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scoessio

ta raiify or accede to it
tficetien ot

rml(

thu Convenlion o
the provisiens of the ©
nd other international insirwy
azreements to which they were p—'
concerning elimination of 2
discrimination
descent or nalional or ethnic orig
The reselution in draft form,
sored by 25 States, was adopted in
Third Committes without a vote.
Under resolution 33/103, on the sta-
tus of the International Convention on
the Suppression and Punishment of the

based

Crime of Apartheid. adopled by 109
votes in favour to nome against, with

30 azbsientions, the Assembly tock note
of the Secyetary-General's report on the
question and expressed its satisfaclion
with the increased number of Siates
which had ratified the Convention or
acceded to it

It Command the
1he Convcnu

Working Group on !‘ne Implementation
of the International Conve n ian on Sup-
pression and Punisiimcnl of the Crine
of Apartheid in accordunce with article
IX of the Convention.

It renewed ifs appeal to all States
that had not yet become parties to the
Convention to ratify it or accede to it
without delay.

The Assembly welcomed the efforts
cf the Commission on Human Rights
to undertake the functions set out in
article X of the Convention and inviied
the Commission to continue s efforts,
especially with a view to prepuring a
list of individuals, organizations, institu-
tions and represcntatives of States al-
leged o be responsible for erimes enu-
merated in article I of 1% Convention,
as wcl as of those against which legal
proceedings had begen undertaken.

It called vpon the competent United
Nations orguns to provide the Comniis-
sion, through the Secretary-General,
with informution relevant to the prepa-
ration of the above-mentioned list ac-
commb to article X of the Convention
Pus with inforpuation concerning
the ol prevented the eof-
fLeosHnpres punishment ol

soles whicn

Bt

ot

.m that cauntry; and with
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On the recommendation of 1
Commitice (Social, Mumanitarian and
Cultur l) [h\'.. Geaeral  Asseimbly, on

20 December, adopled three resolutions
on guestions relating to Chile. They
concerned  specifically with the

‘.!L
on race, ealour, @cs{.ibhshmgnt of a voliuntary fund for

jivman rights
Hhe report of
thie Ad Hoc Working Group on the
Sitgation of Human Rights in Chilz.
Under resolution 33/174, adopted by
98 voles in [avour o 6 against (Argen-
tina, Brazil, Chile, Guatemala, Para-
guav, Uruguay), with 35 abstentions,
the Assembly decided (o establish a
voluntary fund — the United Naticns
Trust Fund for Chile — administered
in accordance with the financial regu-
iations of the United Nations hy the
Secvetary-Gieneral with the advice of
a Booard of Trusiees, composed of a
chairman and four mombers. with wide
experience of the siwation 1w Chile, to

irtad by the Secrelary- \:Lr-pml
rd o rqml.uE
ribuilon snd in ennsy

Chite: protection of

their Grovernsuents to serve for o three-

veoar ferm.

Under the same resolution, it adopled
th-‘- arrangeraents for the manasement
of the Fund and authorized the Board
of Trustees to promote and solic con-
tributions and pledges.

The Secretary-Cicneral was reguested
to put into immediate effect the resolu-
tion’s provisions and to give the Board
of Trustces al the assistance the latter
might require.

The Assembly appealed to Member
States to respond favourably to re-
quests for contributions to the Fund.

In the Third Committce, the draft
resolution, as recommended by the Eco-

nontic and Social Council, was adopted
by a voie of 88 votes in favour to 6
withh 32

against, abstentions.
Chijie fn

s -
Firenie Fa s

Under resolution 33/175 dealing with
the protection of human rights in Chile,
adopled by 96 voles in favour to 7
againsl, wilh 38 abstentions, the As-
sembly expressed s continned indigna-
lion that violalions of human righis,
often of « nature, continucd 1o
tike ol ale in that cou niry, s fued been
cuiivingd entullishad by the report

frave

of the Ad Hoe Working Group and
expressed is purlicular concern and dis-
may at the refusal of the Chilean au-
thorities 1o accept responsibility or ac-
courtt for the large number of persons
reported to have disappeared for polifi-
cal reasons, or to undertake an ade-
quate investigation of cases drawn (o
their atlention.

It called ence more upon the Chilezn
authoritics to restore .m’i safeguard,
without defay, basic human rights and
fundamental freedoms and fully to re-
speet the provisions of the relevant in-
ternational instroments to whick Chile
was a party, including the Iniernational
Covenants on Economic, Social and
Cultural Rights and on Political and
Civil Rights, as well as to hzed the
coneceris expressed by the inicrnational
community.

The Assembly urged the Chilean au-
thorities in partlc_ular. io cease (he
staie of emergency under wiich con-
tinued violations of human rights and
Tundamental freedoms were permitted;
to restore the democratic instiiutions
aod constitntional safepuards formerly
enjoved hy the Chilcan people; and to
cnsure ap inniediale end o torture and
other forms of inkuman op degrading
[mﬂ.ilm,m and to prosecute and punish
those responsible for such practices.

The authecrities were alse asked to
take urgent and effective messures in
response (o the profound international
concern at the fate of persons reported
fo have disappeared for political rca-
sons and, in particular, (o investigate
and clarify the fate of those persons;
to cease crbitrary arrest and detention
and {o release immediafely those who
were imprisoned for political reasons:
to restore fully the right of habeas
corpus; to restore Chijcan nationality
to those who had been deprived of it
for political reasons; and to allow those
who had been forced 1o leave the coun-
try for political reasons (o return home
and take appropriate measures to assist
their rescttlement.

Also, they were requested to remove
restrictions on political  activities and
re-estublish full enjoyment of the free-
dam of association; fo puarantee the
standards of lubour protection culled
for by internutional instruments and
fully restore previously established trade
tnion rights; to fully guarantee frecdom
ol expression; and o safepuard  the
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human rights of the Mapucho Indians
and other indigenous minorities, taking
infhy account their particuiar cultural
characteristics.

The Assembly expressed ils appre-
ciation to the Special Rapporienr for
his report on the consequences for hu-
man rights of forms of aid extended 1o
the Chilean authorities; and commended
the Chairman and other membars of
the Ad Hoc Working Group for their
thorough and objective report.

1t invited the Commission on Human
Rights to continue to give close atten-
tion to the situation in Chile and to
that end: io appoint, in consuliation
with the Group's Chairman, frem
among members of the Group, as coh-
stituied, a Special Rapporteur on the
situation of human rights in Chile wha
should report o the Commission and
to the General Assembly, and to form-
ulatz his mandate on the basis of iis
rosolution 8 (XX1) of 27 February
1975 which esta >d the mandate of
the Ad Hoc Wo roup; and to

consider at the ~fifth  Assembly
session the most € ive ways of clari-
fving the whersabows and fate of i
ing and disappez {ht

i
taking into accoun! ih s
subject  expressad by
Group in its rep
The Asseribly u ¢ Chilear
thorities to co-operate with the 8¢
Rapporteur; and requcsicd the @
mission on Human Rights lo:sui:
io the mext Assembly session, thro
the Economic and Social Cos:_m_c‘
progress report of actiqn taken-in
pliance with the resolution.]
The resolution in draft
introduced in the Third
Sweden apd adopted l;}
by 8% votes in favoy~ lo| 7
(Argentina, Braz[}l, (hile,| [Uebano:
Nicaragua, Paraggay, Urugpay), wi
34 abstentions. | i
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Comailte
the Commi

Under resoclufion Z‘qw%ﬁl?!b, ada
by 55 votes in favouy to 'Jl” agyl
with 66 abstentions, the Asfsemf)])n
comed the fact that the AdiHpe ¥
ing Group was finally |ableito
Chile and carry put, | the
investigation of the hu A |l
ation there. It expressed its |2
preciation to the (’.irou} i )
and cobjective manner |[ir] ‘\P{]icf‘] it
carried cut its duly and drew the
tion of the Commissjon don{ H
Hights to the impgriange [
irnee in view of
future action when di

sistent patterns of gross violations of
homan rights.

The draft resolution was adepted in
the Third Committee by a vote of 47 in
favour to 22 against, with 53 absten-
tions,

Prior to the adoption of the resclu-
tion, the Assembly rejected by a vote
of 52 in favour 1o 53 against, with 34
abstenlions, a draft amendment by Italy
which proposed an additional operative
paragiaph to the draft recommended by
the Third Commitice,

The draft amendment proposed that
the Assembly invite the Commission on
Hurman Rights to consider the desira-
bility of the creation of ad hoc working
aroups or simitar investigative bodies in
those cases in which it had recognized
the existence of consistent patlerns of
gross violations of human rights, and
report on the subject to the thirty-fourth
Assembly session.

Refore the Assembly voted on the
ihree resolutions, a number of delega-
tions explained their positions.

Yueoslaviz said it would vote against
the Halion draft amendment. There had
been no Ume for consultations and
nothing could justify its consideration.

The USSH, which stated that it would
vole against the proposal, said that some
of the provisions were completely at
variance witls United Nations decisions.

Eeyvpt, opposing the proposal, said it
was premalure. The possibility shouid
be avoided of such groups being used
againsl certain States for the wrong
reasons which might result in further
human rights violations. Epypt was dis-
satisfied with the way the matter was
being handled.

Ethiopia said there were ample rea-
sans for voling against the draft amend-
ment. Some Western States might use
the idea as a way to interfere jn the
internal alfairs of States.

Pukistan recalled that it had indicated
its belief thal the draft resolution on
the Group's report should be studied
further. Due to lack of such an oppor-
tupity, il had voted in the Commitlee
for delction of the relevant operative
paragraph. The matter deserved serious
reflection. Pakistan would maintain its
position on that issue.

Zaire said that it would abstain in the
vole on the draft reselotion on human
rights in Chile. The defence of human
pights had been selective and reflecled
the situation concernimg Chile. Peoples
in Alnica suaflered from worse discrimi-
nation.
oot the

would vote for

Sene

Italian draft amendment. Enforcement
of human rights could not be selective.
The Commission on Human Rights
should be in a position to establish an
investigntory group whenever it was
necessary.

Australia said it would vote for the
draft smendment. The vote in the Com-
mittea on the operative paragraph had
been crroneously recorded by the voting
machine. ltaly should be justified in
asking for restitution of that paragraph

-which would add balance to the draft’s

text.

Benin, opposing the ltalian proposai,
recalled that the paragraph had been
rejected by the Committee. Imperialist
countries had practised a double stand-
ard focusing on viclations in developing
countries while ignering the situation in
areas such as Palestine.

Costa Rica said it would abstain on
the drafts on the voluntary fund and
protection of rights in Chile, and would
vote for the draft on the Ad Hoc Work-
ing Group, if the Italian amendment
was accepted. 1f the latter was rejected,
it v:ould abstuin. The rcport of the Ad
Hoe Group had recognized that there
had been important jmprovements in
the Chilean situation.

Saudi Arabiz said the draft amend-
ment would create a lot of trouble if
approved. and. Saudi Arabia was op-
posed to it :

After the wote, Chile said it was
pleased that for the first time the United
WMations recognized a marked improve-
men! in the Buman rights situation in
that country. However, it rejected some’
of the false conclusions by the Group.

Chile believed that the designation of
the Special Rapporteur and the estab-
lishment of the Fund for Chile consti-
tuted a violation of the principle of legal
equality among States,

Uruguay said it voted against the
resolution on |the report of the Ad Hoc
Working Grodp because it disagreed
with the Grotlp’s conclusions and ob-
jected to the| procedures used. The
Group went t;u:yond its terms of refer-
ence. | |

The Germfa|n ;Democratic  Republic
said it had reservations on the preambu-
tar paragraph) of jthe resolution on pro-
tection of human rights in Chile. It
held that that :mlmtry had not achieved
an improvement in the situation,

Cubv said!|it | was not among the
sponsoss of that resoludion because of
dilferences ofi ppinion which had arisen
regarding . thej so-keatled mprovement in
the situation in| Chile.
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