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Tne meeting was called to order at 11.10 a.m.

MEASURES TO IMPROVE THE SITUATION AND ENSURE THE HMUMAN RIGHTS AND DIGNITY OF ALL
MIGRANT WORKERS (continued) (E/1979/24, chap. 1, Adraft resolution V; E/CN.5°5%58,
annex I1; E/1979/C.2/L.%: ES1979/C . 2, CRP.4: E/S1979/NGD/8)

. Mre. SEMICH]I (Alger:a) aintroduced the draft res ation in document
E/197%/C.7/L.5 on behalf of th sponsors, which were now the delegations of
Rarbados, Jamaica, Mexico, Pakistan, the Pnilippines, Senegal, Turkey and her oun
country.

= The discussions on the subject in the Genersl Assembly and in the Council,
the Committes and the working group established pursvant to Courcil

resolution 1978722 had given a clear picturs of the problems of the countries
firectly conzerned with migrant workers., However, while bilateral and
multilateral debates naturally aroused interest in both the rece.ving countries
and the so-ralled "exporting®™ countries, it was obviously the latter that were
most persistently affected by and concerned about the situation of some of the.r
nationals. Certainly, the African, Asian, Latin American and Furopean countries

could not ignore the problem.

3. The sponsors of the draft resolution had never gquestioned the principles
enshrined in the Charter, including the principle of State sovereignty. That
principle, however, like all the others in the Charter, could not but help to
strengthrn action to improve the situvation of nigrant workers in respect of human
rights and dignity. Indeed, the first preambular paragraph of the draft
resolution was based on a principle of the Charter which immediately placed the
role of migrant workers in its propar context. Other piragraphs of the preamble
referred to specific international instruments. The fifth and six preambular
paragraphs were based on draft resolation V which the Commission for Social
Development at its twenty-sixth session had recommended for adoption by tha
Council. The eighth and ninth preambular paragraphs were based on

resolution 25 (XXXV) adopted by the Commission on lluman Riughts. The
considerations reflected in the preambular part of the draft resolution all
demonscrated the need for genuine action and close co-operation not only between
the countrir: oncerned but &lso between the organizations of the United Nations
system. That was the basis of operative paragraph 2. The sponsors of the draft
resolutiun, which were delegations from countries of origin of migrant workers,
wizhed it vo be clear that the "covention globale”, referred to in the original
French text of operative paragraph 2 was intended in the sense of a
"comprehensive”™ convention to be produced as a retult of joint action by a large
number of organ. :2tions in close co-operation with Member States. 1ts purpose was
to complement the specialized work of ILO in that field: it was no® intended as 4
substitute for existing or future ILO Conventions. Such a convention, prepared by
the General Assembly, must find a place among the other international instruments

‘that had been adopted on the same subject.
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{Mrs. Semichi, Algeria)

4. In connexinn with General Assembly resnlution 337163, which was mentioned in
the draft resolution, the sponsors regretted that the Commission on Human Rights
had not been aSle to place before the Council at the current session the study
requested in General Assembly resolution 32/120. They hop=d that the co-operation
alled for in operative paragraph 2 of the draft resolution would enable the
Commission to carry out the task that it had not so far been able to accomplish,

doubtless through lack of time.

5. The sponsors of the draft resolution believed that joint efforis to find a
comprehensive solution would help to strengthen understanding between States and
to ensure greater well-being for migrant workers and for people in general.

6. With regard to the wording of the draft resolution, she drew attenticn to the
following amendments: in the third line of the seventh preambular paragraph - at
the suggestion of the representative of Morocco - the words "continue tc be of”
should be replaced by “are » matter of serious concern and® (constituent une grave
préoccupation et revétent); in the French text of the twslfth preambulat

paragraph - also at the suggestion of the representative of Morocco - the words
*de la situation™ should be inserted in the last line, after the word
=1'amelioration®; in operative paragraph 2, in the Engiish text, the words
“co-operative effort” in the fourth line should be replaced by the word
“co-operation® and the word "effort®™ in the ninth line should be replacec by
"co-operation® in order to conform with the sense of the French text.

7. Mr. EL MOKRI (Maracce) informed the Committee that his delegation wished to
join the sponsors of the iraf: resolution.

BUMAN RIGHTS QUESTIONS (continuved) (E/1979/19 and 36 and Add.l and 2 and Corr.l
{English only)): E/1978/14 and Add.1-8; E/1979/C.2/L.7/Rev.1l, L.B, L.9)

8. The CHAIRMAN invited the members of the Committee to consider and vote on the
four draft resolutions and 13 draft decisions recommended by the Commission on
Human Righ%*s in its report (E/f19%79/36) for adoption by the Council.

braft resolution I

9. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the statement of the financial implicatioHns o.
the draft resolution contained in annex 1IT1 to the Commission's seport (p. 132).

10. ¥r, ERDIS {Hungary) said that he would have no difficulty in accepting the
draft resolution, but he wished to point out that in operativie paragraph 1 the

normal procedfure would be for the Secretary-General to sJbmit his report to the
Commission on Human Rights for submission, through the Councill, to¢ the General

Assembly at its thirty-fifth session.

1l. Draft resolution I was adopted without a vote.
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Draft resolution I1

12, The CHAIRMAN Arew attention to the statement of the financial implications of
the Araft resolution in annex (11 to the Commission's report (p. 173).

13. Mr. NENEMAN (Poland) said that his delegation would abstain in the vote
because, having tried without success to secure the adoption of a draft convention
on the rights of the child durinag the International Year of the Child, he could
ses no reason for giving higher pridrity or greater importance to the draft
convention envisaged in the draft resolution under consideration.

14. Draft recolution 11 was adopted by 3° votes to none, with 6 abstentions.

Draft r solution 111

15. The CHATEMAN drew attention to the statement of the programme budget
implications of the Jraft resolution set forth in document E/1979/36/Add. 1.

16. Draft resolution IIl was adopted without a vote.

Draft resolution IV

17. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the statement of financial implications of the
draft resolution set forth in annex II1 to the Commission's report (p. 174).

LB, ™r. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he had no
particular problems with the draft resolution, but the guidelines in the annex to
the draft nceded clarification. He accordingly proposed the following

amendments: in part two the words “"established pursuant to international
instruments relating to human rights” should be added to the title; in Section A
the words "reports from specialized agencies, and” in the second and third lines
shruld be deleted; in Section B the words "and the specialized agencies concerned”®
in the third and fourth lines should be deleted. ke also proposed that in the
fourth preamtular paragraph of the draft resolution the words "International
Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid” should be
inserted in the fifth line after the word "Discrimination™ and that the same words
should be inserted in the sixth line of operative paragraph 1, after the word

"pDiscrimina ion",

19. Mr. ¢DIS (United Kingdom) expressed regret that so many amendments had been
submitted at the time of vuting, when there had been plenty of time for the
delegation concerned to submit them in writing. Moreover, the delegation
concerned had been involved in negotiating the text in the Commission on Human

Rights and had in fact accepted it.
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