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The meeting wa. called to order at 10.40 a.m.
AGBNDA ITEM 121 REPORT OP THB ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCn. (continued) (A/42/3,
A/42/67, A/42/121, A/42/296-S/18873, A/42/391, A/42/402-S/18979, A/42/488,
A/42/496, A/42/497, A/42/498 ~nd Add.l, A/42/499, A/42/504, A/42/506, A/42/556 and
Corr.l, A/42/568, A/42/612 and Add.l, A/42/641 and Corr.l, A/42/645, A/42/646,
A/42/648, A/42/658, A/42/661, A/42/667 and Corr.l, A/42/677, A/42/685, A/42/690,
A/42/72~, A/42/734-S/19262, A/C.3/42/1, A/C.3/42/6, A/C.3/42/L.2, L.S, L.8)
1.
Mr. VARKONYI (Hungary), referring specifically to racial discrimination in
South Africa, which was 80 mas.ive as to make the country virtually sui generis,
slid tt.at the raclat South African r~ime continued to pursue its policy of
apartheid in open defiance of the international community and its efforts to bring
about a change in south Africa. Certain States were continuing to provide direct
and indirect assistance to South Africa and engaging in economic and military
co:laboration with it. Aa experienoe showed, the argument p~t forth to justify
~onomic co-operation with the racist r'gime, to the effect that it improved the
economic and social conditions of the oppressed majority and humanized the
apar~ system, was a fallacy.
The sanctions imposed by the United Nations
should be .trictly observed, and new and mere effective measures should be taken to
put an end to racial disorimination and apartheid in South Africa.
2.
In some countries certain groups also made u~e of racism and theories of
racial or national .uperiority to explo,t speoifio popUlation groups and migrant
workers, keeping them in an inferiGr social, political and economic position and
denyin~ their fundamental human rights.
Moreover, in some countries there were
still anachronistic groups propagating fasciat and racist ideologies. The fact
that such groups could act freely made them even more dangerovs. The price mankind
had had to pay for underestimating or ignoring such political groups must not be
forgotten.
3.
Referring to the situation of human rights in Chile, which the United Nations
had been examining since 1974, he said that for more than 13 years torture,
violence, exile,laok of effectlve judicial remedies, fl:eqllent states of emergency
and persecution of human rights organizations had formed part of the Chilean
people's daily life.
4.
Despite frequent statements by Governr~ent Officials to the contrary, no
progress had been made on the most prominent hu~n rAghts cas~s and the m~litary
jurisaiction and the police forces were still commiting abuses, as was apparent
from the report of the special Rapporteur (A/42/556).

s. Hungary was in favour of strengthening international co-operation in the field
of human rights on the basis of international inatruments designed to promote human
rights and fundamental freedoms. Greater international co-oparation in tIle field
of culture, the arts, education and Dcianc~ would also contribute substantially to
the promotion of human right&. The recognition ~nd implementation of cultural
rights waa an important elem.nt in strengthening the ~ultural dimension of
/
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development. Likewise, the right of everyone to
bcnelits deriving from any 8cientific, technical
or she was the 6uthor must be respected.

joy the moral and material
literary production of which he

6.
Hi~ delegation Wall conv~.nced that the concerte' and pereietent effort. of the
united Nations to imptov~ the situation in the various fields diecussed in th4
report of the Econ~mic and Social Council (A/42/3) would lead to positive results.
In pursuit of th.st aim, use must be made of the proven and efficient method of
consensus, which ~us baaed on mutual respect, tolerance and understanding.

7.
Mr. LY (SeMgal), speaking aa representative of the United Nations council for
Namibia, recalled that in its annual re~rts to the General Assembly the Council
had stated that despite the international condemnation of apartheid, South Africa
continued to intensify its brutal repression of the Namibian people by, among other
thi"~s, murdering innocent Namibians, detaining them without trial and holding them
incommunicado indefinitely, a8 well as through abductions and disappearances of
civiliana and bannings and banishments, all in flagrant violation of the united
Nations Charter, various General A8s~mbly resolutions and the Universal Declaration
of Human Rights.
8.
The results of that abhorrent policy of apartheid were the abject poverty in
whi.ch the majority of the Namibian people lived, wiJespread malnutrition and a high
inci1ence of disease, and high unemployment resulting from the inhuman labour
system applied in the Territory, which .eparated workers from their families.

9.
Indeed, there was no aspect of human life in Namibia which had not been
seriously affected by South Africa's·illegal presence. At the political level, the
Pretoria regime continued to subject the Namibians to second-class citizenship.
Laws were applied in a discriminatory manner across all aspects of life and,
moreover, were used to crush thd national liberation strugqle of the Namibian
people under the leadership of the South West Africa People's Organization (SWAPO),
their sole and authentic repre.entative. It was not surprising, then, that many
Namibians ware forced to seek refuge in Angola,' Zambia and Botswana. The number of
Namibian refugees war ~~rrently calculated at some 75,000, with 70,000 in Angola
and 4,300 in Zambia.
10. The economic interests of South Africa and other countries continued to
SUbject the Namibian people to brutal exploitation in defiance of Decree No. 1 for
the Protection of the Natural R••ource~ of Namibia. Those economic interests
encouraged racial discrimination in the Territory by, for example, paying very
di f.ferent wages and salaries depending on tlie colour of the workers. AbolJt
75 per cent of professionals perfor~inq m~rlagerial, ddministrative and technical
functions were white, while black workerB were forced to accept second-rate, low
paying jobs.
ll. The edu-::ation system, too, was highly diAcriminatory. Schools for white
children received more funds than schools for black children. As a result, there
was a high dropout rate in black schools, few black youngsters went on to higher

/
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education, and some sectors of the black population had no access to education
.ervices.
12. The Economic and Social Council, for its part, concecned at the violations of
human ri9hts in NaMibia, had over the years called for the immediate and
unconditional release of political pri.oner. and had strongly condemned the
detention of atrikin9 African workers in OV&mboland and their forcible roturn to
their rural homes.
13. ~s the ~02 Group of Bxpert. on Human Rights in Southern Africa indicated in
it. most recent report, conditions in Namibia continued to deteriorate as a result
of South Africa's violation. of human ri9hts in the Territory. In addition, the
state of emergency impo.ed OU South Africa in 1986 had also affected large sections
of Namibia and had re.ulted in further violatio~s of the human rights of
Namibians. Likewise, the reDtrictive effects of south Africa's bantustftnization
policy should be noted.
14. Lastly, he said that all th08e abU8es were taking place in a territory which
had long been declared an international territory by the United Nations. In view
of that harrowing situation, he appealed to the international community to take
immediate action to dislodge South Africa from Namibia.
15. Mr. PAIRNBATHBR (Canada) .aid that the work of the United Nations in the field
of human rights had evolved in emphaais in the past decade from standard-setting to
thematic studies and country .ituations. Some cases, such as that of South Africa,
had been on the agenda of the United Nations for decades. Others, such as those of
Afghanistan and Iran, were of more recent origin. The various situations had
different sources. some were the r.sult of Government policies and practices,
while others were the result of tra9ic circumstances in which the Government was
but one actor among many. There were also differences in the approach that needed
to be taken, and the possibi\ities of contributing constructively to change.
16. There were, however, unifying themes in the different situations. One of them
was the importance of Government co-operation. After more than a decade of united
Nations experience with fact-fin~in9, only one State, Iran, refused to co-operate
with the Commission on P.uman Rights. Such co-operation was critical, not only
because impartial investigation required on-site visits and the examination of
evidence, but also because the more egregious violations of human rights were
usually committed with the direct Qr implicit involvement of Governments, as had
occurred in places as diverse as Afghanistan, El Salvador, Chile and Iran.
17. A second unifying theme was the universal applicability of international
standards to those various situations. There could be no partial adherence or
selective acceptance of those standards, which formed part of international law and
practice. Moreover, they were the IStandards which must be used by the special
rapporteurs in preparing varied evaluations, and by which the success of efforts
should be assessed.
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18. A third important theme in relation to human right. was th. t49ht to practise
one's religion, an~ the rights of minorities in general. Tne ieaue. must be
confronted objectively and fairly, whether they were ba.ad on differences of
religion, race, culture or ethnic origin, and whather they ooncerned Bulgaria,
Iran, the Soviet Union or any other place. It WS8 u.ele.s to pretend that a
declaration on the rights of minoritie. would eolve thft more intractable problems.
However, such action would at least ser.d a cleal mes.ag~ that the subject deserved
lncreased attention from the international community, within a framework de.igned
to preserve the integrity of the State.
19. The iS8ue of religious intolerance lay at the root of some of the most seriou3
and endurinq conflicts. In that connection, it was nece.sary to Insure that the
principles ontained in the Declaration on the Blimination of All Porms of
Intolerance and of ~iacrimination Based on Religion or Belief were fully
respected. Canada supported the work of ~he Special Rapporteur on that topic,
which could aer~e a. a foundation on which to con.trucl an international in.trument
with a atronger implementation device than that of the Declaration.
20. The Sec~etary-General's report on internat!.onal conditions and human rights
(A/42/585) offered an ideal opportunity to carry out a thorough Lnve.tigation of
condltions favouring the fulfilment of international obligations and the variety of
obstacles to that fulfilment. Re9rettably, the report failed to link adequately
the enjoyment of human rights with the various ob.tacle. which fru~trated ~ttempts
to exercise them in many countrie. and regions. Rie delegation felt that attention
should be focused on those obstacles.
21. The situation in Central America was a case in point. Although human rights
wer.e at the core of concern in that region, the countri.s of the region were al.o
suffering from other difficulties, namely, chronic ~nderdevelopment, military
conflict and a heritage of unpopular or unelected Government.. The Third Committee
must also study the barriers to full enjoyment Of human rights. Canada therefore
fully supported the recent efforts by the Central American countries to bring peace
and stability to the region and, in keeping with ita oommitme~~ t~ helping the
neediest, had recently resumed ~ilateral aid to Guatemala.
22. The United Nations played a vital role in bringing international public
opinion to bear on Governments which failed to meet their int.~national human
rights obligations. At the same time, constructive actio~ mu.t be taken to assist
the countries emerging from catastrophic situation& and ••eking to reverse years of
institution~l damage and human rights violation..
The propo.ed United Nations
voluntary fund for advi.ory services and technical a••i.tance i~ the field of human
rights could be of great use in that regard.
23. Amidst crisi. and enduring conflict, it w~. often \lfficult to measure the
Iesults of the international community's human right. effGct~. One hopeful .ign,
however, wa. that humsn rights were being incorporated a. a fundamental principle
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of domestic law. Canada believed that the gap between principle and practice would
be narrow~ if the neceoqary politic. will could be mobilized to that end.
24.

Mr. Dirar (Sudan) took the Chair.

25. Mr. CARAZO (Venezuela) said that the work accomplished by the Commission on
Human Rights at its forty-third session had been intense and difficult. Indeed,
at times inappropriate political considerations had seemed to dominate. However,
the importance of the Commlllston on Human Rights was evident in the increasing
participation of ~~vernmants and the growing attention of the mass media and the
public to its activities. That attention reflected the high prior.itv which the
contemP0r~ry world attached to the' full enjoyment of human rights an~ fundamental
freedoms. Such social control had a positive effect on the conduct of the
government sectors responsible for ensuring respect for those rights.
26. Venezuela supported the practice of appointing special rapporteurs nr
representatives of the Commission on Humen Righta to conduct &tudies and pcepare
reports on specific countries or themes. The role of the rapporteurs or
representatives should not be seen by Governn.nts as an affront or interferen~e,
but rather as a p.rsu~sive or monitoring factor which could help create condition~
of domestic stability and peace.
27. Although some of the reports of the special rapporteurs or represel'tatives
indicated certain improvements in the human rights situation in the countries
concerned, none of them gave reason for completely optimistic conclusions.
Moreover, his delegation regretted that the treatment of human rights continued to
be tarnished by a selecti~e approach. Per_istent and flagrant violations of those
rights did not occur Bolely in the countries which had been the subject of
denunciations, reports and res~~~tion8.
28. An examination of the successive reports showad that, although results might
not be seen from one year to the next, in many cases it was possible to observe
substantial progress over time with regard to rights and fundamental freadoms in
some of the countries studied. However, some Governments still refuDed to
co-operate. Nevertheless, even in cases where progress could not be verifidd, the
fact that the international community was on the alert was a positive development,
because it led to public pressure.

29. Venezuela's performance in the field of human rights could be observed by any
body concerned with respect for those rights. In isolat,ed cases improvements could
be made and it was the Government's aim to do just that. The country was
characterized by democracy, freedom, respect for human rights, pluralism and equal
opportunities in society. Venezuela therefore welcomed the process of free
expansion and consolidation of democracy in Latin Amcri~s. Nevertheless, it should
not be forgotten that democracy ~as highly fragile and could be constantly
undermined. Its achievement per se was not enough. It had to be monitored and
strengthened continuously.

/
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30. The
cause of
society,
law than

enjoyment of human rights provided the foundation for efforts made in the
peace, development and economic and social well being. In a stable
there was greater potential for progress and development of the rule of
in a country torn by internal conflict.

31. The deLt problem experienced by many democratic countried was dAngerous in
that it had n~gative social effects. Debt could be a destabilizing element. Thus,
it was not simply an economic or financial concept, but one with a significant
political conte~t that it was important to keep in mind.
32. He welcomed the fact that the Central ~~erican countries had ~.en able to find
their own ways to Overcome their differences. If it proved possible to strengthen
the hopes embod~ed in the Procedure for the Establishment of a Pirm and Lasting
Peace in Central America, signed on 7 August 1987 by the five Central American
Presidents, there could undoubtedly be genuine progress toward. the ~ffective
~njoyment of human rights in countrie~ afflicted by internal problems.
33. It was al~o his delegation's fervent hope that th. de.~ratlc process would
succeed in Buriname and Haiti, countri1s with which Venezuela'had many links. Only
free elections, enabling the people to express their will and to decide upon their
future, ~ould legitimatel~ clear the way 00 a society based on the rule of law and
the scrupulous protection of human rights.
34. As part of its ongoing support for initiatives dir~cteu towards greater
respect for human rights, Venezuela nad take.. an active part in the efforts f the
Organization of American States to reach agreement on a protocol additional to the
Inter-American Human Rights Convention, concerning eoonomic, 8OCi~l and CUltural
rights. It also supported all efforts to incr.ase international co-operation in
the field of hun~n rights with a view to achieving .a greater commitment on the r.rt
of the international community in that fundamental area.
35. Mrs. MATVEEVA (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RopubUc) said that there was sUll
much to be done as far as respect for human rights and fundamental freedoms was
concerned. She cited the situations in South Africa, Namibia, Chile and the
occupied Arab territories, all of which called for concerted aotion by the
international community. Regrettably, Third Committee discussions, p3rticularly
those devoted to item 12, had for the most part been used by Govern~ents to air
their political views, which contributed nothin9 to orderly debate or to eff~rts to
fin~ the most acceptabl~ solution.
36. Confrontations, stereotyped behaviour typical of the cold war, campaigns of
abuse and other manifestations of hostility constituted ~n obstacle to genuine
co-operation, which must be based on respect for other countries and peoples.
Rather than preaching or discrediting the socialist system, as the representatives
of Denmark and Canada had done in their statements, they would do better to
consider the human rights situation in their own countries.

/
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37. What was needed was action to Mtrengthen and promote international
co-operation, separate it from ~arrow, self-centred political interesta and work
out rules and principl.s by whioh it could be put into praotice. It might be
appropriate, therefore, to draft a declaration or some ot~er instrument,
encnciating those principles and establishing priorities for international
co-operation.
38. As a number of delegations had indicated with reg.~d to the principles set out
in General Assembly resoludon 41/155 and Collllllission on Human Rights reso'"Uon
1987/42, co-operation increased confidence in relations between States and made it
easier to have lasting peace and to achieve other United Nations objeotives. While
it might be diffioult, for financial and other reasons, to agree with some of the
proposals put forward, they all merited detailed study. In that connection, she
recommendad using the consultation procedure, particularly since many countries had
not yet ex~re8sed their opinions.
39. Questions of procedure. the establishment of prior~ties for international
co-operation, end legal and organizational matters were all basic features of the
Third Committee's agenda. Nevertheless, the focus of its work should be the
strengthening of internat~onal co-operation with a viow to establishing a
comprehensive system of international peace and s.~urity.
40. With regard to Afghanistan, she said that the Speoial Rapporteur had indicated
that human rights were not being respected in ar.as not under Government control or
in the combat zones. It was evident, therefore, that in order to achieve gr~ater
respect for ~uman rights in that country, the conflict must be brought to an end
and a political settlement reached. The Government's policy of national
.econciliation met thoae objectives. ~astly, greater progreas could be made if the
other side were to respond adequately to that gesture of good will and if a halt
were called to foreign interference in Afghanistan's internal affairs.
41. Mr. MARNAT (Paki.tan) aaid that the Islamic oountries were immensely concerned
about the position of Muslims of Turkish origin living in Bulgaria. Accordingly,
he hoped that the efforts of the Organization of the Islamic Conference to
ameliorate their pl:ght would succeed.
42. Tu.ning to the report on the human rights situation in Afghanistan (1./42/667),
he said that the Special Rapporteur's objectivity and mature judgement had enabled
him to give an authentic, if incomplete, account of the tragedy of the Afghan
people.
43. Referring to paragraph 118 of the report, he aaid that human rights violations
persisted in Afghanistan mainly because of the continued military intervention.
The presence of over 3 million refugees in Pakistan and aome 2.2 million in Iran
was clear evidence of the assault by a super-Power on the sovereignty and
independence of ~ small, non-aligned Islamic oountry.

/
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44. As had been confirmed by the ov.rwh.~ing majority of M.mbers of ~he United
Nations, in order for the Afghan people to .x.rcis. the right to
self-determination, the armed conflict mu.t b. brought to and end and the Soviet
troops withdrawn from Afghan territory.
45. The Special Rapporteur had pointed out in paragraph 120 of his report that his
mandate did not permit him to mak. recaa-endations of a political nature. As far
as Pakistan w~s concerned, however, there was no r.ason for such a na~row
inte~pretation.

46. The areas·controll.d by the Kabul r'9i•• did not constitute a large part of
the country and their inhabitants r.pr.s.nted only a s..ll proportion of the
popula~ion still living in Afghani.tan (a third of that population had fled to
Pakistan or Iran).
47. It was evident that the pulicy of -national reconciliation- proclaimed by
Kabul as part of its endeavour to legitimi.e it. po.itio~ wa. in contradiction with
the presence of foreign troops, the withdrawal of which wa. a pre-condition for the
pcrme.nent neutralit~ of Afghani.tan. Purth.r.are, the Int.rnational committee of
the Red Cross (ICRCJ had not been allowed to perfor. it. hu.anitarian functions.
Acco(ding to ICRC Bulletin No. 142 of Nov.ab.r 1987, ICRC activities were limited
to Kabul and a visit to Pul-i-Charkhi Prison, begun in March, had had to be
inte~rupted in the sa-e wDnth.
48.

The areas of Afghanistan not und.r the control of the Kabul r'gime had been
to massive ••rial and artillary attacks by the for.ign for~es and their
accomplices. In rec.nt .ant~s the conflict betw••n the SOvi.t for c•• and the
Afghan resistance had int.nsified, which was at v.ri.nc. with K.bul's declared
policy of national reconciliation. 'lb. c••••-fir. off.r h.d .lso not been
implemented.
.
subject~

49. Afghanistan and P.ki.t.n .hare( • ~ geogr_phy .n4 hi.tory, which had
forged the religiou., cultural and .thnic ti•• ~twe.n the two nations. For that
reason pakistan too w.s suff.rin~ fram the con.equenc.s of the .v.nts in
Afghanistan. It was a painfUl situ.tion to which th.r. could be no military
solution, and Pakistan wa. ther.for. plaling • con.tructive part in the diplomatic
process initiated by the Secr.tary-Gen.r.l. It w.s to be hoped that, despite the
deterioration in the military situation, a ju.t ~nd honourable settlem.nt could be
fou~1. The human right. gitu.tlon in Afghani.t.n would i.prov. only if the Soviet
forces were withdrawn and it a compr.h.n.iv. political .ettl...nt under United
Nations auspices was conclUded.
Mr. GOLEMANOV (BUlgaria), speaking in .xerci•• et the right of reply, said
that, in th.ir st.t.m.nts, the Can.dian and Paki.t.n r.pr••entativ.s had ref.rred
to the human rights situation in Bulg.ri.. Ri. d.leg.tion r.j.ct.d any allegation
of so-~alled human right. violation.. Such all.gation• •temmed from well-known
political prejudir.es and from ignorance of the true .ituation in Bulgaria.
50.
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AGENDA ITEM 981
(A/C.3/42/L.52)

EL·.MINATION OF ALL FORMS OF RELIGIOUS INTOLERANCE

(con~)

Draft resolution A/C. V42/~
51.

Draft resolution

A/C.3/42/L.~?'

was adopted without a vote.

AGENDA ITEM 991 HUMAN Rlm:TS AND SCIENTIFIC AND TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENTSI
REPORT OF Tf.E SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued) (A/C.3/42/L.53, 58 anJ 59)
Draft reso'ution A/C.3/42/L.53
52.

Draft resolution A/C.3/42/L.53 was adopted without a

E!!!t resolution
53.

A/C.3/42/L.~

A recorded vote was taken on
!n-!~'

v~.

~raft red~~ution

A/C.3/42/L.58.

Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darusealam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet SOCialist Republic, Cameroon, ~entral African Republic,
Chad, China, Comoro8, Cong~. Cost~ ~ica, Cate d'Ivoire, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democl~cic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuado~, Egypt, El Salvador, Equ~torial Guinea,
Ethiopia, ~~. Democratic Republtc, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Honduras, tlur.gaty, India, Indonesia, Iran (Ialamic Republic of),
Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, ndnya, Kuwait, Lao ~eople's Democratic
Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamehiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldi 'es, Mauritani~, Mexico,
Mongol1l'1, Morocco, Mozambiql:le, Nepal, Nicaragua, Ni;.r. Nigeria,
uman, Pakistan, Panama, ParaglJay, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Rounia, Rwand., Samo., Saudj. Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lan~a, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian
Arab Republic, TOgo, Trinidad ~nd Tbbago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Soci~List Reflublic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Rbpublics, United Arab Emirates, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Barbado~,

~gainstl

Bolg~u., France, G6rmany, Federal Republic of, ISlael, Italy,
Netherlands, Papua New Guinea, Portugal, United KingdOM of GreAt
Britain and No~thern Ireland, United States of America.

!',stainingl

Australia, Austria, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Icoland,
Ireland, Japan, Luxembourg, New Zealand, Norway, Spain, Sweden,
Tllrkey.

54. Draft resolutior A/C.3/42/L.58 was adopted by 103 votes to 10, with 15
abstentions.
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Draft resolution A/C.3/42/L.59
55.

A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution

~/C.J/42/L.59.

In favourl

Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Bahama., Bahrain, ~~ngladesh,
Barbados, Benin, Bhutan; Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei
Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cate d'Ivoire,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El S~\vador,
Equbtc~ial Guinea, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, lrenada,
Cuatemala, Guinea, Honduras, Bungary, India. Indonesia, Iran
(Islamic l.oItpublic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordar. Kenya, Kuwait, Lao
People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, M31dives,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mo.ambiq~e, Nepal,
Nicara~ua, Niger, Nigeria, aman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa. Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swazilalid, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and TObago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Again&tl

None.

Abstainingl

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Gre~ce, Iceland, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Papua
New Guinea, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

56. Draft resolution A/C.3/42/L.59 was adopted by 108 votes to none, with 25
abstentions.
AGENDA ITEM 100:
(A/C. 3/42/L.4r;~

QUESTION OF A CONVENTION ON

THE

RIGHTS OF

THE

CHILD

(£2n~)

57. Ms. KAMA~ (Secretary of the Committee) said that the Congo, !.,",uador, Guatemala
and Yemen had joined the sponsors of the draft resolution.
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58. Mr. MARTBNSON (Under-Secr~tary-General for Human Rights) said tha~, if the
draft resolution was approved, an effort would be made to carry out the activities
in question within available resources. If nece.sary, the general resources for
conference services in Geneva would also be used.
59. At the request of the United States represent4~ive, a separate recorded vote
was taken on paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.3/42!L.45.
In favour.

Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentin~, Australia, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots~ana,
Braail, Brunei Daru.sAlam, Bulgaria, Burkin. Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist ~epublic, Cameroon,
Canada, Central African Republic, Cl..id, Chile, China, Comorop..,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cate d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Y~~.n, Denmark, Djibouti,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salv~dor, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Finland, German Democratic Republic, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, GuineA-Bissau, Honduras, Hungary,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), I~aq,
Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lobanon, Lesotho, Li~eria, Liby4n Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania,
Mexico, Mongoli~, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlandg, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Poru, Philippines, poland,
Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
TOgo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunis~a, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against,

United States of America.

Abstaining.

Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, I8ra~1,
Luxembourg, ~nited Kingdom ?f Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

60. !!!agraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.3/42/L.45 was adopted by 126 votes to 1,
with 6 abstentions.
61. At the request of the United Statee representative,
was taken on draft resolution A/C.3/42/L.45 a. a whole.

.!!!.

favour.

&

separ- .e recorded vote

Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, AU9tralia. Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Ben~n, Bhutan, Bclivi~,
Botswana, Brazil, BruneI DarusRalam, BUlgaria, BurKina Peso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorus.ian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroun,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Comoros,

/
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Congo, Costa Rica, cate d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, C~echo.lovakia,
Delllocr atic ltampuchea, Democr atic Yemen, Denmark, Dj i bouti ,
Dominican RepUblic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Bquatorial
Guin.a, Ethiopia, Pinland, France, Getman Democrati~ Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Honduras, HUllgary, Iceland, India, Indonea1a, Iran
\I81&mic Republic 0'1, Iraq, Ireland, ll1rael, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, KenyG, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
1,.• hAnon, Lesothu, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya. Luxembourg,
M~dagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Haldives, ~alta, Mauritania,
f.I~:,ico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zoaland, Nicaragua, Ni~er, Nigeria, Norway, oman, Pakistan,
Pan&ma, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippine., Poland,
Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Seneg.l,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
~~rinomt, Swaziland, Swaden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
TOgo, ~rinidad and Tobago, runisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist P~public, Union of Soviet Socialist RepUblica,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambi~.
Again.!!!.,

None.

Abstainingr

United States of America.

62. Draft resolution
wlth 1 abstention.

A/C.3/42/~.45

as a whole was adopted by 134 votes to none,

AGENDA ITEM 101r IN'tERNATIONAL COVENANTS ON HUMAN RIGHTS (continued)
(A/C.3/42/L.47 and 51)
Draft decision A/C.3/42/L.47
63. Mr. RAZZOOGI (Kuwait), support~d by Mis~ AL-HAMMAMI (Yemen) and Mr. GALAL
(Egypt), said that the main purpose of draft decision A/C.3/42/L.47 was the
abolition If the death penalty, which was unacceptable to Kuwait, being contrary to
the principles of Islamic tradition and religion. Accordingly, it would be unable
to vote in favour of the draft d.cision.
64.

A recorded vote was taken on draft decision A/C.3/42!L.47
In favourr

Argentina, Australia, Austri~, Belgium, 801i~ia, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burufldi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, C~oros, Costa
Rica, Cate d'Ivoire, Cyprus, Czechoslovnkia, Denmark, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador. El Salvador, Finland, France, German
Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic' of, Greece,
Guinea, Honduras, Hu~gary, Icaland, Ir~land, Israel, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Luxembourg, Malta, Mauritania, Mexico,
I ...
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Mongolia, Netherlands, llew Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Spain, Sweden,
Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist RepUblic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republica, United Kingdom of Greae Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela.
Againstl

Bahrain, Iran (Ialamic Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kuwait, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Maldiv.s, oman, Pakistan, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Yemen.

Abstainingl

Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahamas, Benin, Botswana, Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, China, Congo, Cuba, Egypt, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopi~,
Grenada, Indi~, r.banon, Lesotho, Madagascar, Malawi, Malnvsia,
Morocco, Nepal, Niger, Papua New Guinea, Sierra Leone, Sri Lank~,
Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic
of Tan~ani&, Yugosl.via, Zaire, Zambia.

65. Draft decision A/C.3/42/L.47 was adopted by 62 votes to 17, with
35 abstentions.
Draft resolution A/C. 3/H/L. 51
66. Mr. MITREV (Bulgaria), supported by Mr. OGURTSOV (Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic), proposed that in paragraph 14 of draft resolution
A/C.3/42/L.5l, the words "the Commission on the Status of Women, the Commission for
Social Development" should be added after the words "the Commission on Hu~an
Rights" •
67. Mr. HOPPE (Denmark), speaking on behalf of the sponsors of the draft
resolution, said that it had been agreed to replace the words "Rec0mmends to State
parties that they ~ontinually review", in ~aragraph 11, by "Appedls to States
parties that they rpview".
68.

Supported by Mr. FRIEDRICH (Federal RepUblic of Germany) and referring to the
rApresentative's proposal, he said he did not think that it would be
advisable to include in the list set forth in paragraph 14 bodies which,
notw~_'lstanding th~ir importance, had not been expressly entrusted with the task of
ensuring compliance with international human rights instruments.
8ulg~rlan

69. Ms. YOUNG (United Kingdom) pointed out that, in paragraph 11 as orally
amended, the words "that they review" should read "to review".

70. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee 9hould postpone a decision on draft
resolution A/C.J/42/L.5l to enable further c~nsultations to be held.
71.

It was so decided.
The meeting rOGe at 1.05 p.m.

