u t i o n 7 (XXIV) and 
General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 36/154 on the question o f e s t a b l i s h i n g r e g i o n a l 
commissions o f human r i g h t s where no such arrangements e x i s t e d , s a i d t l i a t h i s 
Government had i n v i t e d the Secretary-General to organize a r e g i o n a l seiainax on 
n a t i o n a l , l o c a l sund r e g i o n a l arrangenœnts f o r the promotion and p r o t e c t i o n o f 
human r i g h t s i n the A s i a n r e g i o n . That seminar, the f i r s t i n the r e g i o n , had 
been h e l d at Colombo i n mid-1982 and i t s r e p o r t (А/37/422) t r a n s m i t t e d to the 
Secretary-General. His d e l e g a t i o n was pleased t h a t the r e p o r t and the comments 
o f Member States on i t were c u r r e n t l y under c o n s i d e r a t i o n h j the Commission. 

66. R e f e r r i n g to the subject matter discussed at the seminar, he s t r e s s e d the 
s i g n i f i c a n c e o f education and the need t o create awareness a^>ng a l l people o f 
human r i g h t s i s s u e s as an e f f e c t i v e means o f promoting the enjoyment o f human 
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r i g h t s . Conventional l e g i s l a t i o n , however comprehensive, could not adequately 
compensate an i n d i v i d u a l who had s u f f e r e d deeply as a r e s u l t o f the d e p r i v a t i o n 
of h i s human r i g h t s : the root causes o f such d e p r i v a t i o n must be i d e n t i f i e d , 
analysed and e r a d i c a t e d . 

67« The enjoyment o f human r i g h t s could b ensured not so much through t h e 
measures taken by a Government to prevent human r i g h t s v i o l a t i o n s as through the 
education of a l l c i t i z e n s w i t h regard to the e q u a l i t y and d i g n i t y o f a l l human 
beings. I n h i s delegation's view, human r i g h t s could r e a l l y be guaranteed o n l y 
wten t h e c h i l d r e n o f one race o r creed regarded and t r e a t e d the c h i l d r e n o f other 
rates or creeds without d i s t i n c t i o n as members of the same human r a c e . Young 
minds must be developed f r e e from p r e j u d i c e m d u n s u l l i e d by d i s t i n c t i o n s o f 
caste, creed, race o r c o l u r , 

68. Awareness o f the concepts and p r i n c i p l e s o f human r i g h t s must be spread 
among a l l s e c t i o n s o f the p o p u l a t i o n . N a t i o n a l o r g a n i z a t i o n s ~ such as the 
S r i Lanka Foundation I n s t i t u t e and the Human Rights I n s t i t u t e o f S r i Lanka - were 
best s u i t e d f o r the dissemination of m a t e r i a l designed to encourage and s u s t a i n 
a n i n t e r e s t i n human r i g h t s 5 they r e q u i r e d encouragement and support from tha 
va r i o u s organs o f the United Nations system. United Nations m a t e r i a l s on human 
r i g h t s should be made a v a i l a b l e both t o s e l e c t e d groups w i t h i n each community 
and t o t h e community i n g e n e r a l , 

69. At the Colombo Seminar, h i s d e l e g a t i o n had st^ge s t e d the establishment o f 
a b o d y o r i n s t i t u t i o n designed t o promote respect f o r human r i g h t s i n the 
As i a n P a c i f i c r e g i o n and a regional o r g a n i z a t i o n f o r p r o t e c t i v e f u n c t i o n s . A f t e r 
d i s c u s s i n g the proposal at l e n g t h , the Seminar had considered t l i a t i t was 
perhaps too e a r l y t o envisage the establishment o f a p r o t e c t i o n - o r i e n t e d machinery 
but h a d recommended a regional arrangement f o r promotion o f htunan r i g h t s . As a 
f i r e t s t e p , h i s delegation endorsed the conclusions contained i n Chapter IV o f 
t h e report o f t h e Seminar and suggested that d e p o s i t o r y centres f o r United Nf^tions 
documents a n d m a t e r i a l relating t o human r i g h t s should be set up on a r e g i o n a l 
b a s i s . The United Nations system should a l s o h o l d p e r i o d i c meetings o f Government 
representatives and o f recognized experts designated by States o f the r e g i o n . 

70. The seminar f o r experts h e l d i n June 1983 at Geneva had provided a r i c h 
exchange o f views and ihe p o o l i n g o f experiences by experts on human r i g h t s from 
d i f f e r e n t p a r t s o f the w o r l d . A s i m i l a r seminar w i t h a r e g i o n a l emphasis would 
enable ' "^mment experts from a p a r t i c u l a r r e g i o n to share t h e i r experiences and 
discuss vAifferent proceduios a p p l i e d by t h e i r r e s p e c t i v e Governments when faced 
w i t h s i m i l a r problems, 

71. His d e l e g a t i o n pledged continued support f o r any United Nations i n i t i a t i v e 
aimed at the establishment o f regional arrangements f o r the promotion o f human 
r i g h t s . 

72. Mr* THWAITES ( A u s t r a l i a ; s a i d that the range o f iss u e s covered by the item 
undei^ c o n s i d e r a t i o n was very wide. On some of them, i t had been comparatively 
easy f o r the members o f the Commission t o reach a consensus, w h i l e on o t h e r s , 
views remained d i v e r g e n t , Wiatever t h e i r d i f f e r e n c e s , members of the Commission 
must spare no e f f o r t to achieve consensus and, where that was not p o s s i b l e , t o f i n d 
appropriate means of a c t i o n '•••hich r e f l e c t e d s u f f i c i e n t l y the views o f va r i o u s 
groups. I t had preved p o s s i b l e to advance the c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f some i s s u e s 
through the establishment o f the open-ended Working Group which i n h i s d e l e g a t i o n ' s 
view, had made a good beginning?. 
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73. As could be seen from the Working Group's report (E/GN".4/I984/L.3)» i t d i d not 
appear p o s s i b l e to achieve agreement on the major i s s u e s s t i l l outstanding at the 
current stage. That f a c t had been r e f l e c t e d i n the d e c l i n e i n attendance i n the 
Working Group, p a r t i c u l a r l y by delegat i o n s o f developing c o u n t r i e s , to the p o i n t 
where i t s d i s c u s s i o n s seemed l a x g e l y to c o n s t i t u t e an East/West dialogue. Tlmt 
dialogue was important but the i s s u e s could not be discussed u s e f u l l y i n that 
narrow p r o s p e c t i v e . There should be a r e v i t a l i z a t i o n of the debate on the item 
under c o n s i d e r a t i o n i n the Commission as a whole, w i t h a view to i d e n t i f y i n g 
i s s u e s on which any fu t u r e working group could focus so as to make a t a n g i b l e 
c o n t r i b u t i o n to the e f f e c t i v e enjoyment o f human r i g h t s . Ttiere xias l i t t l e p oint 
i n u s i n g the Worki.ng Group meirely as an a l t e r n a t i v e to debates i n the plenary of 
the Commission. 

74. I n i t s resol-ution 37/17I , the General Assembly had reqtiested the CoBHsission 
fo express i t s views on the outcome o f the Colombo Seminar on the question o f 
n a t i o n a l , l o c a l and r e g i o n a l arrangements f o r human r i g h t s i n the A s i a n P a c i f i c 
r e g i o n . The rep o r t by the Secretary-General on that subject (E/GN.4/1984/2?) 
contained the coimentB submtted. by the A u B t r a l i a n Government. A u s t r a l i a 
b e l i e v e d that r e g i o n a l a c t i o n i n the f i e l d of Ьгшап r i g h t s was an approach wbj.ch 
deserved g r e a t e r a t t e n t i o n than i t had sometimes r e c e i v e d . I t welcomed the 
j j i i t i a t i v e taken by S r i Lanka ana b e l i e v e d t h a t the seminar had served to identij::f 
some modest but u s e f u l avenues f o r f u r t h e r c o n s u l t a t i o n s i n the A s i a n P a c i f i c 
r e g i o n . At the ваше tisse, i t b e l i e v e d that the scope f o r robregional a c t i v i t i e s 
adght be p a r t i culas-'ly тог thy of i n v e s t i g a t i o n . R e g i o n a l , subregional and 
n a t i o n a l a c t i v i t i e s could t r a n s l a t e the broad i d e a l s and approaches i d e n t i f i e d by 
bodies such as the Conanission i n t o ways of improving the l i v e s o f people everywhere 
i n p r a c t i c a l day-to«-day terms. 

75. The p r o v i s i o n o f p u b l i c i n f o r m a t i o n about human r i g h t s and the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
a c t i v i t i e s being undertaken to promote and p r o t e c t them was an e s s e n t i a l part o f the 
mandate entrusted to the Commission. In the longer term, there should be a 
mxB vigorous prograflmîe o f a c t i o n , both by the Centre and by other r e l e v a n t p a r t s 
of the United Nations S e c r e t a r i a t and the agencies concernad, to ensure that 
everyone was aware o f the r i g h t s he possessed and o f the mec-ns a v a i l a b l e to 
secure t h e i r p r o t e c t i o n . The r e p o r t submitted on the question contained a 
number o f i n t e r e s t i n g and imaginative ideas on ways to enhance p u b l i c i n f o r m a t i o n 
a c t i v i t i e s i n the human r i g h t s f i e l d , and h i s d e l e g a t i o n hoped that the Commission 
would take appropriate steps to ensure that they were given due c o n s i d e r a t i o n . 

76. A u s t r a l i a supported the i d e a o f e s t a b l i s h i n g a post of Un i t e d Nations 
High Coaanissioner f o r Human R i g h t s , which could u s e f u l l y extend the responsiveness 
of the United Nations to s i t u a t i o n s o f compelling humanitarian need. That 
proposal d i d not warrant the apprehension which i t seemed to generate i n some 
q u a r t e r s , although the establishment o f such a post would have to r e f l e c t a wide 
measure o f confidence regarding i t s humanitarian mandate and ope r a t i o n . At 
the same time, the e x i s t i n g U n i t e d Nations i n s t i t u t i o n a l framework i n the human 
r i g h t s f i e l d could not be s a i d to provide an adequate response to the range o f 
human s u f f e r i n g w i t h which the Commission had to deal.. F u r t h e r extensive 
d i s c u s s i o n was u n l i k e l y to throw more l i g h t on the question and the Commission 
should take some p o s i t i v e steps at the current session towards the establishment 
of the post. 
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7 7 , The CHAIRMàN i n v i t e d the Commission to consider d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/1984/L.23• 

73. Mr. TOiJEVSKI ( Y u g o s l a v i a ) , speaking on a point o f order, s a i d that i n view 
of the l a t e stage o f the Commission's d e l i b e r a t i o n s and the la t e n e s s o f the hour, 
i t would not be appropriate to take a d e c i s i o n on such an important matter 
as t h a t d e a l t w i t h i n the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . He therefore proposed, under r u l e 49 
o f the r u l e s of procedure, adjournment of the debate u n t i l the f o r t y - f i r s t session, 
o f the Commission. 

79. Mr. SOLEY SOLER (Costa Rica) asked whether the re p r e s e n t a t i v e o f Yugos l a v i a 
would be w i l l i n g to amend h i s proposal to i icliide the p o s s i b i l i t y o f p l a c i n g an 
item concerning the establishment o f a post o f High Commissioner f o r Human R i g h t s , 
as a matter of p r i o r i t y , on the agenda f o r the next s e s s i o n . 

80. Mr. PEERARI-BEAVO ( I t a l y ) s a i d that i f the rep r e s e n t a t i v e of Yu g o s l a v i a 
agreed to amend h i s proposal along the l i n e s suggested by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 
Costa R i c a , the I t a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n would be w i l l i n g , i n a s p i r i t of compromise, 
to support i t . 

61. Mr. TOLEVSKI (Yugoslavia) s a i d that he could not accept the suggestion of the 
Costa R i c a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e . The p o s s i b l e i n c l u s i o n of a separate item concerning 
a post o f High Commissioner i n the agenda f o r the next session could be discussed 
\mder it e m 25. 

B2. Mr. FERRARI-BRAVO ( I t a l y ) proposed that the meeting should be suspend.ed 
under r u l e 48 of the Rules o f Procedure. 

The meeting was suspended at 8.20 p.m. and resumed at 9°10 p.m. 

35. The CHAIRMAN suggested t h a t , since c o n s u l t a t i o n s v e v e s t i l l going on, the 
Commission should defer t a k i n g any a c t i o n on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CH .4/1934/L .23. 

84• I t was so agreed. 

85. Ms. PAŒ (Canada), speaking on b e h a l f o f the sponsors, introduced d r a f t 
resolution E/CN.4/1984/L.92 on the development o f p u b l i c i n f o r m a t i o n a c t i v i t i e s 
i n the -^ i e l d of human r i g h t s . The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n sought to i d e n t i f y items 
from ti:e r e p o r t by the Secretary-General (E/GN.4/1984/L.23) on which a c t i o n could 
be begun while seeking the vievis o f Governments on the wider range o f measures. 
To make i t c l e a r that the request made to the Secretary-General i n operative 
paragraph 3 would e n t a i l no a d d i t i o n a l f i n a n c i a l i m p l i c a t i o n s , the sponsors had 
decided to i n s e r t , a f t e r the word "pi'oceed" i n that paragraph, the words "as 
soon as p o s s i b l e w i t h i n e x i s t i n g resources". 

86. The CHAIRMAN announced that Costa R i c a wished to be added to the l i s t of 
sponsors of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

87. I f there was no o b j e c t i o n , he vrould take i t t h a t the Commission decided to 
adopt the d r a f t resolution, as o r a l l y amended, without a vote. 

88. D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CIM.4/1984/L.92, as amended, was adopted without a vote. 
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89. The CHAIRMAN invited the Coramiasion to take action on draft 
resolution E/CN.4/1984/L.3. 

90; Draft resolution E/CN.4/1984/L.3 was adopted without a vote. 

91. The CHAIRMAN invited the Commission to take action on draft resolution XIII 
submitted by the Sub-Commission. 

92. Mr. CHARRY SAMPER (Colombia), introducing his delegation's proposed amendments 
contained in document E/CN.4/1984/L.IO4, said that they were based on consultations 
held with a number of delegations. He hoped that they would be adopted without a 
vote. 

93. In response to a point raised by Mr. CALERO RODRIGUEZ (Brazil), Mr. NYAMEKYE 
(Deputy Director, Centre for Human Rights) confirmed that the beginning of 
operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution XIII should read "Requests the 
Economic and Social Council to authorize 

94. Mr. CALERO RODRIGUEZ (Brazil) thought that i t would be a good idea for the 
Working Group of the Sub-Commission to hold an exchange of views with the 
Commission at the next session. The amendment proposed by Colombia deleted the 
reference to the Economic and Social Council and proposed an exchange of views with 
tha Chairman of the Sub-Commission or a spokesman of the Working Group. However, 
the presence of a spokesman of the Working Group would require the approval of the 
Economic and Social Council and would not be quite the same as that of the 
Working Group i t s e l f . 

95. Mr. CHARRY SAMPER (Colombia) said that his delegation's proposal would not 
require approval by the Economic and Social Council and would not give rise to any 
additional expenditure, since i t involved merely an exchange of views. 

96. Mr. CHOWDHURY (Bangladesh) endorsed the views expressed by the representative 
of Brazil. 

97. Mr. HEWITT (United States of America) said that his delegation preferred the 
Colombian proposal, which simplified matters and had no financial implications. 

98. Mr. SY (Senegal) said that his delegation, too, thought that the Colombian 
proposal was preferable. However, the wording might be improved to make i t clearer 
and he therefore proposed the following text : "2. Invites the Chairman of the 
Sub-Cooanission or a spokesman of the Working Group to proceed to an exchange of 
views with the members of the Commission with a view to completing i t s work at 
the thirty-seventh session, taking account of the comments made by the members of 
the Commission." 

99. Mr. CALERO RODRIGUEZ (Brazil) wondered whether i t was appropriate to refer 
to the Chairman of the Sub-Commission since he might not be participating in the 
deliberations of the Working Group. A spokesman of the Working Group would be in 
a much better position to provide information on the work being done in the Group. 
He therefore suggested that the reference to the Chairman of the Sub-Commission 
should be deleted. 
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100. Mr. CHARRY SAMPER (Colombia) s a i d t h a t h i s de l e g a t i o n could accept the B r a z i l i a n 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s suggestion. 

101. A f t e r an exchange o f views i n which Mr. SY (Senegal), Mr. CHARRY SAMPER 
(Colombia) and the CHAIRMAN took p a r t , Mr. NYAMEKYE (Deputy D i r e c t o r , Centre f o r 
Human Rights) s a i d t h a t , i n document E/CN.4/I984/L.104, the r e v i s e d d r a f t amandraont 
to opv^rative paragraph 2 would begin with the f o l l o w i n g words: "2 . I n v i t e s an 
exchange of views between a spokesman of the VJorking Group and the Commission or 
a working group during the f o r t y - f i r s t s e s sion of the Co;Timission, 

102. With regard to the f i n a n c i a l i m p l i c a t i o n s o f the d r a f t amendment, he s a i d that 
i f someone other than the Chairman was designated by the Sub-Commission, i t would 
by necessary t o cover h i s t r a v e l and subsistence expenses. The s e c r e t a r i a t would 
i n d i c a t e the f i n a n c i a l i m p l i c a t i o n s a c c o r d i n g l y i n the- rep o r t of the Commission. 

105. Mr. НЕУДТТ (United States of America) s a i d t h i t h i s d e l e g a t i o n could not 
support the r e v i s e d amendment, which omitted the p o s s i b i l i t y of the d e s i r e d contact 
being c a r r i e d out by the Chairman of the Sub-Commission. He requested a vote on 
the r e v i s e d Colombian amendments. 

104. The Colombian amendments, as r e v i s e d , were adopted by 35 votes t o none, with 
6 a b s t e n t i o n s . 

105. The CHAIRMN i n v i t e d the Commission t o take a c t i o n on Sub-Commission d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n X I I I , as amended. He announced that the United States d e l e g a t i o n had 
requested a vote on the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

106. Sub-Commission d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n X I I I . as amended, was adopted by 54 votes 
t o 1, w i t h 4 a b s t e n t i o n s . 

The meeting rose a t 9.43 p.m. 




