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The neeting was called to order at 3.15 p.m

SOCI AL AND HUMAN RI GHTS QUESTI ONS (cont i nued)

(a) ADVANCEMENT OF WOMEN (A/54/38 (Part 1), A/ 54/123-E 1999/66
A/ 54/ 156- E/ 1999/ 102 and Add. 1, E/ 1999/27, E/ 1999/54, E/ 1999/57,
E/ 1999/ 105) (conti nued);

(f) | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE PROGRAMVE OF ACTI ON FOR THE
THI RD DECADE TO COVBAT RACI SM AND RACI AL DI SCRI M NATI ON
(E/ 1999/ 61, E/ 1999/23 (Part 1));

(9) PROGRAMVE OF ACTI VI TIES OF THE | NTERNATI ONAL
DECADE OF THE WORLD S | NDI GENOUS PECPLE;

(h) HUMAN RI GHTS (E/ 1999/23 (Parts. | and I1), E/1999/49 and
Add. 1, E/1999/96, E/1999/106, E/ 1999/107, E/1999/113, E/ 1999/L. 19
and L.22, E/ 1999/ NGO 7).

Ms. ROBINSON (United Nations H gh Conmi ssioner for Human Rights),
subm tting her report on the inplenmentation of economic, social and cultura
rights (E/1999/96), said that efforts had been nade at both international and
nati onal levels to pronote inplenentation of those rights. The action taken by
the international comunity was finding its expression in particular in the new
mandat es of the Conmi ssion on Hurman Rights, the clarification of the content of
certain specific rights and neasures designed to inprove the realization of
human rights in everyday life.

Yet despite the progress nade, it renmained painfully clear that the
fundamental right to decent living conditions, which enbraced all the rights
laid down in the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights,
was still non-existent in practice for the majority of the inhabitants of the
pl anet; that fact was eloquently denonstrated by the figures contained in the
Human Devel opnent Report and ot her publications. The Ofice of the
H gh Conmi ssioner therefore supported the work of the Council on the eradication
of poverty; that work was cosistent in every respect with her office s approach
to of the right to developrment. Wthin that franework action to conbat extrene
poverty had priority, since the nost destitute popul ations were in fact denied
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alnost all their rights. Effective action to conbat poverty and to make the

gl obal system benefit everyone involved difficult decisions by Governnents faced
with many econonic and social priorities. However, those decisions could not be
avoi ded and nust be placed clearly in the context of international hunman rights
obl i gati ons.

Action to inplenment the Convention of the Rights of the Child nust
constitute another essential aspect of intervention by the internationa
comunity jointly with UNICEF and the Committee on the Rights of the Child.

On the basis of the elenments contained in the report the Economi c and
Soci al Council might consider the possibility of reviewing the situation at
national level in order to pronote best practices, identify needs and strengthen
cooperati on between Governnents and the different rel evant actors.

The report al so discussed nmeans of inproving the enjoynent of econonic
social and cultural rights and the assistance given to States to that end. The
realization of economic, social and cultural rights remained a formn dable
chal l enge. Al though the exanples nentioned in the report bore witness to the
progress made, nuch still remained to be done to ensure that respect for those
ri ghts becane recogni zed as essential for the establishnent of an economic and
soci al order based on security, freedomand equality for all. No lasting
progress could be nade in that field without wider international cooperation to
enabl e Governnments to fulfil their obligations. The inmediate task was to
devel op and support innovative approaches through which that cooperation could
bring tangible results. That would require the commtnment of all the active
forces in society.

M. FERNANDEZ (Cuba) explained that with the draft decision
publ i shed under synbol E/ 1999/L.33 the Cuban del egati on was seeking to put an

end to the political manipul ations taking place within the Comi ssion on

Human Rights at the instigation of the United States. Its intention was not to
chal | enge the mandate or the credibility of the Conmm ssion, and certainly not,
as sone persons had alleged, to place Cuba outside the conpetence of the
Conmi ssi on.

Cuba had sufficiently proved its willingness to cooperate with the
nmechani sns of the Conmi ssion on Human R ghts established on a non-discrimninatory
basis and with the bodies responsible for nonitoring the inplenentation of the
human rights instruments to which it was a party. In a desire to offer

addi ti onal proof of goodwi Il the Cuban del egation stated that, in response to
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requests it had received fromthe del egati ons of various European and
third-world countries, it agreed to withdraw draft decision E/ 1999/L. 33.

M. SCHALIN (OQoserver for Finland), speaking on behalf of the
Eur opean Union on item 14 (h) (Report of the Conmi ssion on Human Rights), stated
that the European Union was following very closely the human rights situation in
the countries under review by the Commi ssion. However, it had not considered it
appropriate to nake substantive statenments on those specific situations within
the Council, but reserved the right to do so before other bodies, and in
particul ar the General Assenbly at its fifty-fourth session

That bei ng said, the European Union thanked the Cuban del egation for
havi ng shown flexibility by w thdrawi ng draft decision E/1999/L.33. He
enphasi zed that consideration of human rights violations, wherever they
occurred, fell within the ternms of reference of the Comm ssion under item9 of
its agenda. Those ternms of reference were consistent with the autononous nature
of the technical comissions, which were expert bodies. |If the draft decision
subm tted by Cuba had been adopted, the effect would have been to bring into
guestion the status of the Conmm ssion on Human Ri ghts and ipso facto those of
all the technical conm ssions and ot her subsidiary bodies of the Council.
Turning to the question of the death penalty, raised in docunent

E/ 1999/ 113, the European Union reaffirmed its commtnent to the universa
abolition of the death penalty. It called on countries which still had recourse
to that punishnent gradually to curtail its use and, in any case, to nake its
application subject to the safeguards laid down in international instrunents.
The European Union intended to canpai gn wherever appropriate for the adoption of
noratoriunms on the death penalty.

Ms. RU Z DE ANGULO (Observer for Costa Rica), speaking on behalf of
the Goup of Central Anerican States (GRUCA) on item 14 (g), stated that the
Central American countries were in favour of the creation within the

United Nations systemof a permanent forum concerned wth indi genous
popul ati ons. They wel coned the reactivation of the open-ended inter-sessiona
ad hoc working group which had the task of preparing, in tine for the
fifty-sixth session of the Comm ssion on Human Ri ghts, concrete proposals for
t he establishnent of such a body.

At the regional level great efforts were being nmade to pronote a better
i ntegration of the indigenous popul ati ons while ensuring respect for their
rights and their cultural identities. A semnar recently organized in San José
de Costa Rica in cooperation with the United Nati ons H gh Conm ssioner for Human
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Ri ghts had hi ghlighted the inportance of higher education as a neans of
pronoting i ndi genous knowl edge and cul tures.

The countries of Central America were playing an active part in the
preparati on of standards for the protection of the rights of indigenous peopl es
wi thin the Working Goup on Indigenous Popul ati ons of the Sub-Comm ssion on
Prevention of Discrimnation and Protection of Mnorities. Thanks to the
United Nations Voluntary Fund for Indigenous Popul ations, representatives of
t hose popul ations fromdifferent regions of the world were taking part in the
activities of the Wrking Goup. The countries of Central America appealed to
the generosity of the international community for the continuance of
contributions to the Fund.

Turning to item 14 (a), she said that nuch progress had been nade in the
Central American subregion to guarantee for wonen the enjoynment of all their
rights. Those countries were aware that the enpowernent of wonen was a maj or
factor making for devel opnent and had inpl enmented training and awar eness
pronotion progranmres for wonmen as well as broader programes for the protection
of nothers and children. At the subregional |evel wonmen were playing an
increased role in the national dialogue and concertati on nechanisns; in
addition, the nunmbers of wonen in positions of responsibility or exercising
of ficial functions were increasing.

The Council for Social Integration, the menbership of which consisted of
the mnisters of social affairs in the subregion, had undertaken to consolidate
t hose advances by devel opi ng education and heal th progranmes for wonen, and al so
to establish a database on social indicators in the region in order to nonitor
the practical effect given to conmtnents entered into at world conferences.

The countries of Central America supported the adoption by the Conm ssion
on the Status of Wnen of the draft optional protocol to the Convention on the
Elimnation of All Fornms of Discrinination agai nst Wnen. They were concer ned
at the current situation of the International Research and Training Centre for
the Pronotion of Wonen and supported the reconmendation of the Joint Inspection
Unit to strengthen that institute without delay as well as the draft resolution
submtted by the Goup of 77 containing a simlar recommendation. Finally, they
wel coned with satisfaction the report of the Secretary-General on the
elimnation of violence agai nst wonmen (A/54/69-E/ 1999/8) and laid stress on the
concrete nmeasures adopted at national level to deal with the problem of donestic
violence within a context of the gradual establishnent of a peace culture.
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Ms. KING (United States of Anerica) was ready to approve the draft
resol uti ons and deci sions subnmitted by the Commi ssion on Hunan Rights to the
Counci | for approval; they had been adopted by the Commission itself, usually by
consensus, after careful consideration. The role of the Conmi ssion was beconi ng
increasingly inportant with the increase in the nunbers of violations of
i ndi vidual rights throughout the world, and the Council should encourage it in
its task of seeking reform The draft decision w thdrawn by the Cuban
del egati on had been deliberately ained at preventing the Conmi ssion from doi ng
its job. That nanoeuvre had failed thanks to the opposition of the overwhel ning
majority of the menbers of the Council and had not succeeded in diverting the
attention of the international comunity fromthe human rights situation in
Cuba. The protection of fundanental freedons al so depended to a considerable
degree on the role of the Ofice of the H gh Conm ssioner for Human Ri ghts, and
the United States del egation urged all States to give effective support to that
Ofice and its staff in the enornmous task they were performng with nmeagre
resour ces.

M. Q AO Zoghuai (China) approved the decision of the Conm ssion on

Human Rights to set up an intersessional working group to continue the analysis
of the proposals for the rationalization of the work of the Conmi ssion; he hoped
that the reforns undertaken woul d enabl e the Comi ssion to approach economc
social and cultural rights on the one hand and civil and political rights on the
other hand in a bal anced fashion. He stressed the need to reach agreenent as
soon as possible on the tasks and progranme of work of the World Conference

agai nst Racism Racial D scrimnation, Xenophobia and rel ated intol erance

associ ated with the Conmi ssion and to nake available all the hunan and nateri al
resources necessary for the preparation and hol di ng of that Conference.

The Chinese del egation noted with satisfaction that the Conmi ssion had
adopted a nunber of draft resolutions relating to economc, social and cultura
rights and the right to devel opnent and had thus contributed to redressing the
i mhbal ance between the treatnent of the two categories of rights. Sone
del egations still had a selective approach to human rights and were stil
exerci sing pressures on the devel oping countries. H s delegation therefore
invited the country which had once again put forward an anti-China resolution -
whi ch had been rejected by the Commission - to abandon its cold-war nentality
and to cease inpairing the work of the Conmission. It was quite normal that
countries should have different approaches and practices with regard to human
rights. The cornerstone of the United Nations was the principle of



E/ 1999/ SR 42
page 7

non-interference, and no country had the right on any pretext whatsoever to
interfere in the internal affairs of other countries and to inpose its own val ue
j udgenents and ideol ogy on others. The international comunity shoul d naintain
vi gi |l ance and oppose such courses of action, which only threatened the stability
of international relations. Wrld peace and universal devel opnent were
aspirations common to all peoples and constituted the necessary preconditions
for the pronotion and protection of human rights.

M. ZH LEVICH (Bel arus) said that human rights were interdependent
and i ndi ssoci abl e and that denocracy was one of the principal preconditions for

their realization. However, he considered that denocracy should be introduced
progressively in parallel with the econonic capacities, nentalities and
traditions of each country. The fact that Belarus was one of the few ex-Soviet
countries not to have experienced donmestic disorders confirned the accuracy of
that assertion. The new parlianment of Belarus, with the advice of the OSCE and
the Council of Europe in particular, had adopted a nunber of extrenely inportant
| egi sl ative instrunents concerning human rights. Belarus was cooperating with
the United Nations bodies responsible for human rights. It had acceded to al
the principale international human rights instrunments and consi dered respect for
its conmmitnents in that field to be a nmajor obligation

However, Bel arus consi dered inadmi ssible the practice of "double
standards” and interference in the internal affairs of a country in order to
pursue political interests under the guise of defending human rights or
preventing international conflicts. The achievenent of progress towards
uni versal respect for human rights by attacking the underlying causes of
vi ol ations of those rights required collective, constructive and bal anced
actions by the entire international conmunity on a basis of solidarity and
cooper ati on.

M. AVAT FORES (Cuba) said that the Conmi ssion on Human Rights,

whi ch shoul d base its action on the principles of universality, objectivity and

non-sel ectivity, was being paralysed by attenpts at political manipulation and
pol ari zati on being nmade by a group of countries under the |eadership of the
United States which refused to adnmit that there could exist nodels of political
econoni ¢ and soci al organization other than their own and were attenpting to

i mpose their own approach to hunman rights on the whole world. However,

ef fective protection of human rights was based precisely on the recognition of
peculiar features of a historical, cultural, religious and | egal character
encountered at national and regional levels. No country could claimto be the
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suprenme noral judge of the human rights situation in other countries, and | east
of all the United States, where there were 45 nillion poor people, the majority
of them bl acks, Hispanics and nenbers of indigenous nminorities; where half of
the fenal e popul ati on was subjected to viol ence; where foreign nationals were

| egal Iy executed w thout having been able to obtain consul ar assistance; and
whose aggressive and terrorist policy against Cuba over the last 40 years had
made thousands of victins. Cuba was defending its integrity and its rights and
was cooperating with the third world in the fields of health and education; it
demanded an unconditional end to all action designed to overthrowits legitinate
Governnent and to deprive its people of their right to self-deterni nation and
devel opnent. It demanded respect for the principles of international |aw and
the lifting of the enbargo which the United States, flouting justice and | aw,
was nai ntai ning against it.

M. MALA NOV (Russian Federation) observed that two contradictory
tendenci es had been apparent in international cooperation in the field of human
rights for sone tine; that had been clearly visible during the fifty-fifth
session of the Conmi ssion on Human Rights. On the one hand, a consensus was
energing to treat hunan rights problenms in a nore general fashion, covering
every field of activity of the UN - devel opnent, settlenent of disputes,
preventive di plomacy, etc. In that connection, the strengthening of the
operational and anal ytical resources available to the Ofice of the

H gh Conmi ssioner was to be wel comed, even though much still remained to
be done in that field. At the same time, certain countries were still using
human rights to bring pressure to bear on others and to justify their aggressive
manoeuvres; that was extrenely dangerous. For instance, NATO flouting the
fundanental principles of international |aw, had bonbed the Federal Republic of
Yugosl avia on the pretext of defending human rights.

The Conmi ssion had nade progress in the rationalization of its agenda, but
needed to give greater inportance to questions such as the protection of
m norities, indigenous peoples, mgrants and war victins, and also to violations
of human rights by non-governnmental entities. 1In the field of inplenmentation of
human rights standards, the Commi ssion should exani ne the situation of
human rights everywhere and in all its aspects. |In reformng its mechanisnms and
procedures it should continue to take as a basis the principle of consensus,
taking into account the interests of every group of States. It should also
ensure that the Wrld Conference on Raci smexplored all contenporary forns of
raci sm aggressive nationalism xenophobia and intol erance and concluded with
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speci fic recomendations. Finally, the Comni ssion should continue consideration
of the functioning of the treaty bodies and in particular correct the
under-representation of the eastern European group of countries.

Ms. CGEGA (Observer for Al bania) expressed the gratitude of the
Al bani an CGovernment and people to the nmenber States of NATO and ot her countries,
to the United Nations and to all the other organizations which had |l ent them
support and encouragenent during the enornous Kosovar migration, which had
marked the climax of the gross and systematic violations of human rights by the
obscurantist MIlosevic regine. The Ofice of the H gh Commi ssioner for
Human Rights had reacted i nmedi ately and vigorously; it called the attention of
wor |l d opinion to one of the nost serious crines against hunanity ever commtted,
generously assisted the refugees, conducted investigations on the spot and
regularly reported to the Conmi ssion, which had devoted a special neeting to the
subject. Since the Serb capitulation the Kosovars had been endeavouring to hea
t he wounds - both physical and psychological - left by the crisis and had to
overconme their desire for revenge. The |eaders of the Kosovar people had
repeatedly stated that they did not wi sh innocent Serbs to | eave; that they
opposed all acts of violence towards those Serbs; and that they would take the
necessary steps to ensure respect for the rights of all the mnorities in
Kosovo. It was essential at the present tinme that all the decisions and all the
activities of the Ofice of the Hi gh Conm ssioner and of the other internationa
organi zati ons present in Kosovo should be rooted in the principles of justice,
inmpartiality and objectivity. That presupposed above all that every individua
with responsibility for bloodshed should be brought before the Internationa
Penal Tri bunal

M. PALOUS (Czech Republic) wel comed the withdrawal of draft
deci sion E/1999/L. 33, particularly as his country had been one of the sponsors
of the resolution on human rights in Cuba which the Conmi ssion had adopted at
its fifty-fifth session. Followi ng the statenment by the representative of Cuba,
he considered it desirable to present sonme clarifications. The resolution in
guesti on had been submitted, not by the United States, but by the Czech Republic
and Pol and; its intent was not to criticize Cuba but to offer it help in the
pronmotion of human rights in a spirit of international solidarity. Both the
Czech Republic and Pol and had experienced totalitarian regines and thus knew how
i mportant the assistance of denocratic countries and the UN nechani sns was for
the protection of human rights. It was therefore their noral duty to bring the
sane assistance to victins of violations on human rights in any other country.
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It was clear that their action had not been notivated by politica
consi derations; that was confirmed by the nunber of co-sponsors of the draft
resol ution and the outcone of the vote in the Conmission. Draft decision
E/ 1999/ L. 33 was totally unacceptable, and in adopting it the Council would have
created a dangerous precedent for the functioning of the Conmi ssion on
Human Rights just at a tinme when the international community was endeavouring to
strengthen it.
Ms. JANJUA (Paki stan), speaking on behalf of the O ganization of the

I slami c Conference (O C), stated that Islamwas a religion of peace which had
enunci ated the concept of hunman rights nore than 14 centuries ago. The nenber
countries of the OC had observed with grave concern that Islamwas currently
being increasingly associated in certain circles with human rights viol ations,
terrorismand intolerance. To conbat those negative trends the nenber States of
the O C had sponsored the draft resolution entitled "Defanation of religions",
whi ch the Conmm ssion on Hunan Ri ghts had adopted by consensus at its fifty-fifth
session (resolution 1999/82). But it was now desirable to go further and to
pl ace the question of |slanophobia on the agenda of the forthcom ng Wrld
Conference on Racism It was also inportant that the Council should ensure that
its subsidiary bodies, and particularly the Comni ssion on Hunan Ri ghts, were not
used to attack the religious beliefs of Mislinmns.

The O C was concerned about the activities of certain NGO which were
m susing their accreditation to the Comi ssion on Hunan Rights to becone
st andar d- bearers for governnents, organizations and individuals which were not
interested in the pronmotion of human rights but in acts of propaganda and
attacks agai nst other countries. Such activities were not conducive to
ef fective participation by NGOs in the work of the United Nations. |In addition
for purchases of transparency it would be preferable for draft resolutions
submitted to the Commission to be prepared with the participation of all.
Drafts should al so be examined to ensure that they nmeet the criteria of
objectivity and non-selectivity laid down in the Vienna Declaration. Lastly,
the O C nenber States renai ned concerned about the gross violations of the
human rights of the Pal estinians and other Arabs |iving under |srael
occupati on.

In conclusion, she reaffirned the special interest of the O C nenber
States in the activities of the Council and its subsidiary bodies, and in
particul ar the Commi ssion on Hunan Rights. She hoped that her statenent woul d
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be distributed as an official document of the 1999 substantive session of the
Economi ¢ and Soci al Council under agenda item 14 (h).

M. AHMAD (World Muslim Congress) stated that not only trade and
mar kets, but al so, and above all, hunman dignity and hunman rights were natters
for globalization. Goss and continuing violations of the rights of a people
were no | onger a donestic concern of the State in which they were taking place
but a problemto which the international conmunity nust have the political wll
to face up. The globalization of human rights nmust be matched by a
gl obali zation of responsibility. In that context prevention was essential; the
atrocities commtted in Kosovo had shown how inportant it was to act speedily to
forestall the worsening of a crisis. It was equally inmportant that the
Conmi ssion on Human Rights should not remain inactive in face of the gross
vi ol ati ons of hunman rights which were continually being reported to it.

Fifty years after the adoption of the Universal Declaration of
Human R ghts, nost of the current irreducible conflicts were due to refusals to
al | ow peopl es the denocratic right of self-determ nation; Kashmr was an
exanple. In breach of the principle of non-selectivity, the United Nations was
applying the right to self-determ nation in one way in the cases of East Tinor
and the Western Sahara and in another way in Kashmir. 1In conclusion, he
expressed the view that the true enjoynent of human rights demanded an
i nternational conmunity having "faith in fundamental human rights, in the
dignity and worth of the human person” and determined to put that conviction
into practice notwi thstanding ethnic, linguistic, religious or cultura
di vi si ons.

M. LITTLECH LD (I nternational O ganization of Indigenous Resource

Devel opnent), speaking on behalf of the Indigenous Peopl es Caucus, said that, of
all the international decades proclainmed by the United Nations, that for
i ndi genous peopl es was not only the | east known but also, and above all, the one
with the smallest financial resources. He expressed di sappoi ntnent that the
Conmi ssi on on Hurman Rights had declined to consider the md-termreview of the
I nternational Decade of the Wirld s Indigenous Peoples, which should have taken
pl ace, like those for all the other decades, with the involvenment of those
directly concerned, nanely the indigenous peoples. 1In any case, the prelimnary
review of the first five years of the Decade revealed that little progress had
been nade in the inprovenent of the condition of the indi genous peopl es.

In those circunstances, he proposed that the international community
shoul d appoi nt an indi genous person as an anbassador to pronote the decade
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wor | dwi de; to associ ate indigenous experts with the work of the internationa
bodi es and the conpetent organs of the United Nations; to adopt a United Nations
Decl arati on on the R ghts of |ndigenous Peoples; to create a permanent forum for
i ndi genous peopl es; to convene a world conference on indigenous issues; and,
finally, to recognize the Wrld |Indi genous Nations Ganes schedul ed for 2003 as
an official International Decade activity. Finally, he invited the
i nternational community to give a real neaning to the thene of the decade
("partnership in action") so that the indigenous peoples could attain their
rightful place at the dawn of the new mllennium

M. SANDOVAL BERNAL (Col onmbia) said that the interest in
human rights education consistently shown by the different United Nations bodies

was a major step forward in the pronotion and protection of fundanental rights.
In that connection the United Nations Decade of Hunman Ri ghts Educati on was an
essential instrunment for the pronotion of nmutual understanding, tol erance and
peace. Col onbia had devoted considerable efforts to the canpai gn agai nst
illiteracy and was now seeking to inprove the quality of its educational system
by including subjects such as human rights pronotion, participative denocracy,
the rule of law and the protection of the environment in its primry and
secondary education curricula. The Governnent of Col onbia was convi nced t hat
that civic education would contribute to the building of peace and the
guar ant eei ng of sustai ned devel opnent.

An educati onal nodel had been designed for nmenbers of the police and the
arnmed forces designed to integrate human rights into the training given to
police officers so that they would respect humanitarian values in the
performance of their duties. That nodel focussed on the incorporation of
human rights in the institutional reformof the police force, the adaptation of
teaching to the different levels of rank and the pronoti on of dial ogue between
civil society and the chiefs of the arned forces. The long-termai mwas the
creation of a new force responsible for the maintenance of public order and
having its roots in a genuine human rights culture.

Recomendati ons contained in the report of the Conm ssion on Human Rights on its
fifty-fifth session (E/1999/23, Parts | and I1)

Section A of chapter |
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The PRESIDENT invited the Council to take action on the draft resol ution

entitled "Racism racial discrimnation, xenophobia and related intol erance” and
the draft anendnment contained in docunent E/ 1999/L. 30.
The Council adopted the draft resolution entitled “Racism racial

di scrim nation, xenophobia and related intol erance” as anended by docunent
E/ 1999/ L. 30.

Section B of chapter |

The PRESIDENT invited the nenbers of the Council to take action on
draft decision 1 entitled "Situation of hunman rights in Afghanistan”, and on

draft decision 2, entitled "Situation of human rights in Burundi”
Draft decisions 1 and 2 were adopted.

The PRESI DENT invited the nenbers of the Council to take action on
draft decision 3, entitled "Situation of human rights in the Islamc Republic of

I ran".

Ms. JANJUA (Pakistan) recalled the position her country had taken on
behal f of the Organization of the Islamc Conference when Conmi ssion on
Human Ri ghts resol ution 1999/13 was voted on. She regretted that that
resol ution served the political objectives of certain countries; did not take
account of the political and social advances achieved in Iran in the field of
human rights; and constituted an obstacle to cooperation with the Governnent of
Iraqg.

M. SCHALIN (Observer for Finland) rem nded the neeting that
Conmi ssion on Human Rights resolution 1999/13 had fornmed the subject of
protracted negotiations and that the Council was only invited to vote on the
ext ensi on of the nandate of the Special Representative on the situation of
human rights in the Islanmic Republic of Iran. He therefore hoped that draft
deci sion 3 woul d be adopted wi thout a vote.

Draft decision 3 was adopt ed.

The PRESI DENT stated that he had received a request for a roll-cal

vote on draft decision 4, entitled "Situation of human rights in Iraqg"

M. MAHMOUD (CObserver for Iraq) said that his country was the
subj ect of a systematic canpai gn designed to conceal frominternational opinion
the human rights violations caused by the enbargo of which it was a victimand
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by the aggression conmritted by the United States and the United Ki ngdomin
contenpt of international law and the United Nations Charter. He deplored the
politicization of the work of the Conmi ssion on Human Ri ghts and the | ack of
objectivity of the Special Rapporteur on the situation of human rights in Iraq.
The latter was exaggerating the inportance of certain insignificant details
while ignoring the catastrophic effects of the sanctions and the bonbardnents on
the Iiving conditions of the Iraqi people, which had been reported on in detai
by the specialized agencies of the United Nations. The Conm ssion on
Human Ri ghts and the Speci al Rapporteur should have recommended that the enbargo
pl aced on Iraq should be l|ifted.

Aroll-call vote was taken

Hondur as, havi ng been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to

vote first.

In favour: Bel gium Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Canada, Chile,
Col onbi a, Czech Republic, Denmark, El Sal vador, France,
CGermany, Honduras, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Republic of
Korea, Latvia, Mauritius, Mexico, New Zeal and, Norway,
Pol and, Russi an Federation, Rwanda, Spain, Turkey,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Irel and,
United States of America.

Agai nst: None.

Abst ai ni ng: Al geria, Belarus, Cape Verde, China, Conoros, Cuba,

DOji bouti, India, |Indonesia, Mrocco, Myzanbique, Oman,
Paki stan, Sri Lanka, Syrian Arab Republic, Venezuel a,
Vi et Nam

Draft decision 4 was adopted by 29 votes to none, with 17 abstentions.

M. AL- HUSSAMY (Syrian Arab Republic) had abstai ned because the
draft decision included considerations of a racial character and coul d have

adverse repercussions on the territorial integrity of Iraq. The presence of
per manent observers was an interference in the internal affairs of a nmenber
country and contrary to the sovereignty of States and the United Nations
Charter.

M. DEMBRI (Al geria) explained that he had abstai ned because the
draft decision contained a provision deleterious to the territorial integrity of
Irag. |In addition, account should be taken of the hunmanitarian situation in
that country, which had been dragged down into a process of pauperization by an
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enbargo of unprecedented duration. The international community had to take into
consi deration the consequences of its decisions for Iraqgi society and to lift
t he enmbargo i nposed on Iraqgq, which needed to have access to all its resources to
i mprove the food and health situation of its popul ation

M. MALA NOV (Russian Federation) was in favour of the strengthening
of the nechani sns of the Commi ssion on Human Rights and the introduction of
cooperation with States. He considered that as a nmatter of objectivity the
Speci al Rapporteur should pay particular attention to the repercussions of
sancti ons and bonbardnents on the economic and social rights of the Iraq
peopl e.

The President invited the nenbers of the Council to take action on

draft decision 5, entitled "Situation of Hunan R ghts in the Sudan", and on
draft decision 6, entitled "Situation of Human Rights in Myanmar"
Draft decisions 5 and 6 were adopted.

The President invited the nenbers of the Council to take action on

draft decision 7, entitled “Situation of Human Rights in the Federal Republic of
Yugosl avi a (Serbia and Montenegro), the Republic of Croatia and Bosnia and
Her zevogi na” .

M. MALA NOV (Russian Federation) recalled that his del egati on had
vot ed agai nst Conmi ssion on Human Rights draft resolution 1998/ 18 that supported
t he extension of the mandate of the special rapporteur on the situation of
human rights in Bosnia and Herzegovina, Croatia and the Federal Republic of
Yugosl avia. He therefore did not request a vote.

M. KHARE (India) regretted that Conmi ssion on Human Rights
resolution 1999/18 failed to specify that Kosovo forned an integral part of the
Federal Republic of Yugosl avi a.

Draft decision 7 was adopt ed.

The President invited the nenbers of the Council to take action on
draft decisions 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14,15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,22 , 23, 24

and 25, entitled respectively: "Situation of Human Rights in Equatorial Cuinea
and Assistance in the Field of Human R ghts”, “Situation of Human Rights in
Rwanda”, "Question of the realization in all countries of the econonic, social

and cultural rights contained in the Universal Declaration of Human Ri ghts and
in the International Covenant on Economic, Social and Cultural Rights, and study
of special problens which the devel oping countries face in their efforts to

achi eve these human rights”, "Human rights and extrenme poverty”, "Question of
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a draft optional protocol to the Convention against Torture and G her Cruel

| nhuman or Degrading Treatnment or Punishnent”, "Right to freedom of opinion and
expression", "Human rights of mgrants", "Wrking Goup of the Conm ssion on
Human Rights to el aborate a draft declaration in accordance wi th paragraph 5 of
General Assenbly resolution 49/214 of 23 Decenber 1994", "Wrking G oup on

I ndi genous Popul ati ons of the Sub- Comi ssion on Prevention of Discrimnation and
Protection of Mnorities and the International Decade of the Wirld s |ndi genous
Peopl e", "A permanent forum for indigenous people in the United Nations systent
"Strengthening of the Ofice of the United Nations H gh Commi ssioner for

Human Rights", "Situation of hunman rights in the Denocratic Republic of the
Congo", "National institutions for the pronotion and protection of human
rights", "Assistance to Sormalia in the field of human rights", "Situation of
human rights in Canbodia", "Situation of human rights in Haiti", "R ghts of the

child", and "Defanation of religions".
The Council adopted draft decisions 8 to 25.

The Presi dent announced that he had received a request for a

roll-call vote on draft decision 26, entitled "Effects of structural adjustnent
policies on the full enjoynment of human rights”.

Lesot ho, havi ng been drawn by |lot by the President, was called upon to vote

first.

In favour: Al geria, Bolivia, Brazil, Chile, China, Colonbia, Conoros,
Cuba, Djibouti, El Salvador, Honduras, India, |ndonesia,
Republic of Korea, Mauritius, Mexico, Mrocco, Mzanbi que,
Oman, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka, Syrian Arab Republic,
Turkey, Viet Nam

Agai nst: Bel gi um Bul garia, Canada, Czech Republic, Denmark, France,
CGermany, lceland, ltaly, Japan, Latvia, New Zeal and, Norway,
Pol and, Spain, United Kingdom of Geat Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of Anerica.

Abst ai ni ng: Bel arus, Cape Verde, Russi an Federation, Venezuel a.

Draft decision 26 was adopted by 25 votes to 17, with 4 abstentions.

The President invited the nenbers of the Council to take actions on

draft decision 27, entitled "Systenmatic rape, sexual slavery and slavery-like
practices during armed conflicts, including internal arned conflict"; draft
decision 28, entitled "The concept and practice of affirnmative action”
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draft decision 29, entitled "Dates of the 56th session of the Commi ssion on
Human Ri ghts", draft decision 30, entitled "Organization of the work of the 56th
session of the Conmi ssion on Hurman Rights” and draft decision 31, entitled
"Rationalization of the work of the Conmi ssion on Human Ri ghts".

Draft decisions 27 to 31 were adopted.

The neeting rose at 5.55 p.m




