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The meeting was called to order at 11.09% a.m.

ACTIVITIES FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF «0ME4: UNITED NATIONS DECADE FOR WOMEN:
EQUALITY "“Elﬂ'"'m. AN PEACE Ecnrt;nuoa, (ef1979/C.2/L.1/Hev. 1)

YT A R A

1. Mrs. DF LA MaAZ4 (Desminicen Hepublic) said that her country, although o
doveloping country, had been one of the first, in 19L0, to grant civil and
relition] equality to women., At the internationsl level, the representative of
the Dominican Republic had been one of the few women to sign the United Nations
Charter in San Francisco. At the national level, a woman had governed a province
of her country in 1966, and the Constitution reflected the struggle to develop
voren's roles. Her countrv woul? continue to ceke contributions to the cause of

vormen and regretted hesving been absent during the vote cn the draft resolution
centained in document E/1G7G/C.O/L.1/Fev.].

SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT QUESTIONS (eontinued) (E/1979/2L, chapter 1. E/1978/102,

E/1979/L.3 and L.L)

2. The CHAIRMAN, recalling that the Cozmittee had taken a decision on the draft
resolutions of the Commission for Social Developzent at the previous meeting,
invited eny representatives who still wished to do so to explain their positions
on those resolutions.

Draft resolution XIV

4. Mr. HARASHTMY (Japen) caid thet his delegation welcomed the general ideas and
ocbjectives of draft resolution XIV in document Ef1979/2L; however, it had certain
difficulties with paregraph 1. The guestion of permanent sovereignty over natural
resources had been brought up by his delegetion previously, &and its posit on had

not chenged since the amdoption of General Assembly resolution 3281 (XXIX), contairing
the Charter of Ecaonomic Hights and Duties of States.

L, Mr. NOFDENFELT (Sweden), speakisg on behelf of the delegation of Finland, as
well a5 his own, said that droft resolution XIV conteined meny useful concepts but
=hould be complemented by elements *rawvn froo the recommendations made by the
Commission for Soriel Development to vhe Preparatory Committes for the New
Internationel Development Strategy. Toe delegations of Sweden and Finland wished
to stress the irportance of social eletents in the Internstional Development
Strategy. Because of certain formulations in paragraphs 1, 2 end 3, however, those
delegations hed been obliged to abstain during the vote.

5. Mrs. SIBAL (India) seid that her Government fully supported the New
Internetionel Development Strate;y. She had eccordingly voted in favour of draft
resclution XIV and in the Commisrion for Socinl Development her delegation hed
joined in sponsoring a decision on the subject. OShe was glad to note that due
attention wes being given to sccigl development questions, including the
developoent of women, children and the family.

Draft resolutisn JX

6. Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Sociamlist Republics) said that he had joined in
the consensus in favour of draft resovlution IX (technical co-operation in crime
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(¥r., Bvkov, USSR)

prevention and control) on the understending that the provizicnc of the operative
part of the resclution would be implemented within the frapevor: of the regular
budpet, having strict regerd to economy, mnd that retocurees would be cbtuined froo
sE¥ings on profracmes currently being implecented or thic oph the dizcontinuance

of obsolete and marginal propracemes.

Dreft recolution v

7. Mr. FAURIE (France) said that his delegation had Jeined in the consensus

on the draft resclution in the Commission for Sccial Develeprment and would

ther. fore hove mccepted it as it stood. Since, hovever, scue delegations wished
the text to be submitted to Governpents for comoments before the Seneral Assembly
tock & decicion, and since he believed thet internaticnal ctanderdc chould have
videspread approval if there was to be any chance of their teing imzlemented,

ke proposed the following amendments: in operative parapreph 1, = full stop

shouwld be placed after the word "Internaticnelly” in the cecend linme wnd the rest
of the parsgreph deleted; operative peragreph 2 should remd me follovs: "Reguests
tle Secretary-Genernl to transmit the text of the draft Declaration to nll Member
States in order to cbtain their comments on the subject, with 8 viev tc submitting
the results of the inquiry to the General Assechbly et its thirty-fifth secszion™:
operative puragraph 3 should read: “Draws the ettenticn of the Gegerel Asserbly

to the fact thet st its tventy-sixth session, the Commissicon for Sceial Cevelopment
expressed the wish that, should the General Assembly accept the Declaration of
Principles, and subject to the availebility of funds, the Cecretery-Gererasl should
be authorized to convene a group of experts ...".

8. Mr. NYAMEXYE (Ghena) suggested thaet further discusscicr of the subject should
be postponed until the proposed emendzents had been circulated in written forc.

9. It vas so decided.

Draft decision in document ES1979/C.2/L.L

10. The CHAIRMAN recalled thet the draft decision contmined ir docuzent
E/1979/C.2/L.L hed been introduced et the previous ceeting but thet consideraticn
of it had been deferred in order tc allov time for informal .onsultetions. He
vished to know the result of those consultations.

11. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) proposed a new version of the introductcry peragraph,
reading as follows: "The Economic end Sociml Council takes note of the following
draft of a Declaration on the Rights of Deaf-Blind Persons and decides to bring

it +_ the attention of the General Assembly for consideratien at its thirty-fourth
session under item 79 of the provisional agenda in document A/34/50."

12, Mr. OZADOVSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socimlist Republic) wished to know if the

draft bad been discussed in the Commission for Social Development or a1 other
functional commission of the Economie and Sccial Council.

fl|+
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3. Hr. UASTLEUSKI (Poland) said that the noroal procedure was to begin the
rocess in the functional ceommissions of the Council and then to transmit
¢ to the Genersl fssezbly for final adoption. That preecedure should not
be revercod unlesc there was pood reason for doing so. The new introductory
parasranh proposed by the representative of the United Kingdom was less flexible
thay the oripinal one, and his delepgation had hoped to hear a more flexible
version. The phrase "takes note” was too strong, because no discussion of the
draft had taken place. The representative of the United Kingdom himself had
caid that his delegation hed cbjection to certain formulations in the draft and
zany other delegations probably entertained similar reservetions. He suggested
transcitting the dreft to the Comrission on Human Rights.

dralfting

iL, M-, EDIS (United Hingdez) seié that his proposal had been intended as a
neutral forculstion, and the phrese "takes note” wns commonly used. The proposed
craft hmnd been prozpted by o stmtement zmade by o non-governmental organization at
a Council meeting and by the consideratien that persons who were doubly disabled
by being both deaf and blind needed special sttention within the United Nations
system. The Internationsl Yeer for Disebled Persons was approaching rapidly and
it would therefore be advisable to transmit the useful proposal for a draft
declaration to the General Assechbly for consideration. The General Assembly would
be m far more suitable forum for discussion of the item than the Commission on

Human Rights, in the view of his delepatien.

15. Mrs. s7pal (Indie) proposed the folloving wording for the introductory
reragraph: 'Tne Dtoncmic and Socizl Council decides to transmit without discussion
the fcllowing draft of a Decleration on the Rights of Deaf-Blind Persons to the
thirty-fourth sessicn of the General Arsezbly for consideration under item T9

of the provisional agenda in document A/34/50."

16. Mr. BYKOV (Upion of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the relationship

between the draft declaratien and the General Assembly Declaration on the Rights
of Disabled Persons needed to be considered, and the most appropriate forum for

such consideration would be the Ccmmission for Social Development. The proposal
cade by the representative of Indis udded the required element of flexibility to
the introductery paragreph, but more time wes needed for consideration of the

guestion.

17. #r. EDIS (United Kingdom) said that the Commission for Social Development
would not meet for two or more years. The item, however, required immediate
sttention, especially in viev of the forthcoming International Year for Disabled
Percons. There would be time to consider the question at the next session of the
General Assesbly, when that body could take o final decision. The proposal to
refer the draft Declaration to the General Aszembly was made vith a view to
ensuring that it was duly discussed and that proper attention wvas given to it.

18, Mr. SOBHY (Observer for Egypt) said that the subject was important to all

cembers of the United lations, not merely to mezbers of the Council. He did not
clesrly understand way the United Kingdom representative was pressing the matter
when his delegation apparently did not support all the articles of the proposed

/..
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draft declaration and wes not even certain whether a separate declaration on the
rights of deaf-blind persons was necessary. In any case it war ohvicus that the
Council would not have time to discuss the draft.

19. In the opinion of his delegation, the draft declaraticn should be submitted
to the steering committee set up in preparation for the Interncticonal Year for
Lisabled Persons, of which the United Kingdom was a member. Alternatively, the
United Kingdcor representative could hold informal consultations with the cteering
cocmittee.

20. #r. SHEHIFIS (Cyprus) said that no cone guestioned the sipnificance of the
vatter - which he understood hoed been raised by a non-povernmentinl crpanication -
and it was clear froz the debate that the United ¥inpdom reprerentative’s
humanitarian motives were widely shared in the Commitiee. The only rroblem ¥as

5

whether there vas tizme at the present session for due consideraticn of suth an
important oatter. Normally such draft declaratiopns woul: be zent to the competent
functionel commission, in the present case the Commission for Secial Development;
but since that body was not cue to mect for two years, it might be betior,

rather than subsit the draft declaration to the General Assextly, to ask the
General Assexbly to consider the advisability of drafting such a declaration.
Alternatively, any delepation cculd introduce the drafi text, Uor ecxazple during
discussions in the Third Comzittee.

21. The CHATEMAN said he was sure that there vas peneral agreeczont o 4 Satter
of such husanitarian concern and that differences of opinion related only to
procedure. Since the probles was the shortege of tize, he suppested that the
Comzittee should postpone consideration of the dra. . for & cay or two to sllovw
interested delegations to hold further informal consultations.

22. It was so decided.

HUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continued) (E/1979/16 and 36, E/1976/1L and Add.1-8;
E/1978/C.2/L.6)

23. Mr. RENEMAN (Foland) said that the experience accusulated o far in the
United Nations systes indicated that the Charter provisions oh ©o cperation 4mOnE
States in the Tield of husan rights had been implemented in two basic areas:
combating massive and systematic violations of human rights; and drafting
international conventions and apgreezments in that field.

2L. Mass violations of rights and freedoms were a threat to world neace and
security and one of the major tasks of the Commission on Human Rights should
therefore be to strive to eliminate the mass viclations resulting freo policies
of nggression, colonialism, fasciszm, apartheid, and suppressicn of national
literation povements in southern Africa, in the Arab territories cccupled by
israel end in Chile. e welcomed the action teken by the Commission, and in
particular its resolution 9 (XXAV) on the adverse consequences for the gnjcyment
of human righcs of political, military, economic and other forms of assistance
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iwen o colonial and racist régimes in southern Africa; its resolution 11 (X00V)
nothe Study of reported violations of human rights in Chile, with particular
ference te torture and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment cr punishment,
operative parapraph 2 of which referred to the recent discovery of bodies in a
Lafu frave in Longuen, some of which had been identified as the bodies of
persons reported as detained and subsequently disappeared; its resclutien 12 (XXXV)
crn. viclntions of huzan rights in southern Africa - including the harassment of
linns  torture of captured freedom-fighters and violation of the territorial
2ty of Angola, and its resolution 1 (XXXV) on the violation of human rights
. the ccocupled Arab territories, including Palestine. In that connexicn he
ished to express solidarity with the Palestinian people and grave concern over
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s0us situation in the occupieu Arab territories resulting from continued
cceupat ion and sgpression.

5. Orn the ._Iu*:nrb end complex task of standard-setting, n series of
internetionnl apgreesents had already been drafted within the framewvork of the
Uaited sations and, as & result, respect for human rights had become a generally
recognized principle of contemporary international law and was being inzorporated
into nntiana* lepizlation. Conventions, covenants and other interuational
instruzents constituted a legal infrastructure which formed itne basis for
irternational co-nperation in the field of human rigits. But the process of
standard-setting was still far froo r:-:nplf:te and would probably never be
completed, since the developcent process was continually bringing to the surface
reew guestions requiring new legal instruments.

26. His couatry had been invelved in the drafting of international instruments on
subjects including war crimes, apartheid, and racial discrimination, as wvell es
the covenants on humen rights nnd the Declaration on the Preparation of Societies
for Life in Prace, which had been adopted by the General Assembly on the
initiative of nis country. It had elso submitted to the Commission on Human
fl,nts Bt its thirty-fourth session a draft cenvention or the rights of the child,
wrnich had later been circulated by the Secretary-General tc Governments and
internstionsl orpanizaticns and then placed before the Commission at its
thnirty-fitth session vith the relevant comments. Progress had been slow, however,
and despite resolutions sdopted by the Council at its first session in 1678 and
+he General Assesbly at its thirty-third session, it seemed unlikely that the
cnvention would be adophed during the International Year of the Child. The

remmission had, however, adopted resolution 19 (J00V), in operative paragraph 1
of which it had decided "to continue at its thirty-sixth se=pcsion, as a matter of
priority, its work on a dreft convention on the rights of vhe child with a view
to Cﬂ“plﬂtlng, if possible, the elaboration of the said convention at that

“H’lw L

27. His country would endeavour to prepare & revised Araft conventiorn, teking
into mccount the comments submitted by States and international organizations,
which would be circulated well in advance of the thirty-sixth session of the
Cecmission, in the hope that e draft might be prepared and a Convention adopted

ir Lo,
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ORGANIZATION OF WORK

26. Mr. ERDNS (Hungary) propozed that there should be no ceetinps of the
Committee on on the folloving day, 1 day, which many countrics celebrated ac Labour
Day.

2. The CHAIRMAN said that, while ue app
motives, 1 day wes not un of ficisl nolidaoy in the United lNations. Since
Couriitler was very behind hand with i1tc vork, he hoped that the nreposal would
not be pressed.

reciated the Hunparian representative’'s
- -
*

Su.  After a briefl discussion, in ¥hien camzents were made by [m, 0'IOLNOVAN
{Ireland), Mr. OZADOVSKY {Ukrainian Scovier O uhlie) and . LYAMERYD
(Chana), #r. BYKOY {Union of Sovict Scoialist ic ~ested that the
Committee should meet in tne norning end decide, in the light of progress =ode,
vhether to meet in the afternoon or not.

31. The CHATHMAN suggested that the Com=ittee should adest the rrocedure
suggested by the representative o! the Scvietr Unicnm.

2. It waz so depsided,

rt

12.40 n.m.
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The meeling rose




