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By letter of 22 May 1981, the Political Affairs Committee requested 

authorisation to draw up an annual report on human rights in the world. 

By letter of 30 June 1981, the committee was authorised to draw up 

annually a report on this subject. 

By letter of 8 November 198~ the Political Affairs Committee requested 

confirmation of this decision, which was accorded by plenary on 14 January 1985. 

On 20 December 1984 the Political Affairs Committee appointea Mrs van den HEUVEL 

rapporteur. 

The following motions for resolution were referred to the Pu~itical Affairs 

Committee by plenary at its sittings of: 

- 11 September 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr ?ANNELLA on the constant 

violation of individual and ethnic rights by the USSR and the attitude of the 

countries of the Community <doc. 2-371/84>, 

- 11 September 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr William NEWTON DUNN 

on the Hungarian minority in Romania <doc. 2-373/84), 

- 13 September 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr POROEA on the 

Hungarian minority in Romania (d~. 2-545/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on the . 

death of hunger strikers in Morocco (doc. 2-571/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr LOMAS on refugees from 

the Indonesian province of Irian Jaya (doc. 2-605/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VAN MIERT on the fate of 

Mark HUNTER and Patricia and Derek HANEKOM, who are accused of high treason 

in South Africa (doc. 2-623/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VAN MIERT on the massacres 

in Uganda (doc. 2-624/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH on the 

abduction of Mrs Jolanda Consuela Rodriguez Arteaga and her daughter Oina 

Patricia Cardola Rodriguez (doc. 2-631/84) 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH.on the 

situation of refugees in Papua New Guinea (doc. 2-632/84) 

- 23 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by ~r ADAM and others on 

women of the Royal household and other political prisoners in Ehtiopia 

(doc. 2-738/84), 
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- 25 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Ms TONGUE and others on 

Human Rights in Pakistan <doc. 2-896/84), 

- 13 September 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr GAIBISSO and 

Mr POMILIO on the need for concrete measures to abolish different forms of 

slavery in practice in the world (doc. 2-541/84>, 

- 13 November 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr DEPREZ on violations 

of human rights in Argentina (doc. 2-906/84), 

- 13 Nr·•Pmber 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr COLLINS on violations 

of b·•111~,., rigb.+-s, including arbitrary arrest, incommunicado detention, extra­

judicial exPcutions and the practice of torture in the Syrian Arab Republic 

(doc. 2-921/84), 

- 15 November 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr HAbSBURG ~~1 others 

on the case of the political prisoners Valerij Martschenko and Victor Nekipelow 

in the Soviet Union (doc. 2-974/84), 

- 12 December 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs HEINRICH on the arrest 

of Otelo de Carvalho and a large number of Portuguese opposition politicians 

<doc. 2-986/84), 

12 December 1984, motion for a resolution t~~led by Mr GLINNE on the disappearance 

of Alaide Foppa de Solorzano (doc. 2-1005/84), 

- 12 December 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANOEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the trial of six Yugoslav intellectuals (doc. 2-1055/84), 

- 12 December 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr PRAG and others on the 

suppression of human rights and trade union activity in Libya (doc. 2-1090/84), 

- 12 December 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on the 

trial of dissidents in Yugoslavia (doc. 2-1120/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on the 

abduction of a Colombian family <doc. 2-1249/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs DURY on the persecution 

of Baha'is in Iran <Doc. 2-1251/84>, 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the human 

rights situation in Yugoslavia <doc. 2-1258/84>, 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr ROELANTS du VIVIER 

and others calling for the release of Mr Balakhonov <doc. 2-1267/84>, 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VERGEER and others 

on the situation in Uganda (doc. 2-1292/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr BERSANI and others on the 

recent arrests in South Africa (doc. 2-1293/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and others 

on the detention of Kamoji Wachiina <Kenya)(doc. 2-1307/84), 
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- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and 

Mrs BLOCH VON SLOTTNITZ on the detention of tne philology stude~Sorjan Popadjuk 

in the USSR (doc. 2-1309/84>, 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and 

Mrs WEBER on the release of the FiLipino trade unionist Crispin Beltran 

<doc. 2-1310/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr GLINNE and others on 

torture in Zaire (doc. 2-1435/84), 

- 11 Feburary 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SEAL and others on 

the banning of political parties in Pakistan (doc. 2-1473/84>, 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr DEPREZ ar ' others on 

the situation of persons in Yugoslavia imprisoned or charged on the grounds 

of their beliefs <doc. 2-1508/84), 

11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the tragic 

situation of the BahA'i Community in iran (doc. 2-1518/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the situation 

of Jorge PALMA DONOSA, Carlos ARANEDA MIRAND~ and Hugo MARCHANT MOYA, ;.risoners 

in Chile Cdoc. 2-1519/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion tor a resolution tabled oy Mrs LIZIN on the political 

and economic situation in Chile and the return of emigrants, including 

Bernardo VARGAS (doc. 2-1520/84), 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the violation of human rights in ALbania (doc. 2-1535/84), 

- 15 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the United Nations Convention against torture <doc. 2-1580/84), 

- 15 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the disappearance of Serge Bert en <doc. 2-1584/84), 

- 15 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on torture in Afghanistan <doc. 2-1587/84), 

- 15 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on executions in Iran <doc. 2-1589/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on the 

imprisonment of Suleyman Yasar Cdoc. 2-556/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr KUIJPERS and 

Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE on the trial of 56 intellectuals in Turkey (doc. 2-568/84), 

- 9 October 1984, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr STAES on the fourth 

anniversary of the coming to power of the military regime in Turkey and events 

there condoned or instigated by the Turkish government (doc. 2-595/84), 
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and death sentences in Turkey Cdoc. 2-1492/84>, 

- 11 February 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the 

imprisonment in Turkey of Mr TAMER KAYAS <doc. 2-1521/84>, 

- 11 March 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr BERNARO-REYMOND on the 

rights of Australian aborigines (doc. 2-1666/84>, 

J 11 March 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELOONCK on recent 

arrests in Chile <doc. 2-1681/84), 

- 11 March 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELOONCK and 

Mr ARNDT o~ rersecution of Jews in the USSR <doc. 2-1697/84>, 

- 11 March 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on recent 

arrests in Chile (doc. 2-1768/84>, 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr STAVkuU a •• ~ others on the 

hunger strike by Spiros and Ilias LEKKAS <doc. 2-1879/84), 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr COLLINS on the Human Rights 

Convention (doc. 82-28/85>, 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr ZARGES and others on the 

violation of human r.ights in the German Democratic Republic in the case of the 

German national Mr Ernst-Hubert von Michaelis, of Arolsen (rederal Republic 

of Germany (doc. 82-44/85), 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the repression of the Turkish minority in Bulgaria <doc. 82-61/85), 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANOEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the fate of ~dvart Arutunian and other dissidents in the USSR 

<doc. 82-62/85), 

15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and 

Mr KUIJPERS on the fate of the Kurdish minority in Turkey (doc. 82-63/85), 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH on the 

arrest of several persons in November 1984 in the Republic of Haiti (doc. BZ-64/85), 

- 15 April 1985, motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VAN MIERT on the fate of 

Ayaz Samoo who has been sentenced to death by a military court in Pakistan 

<doc. 82-70/85). 

The Committee on Development and Cooperation, the Committee on Budgets, 

the Committee on External Economic ~elations, the Committee on Legal Affairs 

and Citizens' Rights and the Committee on Women's Rights were asked for an opinion. 

At its meetings of 26 November 1984, 19 December 1984, 24 January 1985, 

27 February 1985, 22 March 1985, the Subcommittee on Human Rights of the 

?Olitical Affairs Committee considered the draft report. 

At its meetings of 24-26 April 1985 and 22-24 May 1985 the Political 
Affairs Committee considered the draft report. 

It adopted the motion for a resolution as a whole on 24 May 1985 by 

20 votes in favour and 4 against with 7 abstentions. 
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The following took part in the vote: Mr FORMtGONl, chairman; Mr HANSCH, 

vice-chairman; Lord DOURO, vice-chairMan; Mrs van den HEUV~L, rtpporteur• 
Mr BALFE Cdeputising for Mrs CHARZAT), Mr BERNARD-REYMONO, Mr BETTIZA, 

Mr CROUX, Lady ELLES, Mr ERCINI (deputising 1or Mr DE i·11TA), l·lrs FLESCi (deputisirg for Mr DEN1.4JJ), 

Mr B. FRIEDRICH, Mr GAWRONSKI, Mr GRAEFE ZU BARINGDORF (deputising for 

Mrs HAMMERICH>, Mr HABSBURG, Mr KLEPSCH, Mrs LENZ, Mr LOMAS, Mr NEWENS, 

Mr PELIKAN Cdeputising for Mr MARTELLI), Mr PENDERS, Mrs PIERMONT, Mr PLASKOVITIS, 

Mr POETTERING, Mr PRAG, r;r SEAL (deputising for Mr AMAOEil, Mr TZOUNIS (deputising 

for Mr BOUTOS), Mr VE~GEER (d~putising for Mr ANTONIOZZI>, Mr WALTER, 

Mr WEDEKIND (deputising for r.r BLUMENFELD), and Mr ZAGAR! (deputising for 

Mr SEEFELD). 

The opinion of the Committee on Development and Cooperation is attached. 
1 . . • •1 r . ··· . ·. 

The Committee on Budgets, the Committee on External Economic Relations, the 
' ' 

Committee on Legal Affairs and Citizens' Rights and the Co.mittee on Women's 

Rights decided not to deliver an opinion. 

The report was tabled on 30 May 1985. 

At Parliament's July ·part-session the report was referred back to committee, 

pursuant to Rule 85. 

At its meeting on 25 September 1985, the Political Affairs Committee re­

examined the report and decided to forward this document to plenary without 
modification. 

The report was tabled on 3 October 1985. 

The deadline for tabling amendments to this report will be indicated in 

the draft agenda for the part-session at which it will be debated. 
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The PoUt1cal ~fhirs tOMhtt• '-•ttby "-UhMH-s \'0 \\\t tur~•\'\~\ ~~~·\ \1\IA\\r\\ \\w· 
following motion for a resolution, together with explanatory statement: 

MOTION FOR A RESOLUTION 

on human rights in the world for the year 1984 and Community policy on human rights 

The European Parliament, 

having regard to the following motions for resolution: 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr PA~NELLAOn the constant violation of 

individual and ethnic rights by the USSR and the attitude of the countries 

of the Community <doc. 2-371/84> 

-motion for a resolution tabled by Mr William NEWTON DUNN en the Hungarian 

minority in Romania <doc. 2-373/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr PORDEA on the Hungarian m~.1ority in 

Romania <doc. 2-545/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on the death of 

hunger strikers in Morocco <doc. 2-571/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr LOMAS on refugees from the Indonesian 

Province of Irian Jaya (doc. 2-605/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VAN MIERT on the fate of Mark HUNTER and 

Patricia and Derek HANEKOM, who are accused of high treason in South Africa 

<doc. 2-623/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VAN MIERT on the massacres in Uganda 

<doc. 2-624/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH on the abduction of 

Mrs Jolanda Consuela Rodriguez Arteaga and her daughter Dina P.atricia Cardoza 

Rodriguez (doc. 2-631/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH on the situation of refugees 

in Papua New Guinea (doc. 2-632/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr ADAM and others on women of the Royal 

household and other political prisoners in Ethiopia (doc. 2-738/84) 

motion for a resolution tabled by Ms TONGUE and others on Human Rights in 

Pakistan <doc. 2-896/84) 

motion for a resolution tabled by Mr GAIBISSO and Mr POMILIO on the need for 

concrete measures to abolish different forms of slavery in practice in the 
world <doc. 2-541/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr DEPREZ on violations of human rights 
in Argentina <doc. 2-906/84) 
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motion for a resolution tabled by Mr COLLINS on violations of human rights, 

including arbitrary arrest, incommunicado detention, extrajudicial executions 

and the practice of torture in the Syrian A~ab Republic Cdoc. 2-921/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr HABSBURG and others on the case of the 

p~litical prisoners Valerij Martschenko and Victor Nekipelow in the Soviet 

Union (doc. 2-974/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs HEINRICH on the arrest of Otelo de Carvalho 

and a large number of Portuguese opposit1on politicians (doc. 2-986/84) 
- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr GLINNE on the disappearance of 

Alaide Foppg de Solorzano (doc. 2-1005/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the trial of six Yugoslav intellectuals (doc. 2-1055/84) 

motion for a resolution tabled by Mr PRAG and others on the suppression of 

human rights and trade union activity in libya <doc. 2-1090/84) 

-motion for a resoluti~n tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK en the trial of dissidents 

in Yugoslavia (doc. 2-1120/84) 

motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELOONCK on the abduction of a 

CoLombian family (doc. 2-1249/84) 

-motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs DURY on the ~·~:rsecution of Baha'is in 

Iran (doc. 2-1251/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the human rights situation in 

Yugoslavia (doc. 2-1258/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr ROELANTS du VIVIER and others calling 

for the release of Mr Balakhonov <doc. 2-1267/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VERGEER and others on the situation in 

Uganda <doc. 2-1292/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr 9ERSANI and others on the recent arrests 

in South Africa (doc. 2-1293/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and others on the detention 

of Kamo)i Wachiina <Kenya) <doc. 2-1307/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and Mrs BLOCH VON BLOTTNITZ 

on the detention of the philology student Sorjan Popadjuk in the USSR 

<doc. 2-1309/84) 

,, 
~· 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and Mrs ~EBER on the release ~ 

of the Filipino trade unionist Crispin Beltran <doc. 2-1310/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr GLINNE and others on torture in Zaire 
(doc. 2-1435/84) 

-( 
motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SEAL and others on the banning of political· 

parties in Pakistan (doc. 2-1473/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr DEPREZ and others on the situation of 

persons in Yugoslavia imprisoned or charged on the grounds of their beliefs 
(doc. 2-1508/84) 
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- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the tragic situation of the 

Baha'i Community in Iran (doc. 2-1518/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZIN on the situation of Jorge 

PALMA DONOSA, Carlos ARANEDA MIRANDA and Hugo MARCHANT MOYA, prisoners in 

Chile <doc. 2-1519/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LlZIN on the political and economic 

situation in Chile and the return of emigrants, including Bernardo VARGAS 

<doc. 2-1520/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the violation of human rights in Albania <doc. 2-1535/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the United Nations Convention against torture (doc. 2-1580/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the disappearance of Serge Berten <doc. 2-1584/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on torture in Afghanist~n <doc. 2-1587/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on executions in Iran Cdoc. 2-1589/84) 

motion for a resolution Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on the imprisonment of Suleyman Yasar 

(doc. 2-556/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr KUIJPERS ano Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE on 

the trial of 56 intellectuals in Turkey <doc. 2-568/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr STAES on the fourth anniversary of the 

coming to power of the military regime in Turkey and events there condoned 

or instigated by the Turkish government (doc. 2-595/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SIMPSON on torture and death sentences 

in Turkey (doc. 2-1492/84) 

motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs LIZlN on the imprisonment in Turkey of 

Mr TAMER KAYAS (doc. 2-1521/84) 

-motion for a resolution tabled by Mr BERNARD-REYMOND on the rights of Australian 

aborigines (doc. 2-1666/84) 

mot1on for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on recent arrests in 

Chile (doc. 2-1681/84) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK and Mr ARNDT on persecution 

of Jews in the USSR (doc. 2-1697/84) 

moTion for a resolution tabled by Mrs VAN HEMELDONCK on recent arrests in 

Chile <doc. 2-1768/8&) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr STAVROU and others on the hunger strike 

by Spiros and !lias LEKKAS <doc. 2-1879/84> 
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- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr COLLINS on the H~an Rights Convention 

<doc. 82-28/85> 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr ZARGES and others on the violation of 

human rights in the German Dtmocratic Republic in the case of the German 

national Mr Ernst-Hubert von Michaelis, of Arolsen (Federal Republic of Germany) 

(doc. 82-44/85) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the repression of the Turkish minority in Bulgaria <doc. 82-61/85> 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBROUCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the fate of Edvart Arutunian and other dissidents in the USSR 

Cdoc. 82-62/85) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VANDEMEULEBRC>UCKE and Mr KUIJPERS 

on the fate of the Kurdish minority in Turkey (doc. 82-63/85) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr SCHWAL8A-HOTH on the ar~est of several 

persons in November 1984 in the Republic of Haiti (doc. 82-64/85) 

- motion for a resolution tabled by Mr VAN MIERT on the fate of Ayaz Samoo 

who has been sentenced to d~~th by a military court in Pakistan Cdoc. 82-70/85) 

- Having regard to the resolution on human rights in the world aoopted , 
on 17 May 1983 , 

- Having regard to the resolution on human rights in the world adopted 

on 22 May 1984~, 
- Having regard to the resolution or. human rights adopted by the ACP-EEC 

Jo1nt Committee on 31 January 1985 -in Bujumbura, Sur•.~di 3 , 

-·Having regard to the Final Act ~f the VIth EC/Latin America Interparliamentary 

Conference held in April 1983 in Brussels and its joint commitment to peace, 

pluralist democracy and the respect of human rights, 

- Having regard to the resolutions adopted by Parliament since 25 July 1985 

concerning h~an rights <list~ in ~nnex VI·> 

- Having regard to the first report of the Political Affairs Committee and to the 
opinion of the Committee on Development and Cooperation CA 2-61/85), 

- Having regard to the second report of the Political Affair• Committee and to the 
opinion of the Committee on Development and Cooperation (A 2-121/85>, 

A. Recall1ng its commitment to draw up annually a report on human rights 

'in the world; 

-------------
1oJ No. C161, paQe 58 of 20.6.1983 
20J N;~. 84/C 172 
3cAICP/528/~~s./fir.. Annex III) 

- 8 - PE 94.657/fin. 



B. RecaLL1ng the terms of its first two annual reports which gave particular 

emphasis to three fundamental rights: The right to life, the right to 

respect for the physical and moral integrity of tne person, and the 

right to a fair trial by an independent court and at the sa'!le time. recognising 

the fact that human rights are indivisible, i.e. that if we give priority to 

basic rights we must be concerned about all derived human rights as proclaimed 

in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights and subsequent Treaties and 

Conventions; 

c. Noting, with great sadness, that only onel~hird of the world's populatio,n 

can be said to live in countries where the internationally-accepted 

standards of human rights and fundamental freedoms are, in general, 

respected; 

D. Whereas a commitment to democratic principles of govern~ent and to the 

protection of human rights and fundamental freedoms under the rule of law ~s a 

prerequisite for me~bership of the European CommunitY in which every individual 

ran enjoy the guarantees provided by 1ndepenaent judiciaries; 

E. Believ1ng, tht' efore, that the European Parliament, as the world's only 

dlrectly-electeo international Parliamen~ has a duty to be particularly 

active in the field of human rights; 

F. Noting, in this connection, that, largely in response to public concern 

and appeals by Community citizens, during its first five-year electoral 

term, Parliament adopted more than 120 resolutions on human rights, tabled 

more than 500 oral and written questions, and considered more than 80 
. . 1 pt>t 1 t 10ns ; 

G. Part icvlarly concerned about the massacres and persecutions in some countries 

of minority groups, 'disappearnces', political killings, and the widespread use 

.of torture, whether mental or physical; 

1. Bel1eves that the majority of grave human rights violations are perpetrated by 

governments or their agents, but also by groups of extremists and t~rrorists. 

and that 1984 sa~ no significant reduction in the number of countries in the 

world ~here v1olations of human rights could be said to be 'gross and systematic'; 

2. Recognises that ~hile grave abuses occur in many countries where there is no 

deliberate policy of violation of human rights there is al~ays the chance of 

preventing, exposing and punishing such violations where the basic rules of free. 

~emocracy are observed; 

1 Annt! x \1 
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3. Associates itself with Amnesty International's 1984 campaign 

against torture and its twelve-point programMe for the eradication of 

torture which, according to their repor~ is practised in 98 countries in 

the world; 

4. Urges, in this connection, the governments of the Ten to review their national 

policies and legislation to ensure that they do not abet the practice of 

torture, cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment in third countries, notably by 

a) not returning refugees to countries where they may be subject to such 

treatment 

b) refusing to grant export licences for equipment which would be used 

for such purposes 

c) not providing 'safe havens' for torturers and by seeking to bring to 

justice those responsible for acts of torture in third countries. 

5. Welcomes the inclusion in the new Lome III ConventioD'of specific commitments 

to 'fundamental human rights' and 'human dignit)~, as callen for in 

Parliament's previous annual reports on human rights but regrets the fact that 

the provisions of this clause are not more specific and do not have a more 

definite legal value; 

6. Welcomes the decision of the ACP/EEC Consultative Assembly in Luxembourg 

on 22 September 1984 to establish a Joint Working Party on Human Rights, 
and the subsequent decisions taken by the ACP-EEC Joint Committee; 

7. Earnestly hopes that these precedents, with regard to the Lome Convent 1on, 

w1ll lead to human rights provisions being incorporated into other external 

agreements and to a greater dialogue on human rights matters with those 

countries with which the Community has close ties; 

8. Reaffirms the priority of the rights cited in Article 3 of the Universal 

Declaration of Human Rights, namely the right to life, liberty and security 

of the person; reaffirms that social and economic rights can only be protected 

and encouraged if civil and political rights are fully respected; reaffirms 

the importance, in this regard, of the independence of judicial bodies; 

9. strongly refutes the allegations made by a number of countries that 

Parliament's actions and resolutions on human rights constitute an unwarranted 

int~rfer·enr.e in the internal affairs of those countries, and reaffirms its 

oelief that human rights are a legitimate matter of international concern; 

1 1'\nnex IV 
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.( 

10. Oeplores the srand taken by the government of Chile in refusing entry to 

a member of P~rliament's Political Affairs comm1ttee, appointed to draw up 

a report.:! on the situation in that country·; 
' 

'11. Is gravely concerned about the reports of hum.tn rights violations listed 

A. 

i ) 

below which, though far from b~ing an exhaustive list of the main infringements 

of human rights around the ~orld 1n 1084. are in all cases supported by 

welL-founded evidence and documen~atior.,? and' reflect the principal concerns 

of Parliament, and in particular its Subcommit.tee on Human Rights, during 

the course of that year: 

i 1 ) 

Continued viotdtion by the Soviet authorities ot almost all the human 

rights provisions of the Helsinki Final Act, including such practices as 

house arrest, resentencing, ill-treatment (including organised beatings of 

political prisoners), and the abuse of psychiatry for political purposes; 

these measures are directed principally against religious groups such ~s 

Catholics, Pent~costalists and ~~ptists, as well as those practising the Jew1sh 

faith, and ethnic minorities such as the Ukranians, the peoples of the Baltic 

States, ~menians and Crimean Tartars, and certain citizens' groups, 

often numan r1ghts activists, whose members have been compelled in 1984 

to cease their activities, frequently by imprisonment, banishment or 

forced emigration; other human right~ violations reported in 1984 were the 

inhuman conditions recorded in the Soviet camps and prisons, which have caus~d 

the death of several 'dissidents'; the increase in anti-Semitic speeches and 

(;r.Jct i r:es; &ystematic relioious persecution and the cont1nuing use of 

c.'lpltal punio:;hment; .~n additior, many persons resident in Community countnes 

Jre prevented by the Soviet authorities from visiting, or being visited by, those 

relatives resident in the USSR; 

While welcoming the election of a I~!:~i~~ civilian government (although 

with ltmited powers>, the Lifting of martial law in most Turkish provinces 

and the reLPase of many thousands of political prisoners, deeply regrets 

the ro~t1nuing detention of about 12,000 political prisoners; expresses 

1ts deep conr.ern at reliable reports on the use of torture in some Turkish 

pr1sons, 1n sp1te of efforts bY the Turkish authorities to prevent it, 

and at the recent trials of members of opposition groups such as the 

Turk1sh Peace Association and the DISK trade union, especially those 

whose dissent has been non-violent; Turkey continue~ to occupy almost half 

the State of Cyprus, in violation of the most fundamental principle of the 

Helsinki Agreement; as a result of the occupation of Cypriot territory, 
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2,000 people were declared missing, an i~sue wb,ch has remained unresolved 

to this day, and 200,000 people became refugees in their own country; an 

attempt is also being made to alter the composition of Cyprus's population 

by transferring Turkish people from central' Turkey; 

iii) In Czechoslovakia, the policy of re~ssion conducted against the signator1es 
__ ..,. __________ _ 

of Charter 77 dnd members of VONS, ~nd also for religious reasons, in the form 

of dismissals, work bans, police searches and_arrests and severe sentences, such 

as the 6-year sentence imposed on Rudolf Battek and the special surveillance 

system imposed on former Charter 77 sookesman Ladislav Lis and other citizens 

on account of their opinions; also in 1'934, a prisoner of conteience, ·J i ri Grontoracs 

received an additional sentence tor testity1ng that he had been beaten by a 

prison guard; 

iv) Continued restrictions on basic human rjght~ and fundamental freedoms in 

~~19!~i!, where government forces are reported to h~ve been res~onsible 

tor the deaths of as many as 40 members of the Turkish minority cOmmunity 

who had been opposing 'bulgarisation'; 

y) Severe limitations on almost all basic freedoms, particularly the 

freedom of expression, in the -~~~~~-2:~2£!!!i£_~!e~~li~, with an extension 
of police powers in 1984, to prevent unauthorized demonstrations; though 

East German citizens do not have the right to leave and to return to their 

country freely and incur a major personal and political risk with every 

exit visa application they make, the number of people wanting to Leave the 

country - including a large proportion of women - increased considerably; 

,1\any of the applicants lose their job! as a result and many run the risk 

1f be1ng arresteci; throughout Easterri Europe, in the wake of collective 

attempts by people in East Berlin and Prague to emigrate to the Federal 

~epublic ot Germany, measures were taken to restrict entry to West German 

embassies; many people are still fleeing over the 'death borders•. at 

risk to their lives; ~n individual cases, however, Germans from the ODR 

and the Federal Republic who had been arrested and sentenced were 'bought 

out' by the Government of the Federal Republic of German~ 

- 12 - PE 94.657/fin. 



vi> Frequent detention in ~~~!~~~of religious, political or human rights 

activists, sometimes in psychiatric hospitals,with continuing tight 

controls on all forms of expression and on emigration, which is usually 

only permitted on grounds of family reunification or of 'undesirability'; 

repressive measures against certain minority and ethnic groups, with in 

1984, the frequent appearance in the Romanian press of anti-Semitic articles; 

vii) In ~lg§~i2, extreme limitation of all basic human rights and fundamental 

freedoms by Stalinist methods of government, with many Albanians (including 

members ot the Greek m1nority community> who have criticised the regime o. 

pract1sed reL1g1on continuing to serve long terms in harsh labour camps, in 

many cases after being convicted at unfair summary trials on the basis of 

confessions made under duress; 

viii) In Poland, severe restrictions of basic freedoms, despite the cessation 

of martial law (,n 1983) and a conditional amnesty granted to almost all 

p0Litical prisoners; abuses by law ~nforcement personnel, which are 

reported to have led to the abduction, torture and killing of at Least 

two persons, one of them a priest, as well as apparent official involvemer.t 

in the murder of Fatr.er Popieluszko; continued harassment of Solidarity 

and KOR members and human rights activists, who frequently have been re­

arrest~d and arbitrarily detained; 

ix) Intensified pressures and harassment of persons believed to be hostile 

to the !~gq~l~~ Government, most notably by the arrest and detention ot 

28 intellectuals at a peaceful gathering, some of whom were beaten, 

and one of whom ~ubsequently was re-arrested and disappeared and died 

dn•~er sus,Jiciou:, circumstances, while another was sentenced to eight years 

•r• l'rle:.•lr• <reo.Juc~d to four on appeal), and six other members of the group 

.•I ::.u l.o"f'~ re-ar rested and put on trial 111ithout full respect of the rights of 

~et~nLe; ethn•c Albanian nationalists in the Kosovo region have continued 
to suffer persecut1on; 

x) In H_u_n_g_d_r_Y_, despite a greater degree of official tolerance than in other 

War$aw Pact countries, limitations on ba:ic rights and freedoms, such 

as the freedom ot expression, with, in 1984, independent publishers and the 

organisers of certain art exhibitions being subjected to harassment by the 

authorities; continu1ng restrictions on freedom of worship and on freedom 

of movemP~t for persons known to hold 'independent' views; 
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B. Countries of the American continent and non-ACP Caribbean countries 

i) The continuing brutal repression incluaing, albeit on d1fferent scales, 

the arbit.rary killing of civilians: qy government forces (~~~~E!_, ~~-~~~~a-~~r, 
~~~~~~~~ _N_~~!~j~~ and E~~~) and by right-wing or le•t-wing extremists 
and other groups- death squads, guerill4S and insurgent forces- ~sl 

~~~~~~~IJ _G_u_a_t_e_mjj.Jl, !l.iS~!~!i:l~~ and ~~r:.~ and political assassins in many 

countries of Latin America; 

Cii) The systematic_and widespread violation of human rights in ~bi!~, 

which has continued to increase since the reimposition of a state of siege, 

and, in particular, the violent suppression of popular protests supporting 

the restoration of the democratic process and respect for human rights by 

the authorities. 

iii) The practice of torture, and cruel, inhuman ana degrading treatment in a number 

of countries. notably Jlr.ll..iJ, ~LI:..e.t f~~~, ~L~§!l~2Q2!:, §~§!!~!!!~l~, ~~~i£2, 

~iE~£~9~~, ~~!.!!9~~t and ~er~--, 

iv) The continued use of imprisonment without trial, and the denial of 

basic democratic rights and civil rights which in varying degrees 

characterise c-~~~J S~p~, !b~_QQ~i~j~~D-~~Q~21j£, §~~!~~~~~, 

Haiti, ~i_r:.a!_a_g_:J_a, _!'_a_r_a.9.~21, ~.!.r'::!, 11!:!-dS\:!~t anc, to a degree, ~~~!.~~!.. 

(v) The disappearances of thousands of people, including children, in S~jJ~J 

E_l.__S_a_L__va_d_o_r, _G_u_a_t~_r.t_a_l_a, riife.C~9~e and E~r:~ ; 

<v1) The disregard for the rights of indigenous peoples practised or connived 

at by the authorities in_~r:._~~~L, -~~~~~~~~' -~~~t_~~~~a and ~~S.'!.t:..'!.!il!..<;; 

<v11)The widespread hard~sment ot the press, trade unions, churches and 

individuals among them many human rights activists- even in countries where 

encouraging develupments took place during 1984. 

vii1) The state of emergency or siege in Chile, Colombia, Nicaragua, Paraguay and ------ --------- ---------- ---------Peru. 

(L<, ~ht! continuwg tragic pl1qht ot far more than a million refugees who 

havr fled cr1s1s situations in ~~01!:~1-~m~ri£~, particularly in 

E_1 __ s_a_L.Yi!22!, ~~~!~~~~~ and _t-!.i_c_a_r_a,9_u_a and who have flea from .£~!;?!!; 
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The continued application of the death pena~ty in a number of countries, and 

in particular, the increased recourse to judicial executions in some States of 

the ~Oi!~g_§!2!~~; 

i) In ~f9b20i~!~Q, massacres of civilians extensive use of the death penalty, torture, 

the u~e of chemical weapon&. arbitrary killings of hundreds of refugees in bombing 

raids on Pakistani border villages, as well as other atrocities and reprisals 

against the rural population - either directed by, or committed by, Soviet troops 

in direct consequence of the war following the Soviet invasion in 1979 which has led 

to at least half a million people being killed, wounded or driven from their homes 
while 3.5 million more have sought refuge in either Pakistan or Iran; 

arbitrary arrest and v~rtually indefi~lte detention without charge or trial 

is commonplace - often merely on suspicion ot opposition to the regime and 
as a deterrent to others. 

ii) ·The pol1cies of repression and terror pursued by the ~~~9!1!~.:!~!1 authorities 

1n Irian Jaya and East Timor, including massacres by military forces, 

summary executions, indiscriminate arrest, torture, deaths in detention 

and abductions; the Indonesian Government has continued to exert pressure 

on Papua New Guinea for the return of refugees who have fled from Irian Jaya; 

in addition to the imprisonment of targe numbers of alleged secessionists, a 

number of political prisoners arrested after the ~ouo in 1965 still face the 

death penalty; 

; ii) In the ~bj~..!PJ?.;!.!)~~, massacres, ill.egal killings, burning of villages, 

arbitrary arrest, detention without charge or tr1al, and the violent 

suppression by thP. security forces of peaceful popular protests, as well 

iv> 

as apparent m1litary complicity- according to the official inquiry- in the 

assassination of opposition leader Benigno Aquino. 

Inter-communal violence in Sri Lanka, including extra-judicial killings, 

disappearances, and violence by certain elements of the security forces in 

reprisals tor Tamil guerilla attackes; continued discrimination is reported 

against the Tamil minority community and in Jaffna province human rights and 

legal safeguards have been suspended, with the applciaiton of virtual martial 
law; 
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v) In !~9i~, where the Government is committed to democracy and the rule of Law, 

following the assault on the Golden Temple of Amritsar and the murder of the 

Prime Minister, Mrs Gandhi, the murder of large numbers of Sikhs, at first with 

inadequate reaction by police or security forces against this brutal communal 

violence; other human rights violations in India including arbitrary arrest, 

police brutality and torture, and censorship." 
I 

vi) The practice by the authorities in ~~~i~!~Q of arbitrary arrest on a 

large scale, as well as reported torture and ill-treatment, imprisonment 

without trial, denial of fair trial, freQuent application of the death 

penalty, orutal .corporal punishments and policies of religious discrimination; 

vii) ~iuespread human rights violations in ~~tQ~ including extensive use 

viii) 

of the death penalty, detention without charge or trial in so-called 

"rp-education camps", Hl-treatment of prisoners (some of them prisoners 

of conscience detained solely for the non-violent exercise of basic human 

rights), the absence of legal safeguards, harrassment of Roman Catholic 

priests and censorship. 

Ln :!..!~.!~~~, continu1nq large-scale detention without trial in 're-

Pduc3tion camo~·, as well as other human rights violations, including the 

persecut1on of Catholic priests and Buddhist human rights activists; 

moreover, the peopLe of ':_<!OS and £.~~.Q.Q.Q.ia continued to be deprived of their 

po' :t1CJl :.tnd -:ivit liberties· continuinq under mil itilry occupatior by Vietnam; 

1nd •her~ wer·e reaular incursions of Vietnamese troops across the Thai frontier; 

in C~mbodia, beat1ngs and other :arms of torture were commonplace for the ~any 

hundreds of political prisoners, as were arrests without charge, imprisonment 

wit::out trial, and tjetention for indeterminate periods; 

ix) Tortu.·e and cruel, inhuman and dP.grading treatment of detainees in a 

number of As1an countries such as ~!!!t.!i! and the Ren bl" f K 
--C~--1£_9 ___ 9!~!• 
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E. Countries of the African, Caribbean and Pacific regions which are parties 

to the Lome Convention, and the countries of Southern Africa 

i) In ~a~~g~ the discovery of large number of mass graves indicating massacres of, 

at least, tens of thousands of unarmed civilians by government troops since 1981 -

despite the Ugandan Government's refutation of allegations of these killings for 

which there is overwhelming evidence; 

ii) lQ_§Q~!b_8fri£~, the widespread violation of human rights, resulting in the death 

... \ 
1 1 1 I 

of civilians at the hands of the police: continuance of the basic features of 

apartheid, with segregation of residential areas into white, coloured, Indian and 

black townships; refusal to allow black workers in the South African economy South 

African nationality; imprisonment without trial, deaths of detainees in prison under 

suspicious circumstances; in 1984 the number of so-called "treason" trials and 

prosecutions under the 'homelands' policy and the Group Areas Act rose dramatically; 

The practice of institutionalised violence, including arbitrary killings 

of large numbers of civilians, among them many children, in ~b~~, ~!Ol!, 
bl~~ri~, ~Y~!Q and _Z_im_b __ ab __ ~_e,· ~ummary ex•uct· · A t c 

~ ~ 1ons ,n _ogQ_!, -~~!!QYQ, §IbiQei!, 
~jg~rl~, ~2ffi!lig and ~sir~; and the widespread practice of arrest and detention 
w1thout trial by the authorities throughout the Afr,·can continent. and in some 
Car1bbean countries, includ1ng §~~~Q~ and IY!iO!~~; 

i·;) Cruel, inhuman and degrading tre::ltment, including penal amputations, 

particuLarly in Sudan, 1,, application of Islamic law~ many provisions of which 

:JrP in ''iolation of ct>r~ain principles of internat1onal Law and more specifically 

the United Nations charter, such as the principle of the physical integrity of 

thr inu1viau,,L a<1d thr:> principle of non-discrimination between the sexes; 

v) A. consisP~nt pattern ot persecution nf r~?l ig1ous or ethnic minorities in 
many ACr countries. 

v 1) 

v 1 i) 

The v1olations to d great~r or lesser d•gr•e f b · ~ ~ o as1c human rights and 
fundamental frePdoms in many ACP countries. 

~he dPgrading situ~tion ot four million refugees in at least 14 countries, 

<rartlcularly 1
" tne ~~IQ_gf_~trif~, £~o!r~1 and §9Y!b~ro_~tri£2), many of whom 

fear ~bductlon, such as in ~!OX~, or involuntary repatriation to their 
of origin. countries 
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viii) • 
1ne cont1nuiit1cn li' _E_~_t:~:-~!? .... ~· .-.i-.::-;- .... ""'' • ··'"'"'' tr • ..:. '~r)t,· .. ~ 

government and the secessionist r.revi~c~s; th~ systematic violations 

by the regim~ of basic liberties; the snortcomings recorded '"the 

fight against famine and particularly the arbitrary conditions to 

whlch the channelling of Western ~id ts subject; the refusal to allow 

numan1tarian aid to be made available to the people of the regions 

affected by military operations· 

~ 

F. Countries of the Near East, Middle East and North Africa which have 

close ties with the European Community 

i) Serious and tong-standing violations of human rights in ~~til, including 

'disappearances', torture and ill-treatment, arbitrary arrest, long-term 

detention without charge or trial and a lack of basic legal safeguards 

due in part to the continuing 'state of emergency'. 

ii) In ~Q~Q£fQ, the pursuit of repressive policies, including killings, arbitrary 

arrest on a large sc3le, detention without charge, the use of torture and 

ill-treatment of detainees, which have led to frequent hunger strikes as 

a result ~f which three people are alleged to have died through lack of care, 

general absence of legal safeguards or adequate legal representation, and 

persecution of religious minorities; 

iii)In ~~~~~!_, the only free democra,cy in the Middle East, the policy in the 

occupied territories has Led to the persistent friction with the indigenous 

Arac pQpulaticn and consequent violation of their human rights by the Israeli 

author1t1es' practice of arbitrary arrest, long-term incommunicado detention, 

sr.urt-ter·:r: -Jetentwn of Arab school chiLdren, restriction of free movement 

without charge or trial, ano lac( of adequate legal safeguards; 

iv) Wldts~read violence, killings and abductions in b~P~~g~ resulting from the 

~.,rerLr,mmunal an1 far.tional conflicts in that country, where the civilian 

popuu'lt 101. dl.>o have suffer"d grctveoly in certain military operations conducted 

by the occupying forc!'s of _S;tJ.i_a and )_SJ.:l_e_l. 

v) L i~•tat ions !O num~~ r1ghts and f~ndamenrdl fre~doms in ~!E~!i~, Gn particular 

b)' long-term 1ncor:~ml.n •cudu d~tent ion and i ll-t:-".!atment), in 59~12! Cwhere use 

0f t0:tur~ by se~urity forces has led to criminal proceeding~, and in !WQi~i~· 

G. c_~~t_r._,_e..?__o_!_~~~-_!<!_r_i_:_a ~-~~ M1ddle East wh1ch do not have preferential 

-~~~~n:!nts -~y~e ~~; t~ 

i> A c-:-r•s1St1>nt pat~crn of gro-Js violations of human rights and fundamental 

tret-OCJII'!: in !.C~!), witll lit least 10,000 reported extra-judicial killings, 

lf'ILLuding of Iraqi 0 0Ws, wide~pr!3~ torture, afbitrary arrest and detention 

witnout tr1al, ~ometimes in concentration camps; ·the ab•ence of fair trial 

and legal s~fequJrds, th~ brutal repres~ion of members of political 

oppos1tion 0rouos, as well as of grou~s Like the Xurd1s~ ~inority anc ~e~bers 
ot the Baha'i faith, wno dre e~posed to persecut1on throughout the Islamic world; 
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ii) The ruthless suppteS$lOn of alt opposition by the hier§O government, by the 

practice of summary trials and exeeutions, torture, arbitrary arrest, long­

term detention of thousands of people, in addition to other violations of 

basic human rights and freedoms; L;bya also openly promotes and supports 

terrorist activities in other countries, such as, in 1984, in Britain, Egypt, 

Greece, Italy and Spain. including the murder of Libyan exiles; 

iiil The frequent practice of execution and torture of political opponents and 

of other serious violations of human rights in lr!g, as well as the 

reported use of chemical weapons in the Gulf War, and the brutal suppression 

of the Kurdish minority; 

iv)The continuation of the insane carnage of the war between}~!~ and Iraq, 

in which the total number killed may now be approaching one million, 

a war which involves numerous violations of human rights, including the 

military conscription of children and very young adolescents and pressure 

en prisoners of war, especially in the Iranian camps· 

v) Restriction, 1n accordancp with Islamic ~aw, of the rights of women, 

in vartous countries, most notably in Iran where the government has advocated 

the death penalty for women who do not conform to Islamic standards of dress. 

12. Welcomes the moves made in 1984 uy a number of governments towards a fuller 

respect for human rights and a return. to the democrat1c process, 'most 

notably: 

a. The continuing improvement~in the human rights situation in certain 

Latin American countries, most notably in ~£~~~!2~!.- thou?h undercurrents 

of pol1t1caL violence persist,.despitt the full restoration of democracy­

and in ~!~9~!l and i1_!~1Y~~Qr ~here free elections took place; 

and in ~r~~j! where certain positive developments also occurred; 

b. Moves towaras l1oeralisation in certain ACP countries, most notably 

where dm~esty measures were announced and hundreds of political prisoners 

were set free JS 1n the Central African Republic, the Congo, Djibouti, 
------------------------ ----- --------

~~~go, 0.'~!!.:.ft'!., ~l9~!}~, ~g12~i, !'l~!JJ~i.~ !19HID9i9!J~, !4J..9!!j! and 
~~~r.g;, 0r ~nere death sentences were commuted, as in ~2T!C9QD and tb~ 

~~~gl]; furthermore 1n 1984 '~ffi~[Q20 ra~ified the International Coven~nt 

~n C1v1L and Polltic?L Rights, its 0Qtion Protocol and the International 

Ccven~nt nn Economic, SociaL and Cultural Riqhts~ !299 ratifi~~ both 

i .. ~ernati<;tul Covenants: §.~!:[i!_k!2!:!! i!nd HDHDi~ ratified t~e African 

Charter on Human and ~eople's Rights; and.~2m2i2 ratified all the 

above-mentioned interndtion~l human.rights instruments 
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1 u. 

c. Positive developments in certain other countries, most notab~y ~here 

amnesty measures were annou11ced al'ld in some cases laf"ge n••mbers of 

political .Qrisoners were released, as in ~lg~!i§, ~~~91!9~~h, £~2~, 

~Q!:Q££Q, tb!LE~12Y~1.iL2fJSQ!:!!!, §xr:ii! and 11!:':39~~:!, or where death 

sentences were commuted, as in ~~~ Qb§~i and !YOi~i~; 

d The positive role played by the church in encouraging respect for human 

rights in some Latin American countries ano in some countries of Eastern 

Europe, most notably in the §!!~~~-E!~~E!~~j~-~~P~P~2~ and f~~~~~! and in 
South Africa; 

e Moves towards greater press freedom in ~rg~n~jQg, ~!!!i!, ~bjnJ, E9tQ!, 

~9~~-~9~2, !~~2~, ~9~!~-~~!!~ and ~~~]j~; 

13. Deplores the fact that the Commission 1 the Council and the Foreign Ministers 

meeting in Political Cooperation have failed to comply with Parliament's 

requests, in its annual reports for 1982 and i983, for a written submission 
on aspect~ "f Community human rights policy; 

14.Believes that Community policy should bP made more exoticit. and 
that there should be greater coordination between the Community's various 

1nstitutions, to try to ensure that maximum use is made of the considerable 

polit1cal and economic means at the Community's disposal to promote and 

enhance respect for human rights; 

15. Invites the Ministers of Foreign Affairs to redouble their efforts to 

harmon1ze and examine their bilateral policy with non-member countries in 

the L1ght of human rights particularly where trade relations with 

such countries extend to sphere~such as arm$ sales and the transfer of 

nuclear and other advanced technologies; 

16.Considers that in the case of flagrant violations of human rights the Community 

shot1ld consider ending all agreements of aid and cooperation with the offending 
state; 

Cons1Jers, however, that the above should 
not apply to food aid or tG 

e~erJency a1d, prov1ced that every effort is made to ensure that such 

a1d rcJches those sections of tne population for w~ich it is intended, 

notJ~Ly by chanelling that aid through specialised international agencies 
or non-governmental Or£anisations; 

Deeply regrets that the clear formulation of a comprehensive Community 

policy on human rights in its external relations, does not appear to be 

a pr1or1ty matter in Community policy making at this time of intense 

debdre 1n many countries of the world about making human rights 
cons1~erations an integral part of foreign policy; 
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19. 

20. 

21. 

a) 

Reinterates its call, therefore, for the Commission, the Council and the Foreign 

ministers meeting in European Political Cooperation to make written reports to 

Parliament -by 31 October 1985 -on what is being done, and what could be done 

in future, to develop a consistent and comprehensive Community human rights policy 
with respect to third countries; 

Reiterates its call for the C · · th c 'l omm1ss1on, e ounc1 and the Foreign Ministers 

meeting in European Political Cooperation to report regularly back to Parliament, 

both in plenary session and in the colloQuies with the Political Committee, on their 

follow-up to European Parliament resolutions in the field of human rights; 

Requests, once again, that the abovementioned repor~ should give particular 

attention to the followir.g: 

the possibility of making human rights the specific responsibility of 

one Commissioner, 

b) making greater use of Commission delegates in th·•rd countries to report 

on human rights matters, and to act as observers at 'political' trials, possibly 

working in conjunction with locally based diplomats from Community countries, 

c) the current and potential modalities for linking Community aid with 

minimum conditions of human rights' protection, 

d) the feasib1Lity of building human rights' considerations into 

development programmes and external agreements (particularly in view of 

the precedent set by the Lome Ill Convention) and the extent to which 

human rights matters could be raised in a wide range of the Community's 

external contacts, 

e) 1ncreased budgetary provision for human rights related projects within 

the Community, 

f> submiss1on of a regular report to Parliament on follow-up to Parliament's 

resolut1ons on human rights, and on other Community act1vities related to 

human r1ghts, on the basis of clear-cut uncontested criteria, 

the poss1bil1ty ot intorm1ng the President of Parliament, on a confidential 

basis, of 'discreet' initiatives taken by other Community institutions in 

human rights cases, to ensure that, where possible, there is a coordinated 

approach by the Commun1ty institutions; 
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22. 

23. 

24. 

Of the Ten frequently have reached Recognises that the Foreign Ministers 
· h ; - 1·n particular at international a common position on human r1g ts ssues 

fora such as the united Nations and CSCE where mo't of the Western 

hur.1an ri~:~hts initiatives have been launched iJY the Ten; 

Believes that the Community and the Ten would be in a stronger •oral position 

d h rl.~hts matters, 1'f all Community countries had in taking a stan on uman • 
ratified the International Covenant on Civil and Political Rights, and 

its optional protocol, and the International Covenant on Economic, Social 

and Cultural Rights; 

h f that the gove rnments of Greece and Ireland Strongly urges, t ere ore, 
should ratify the abovementioned Covenants, and that the governments of 

Belgium, The Federal Republic of Germany, Greece, Ireland and the United 

Kingdom should accede to the optional protocol concerning the right of recourse 

by individuals; 

25. Recogn1ses also that on a number of occasions the Ten have made 

representat ion5 to third countries in response to resolutions or requests 

by Parliament, and that Parl;rment's resolutions are now given some 

consideration within the EPC framework, both at ministerial level and in 

the Political Committee; 

26. Believes, nevertheless, that because of the need to achieve concensus 

within the Ten before taking joint initiatives, much progress remains 

to be made in qystematically raising specific human rights cases and 

issues w1th governments of third countries; 

27. BeL1eves also that the Ten have failed to maintain susta1ned and consistent 

pressure over a period of time to realise human rights objectives and to 

follow up earlier initiatives; 

28. Cons1ders that EPC can be one of the rnost effective channels tor raising human 

rights matters because of the collective pressure which the Ten can bring 

to bear when acting together, and because they can do so with less risk 

of damag1r1g bilateral relationships between an individual Community 

Memcer State and a third country; 

29. Believes, 1n this connection, that, at a local level, Community ambassadors 

in a third country couLd act together far more freQuently in making 

representJtlons about human rights matters, collecting information, and 

mak1ng clear the Commun1ty's position (for instance, by sending a 

representative of the Ten, as an observer, to certain 'political' trials); 
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30. Regrets that the information provided to Parliament about human rights 

initiatives <most notably in response to written and oral questions, and 

during the quarterly colloqui~s with its Political Affairs Committee> remains, 

in general, extremely meagre; 

31. Reiterates, therefore, its previous request to Parliament-in-Office- by 

31 October 1985 -to make arrangements for Parliament to be informed in an 

appropriate way (possibly by regular written submissions to the Political 

Affairs Committee in the context of the quarterly colloquies) as to what 

initiatives on human rights have been taken by the Ten, at what level and with 

what effect, and how Parliament's resolutions on human rights have been 

followed up; 

32. Welcome~ the adoption by the General Assembly of the United Nations of a draft 

convention against torture, and other cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or 

punishment; and welcomes also the proposals for a European Convention against 

torture which are currently before the Council of Europe; 

33. Declares nevertheless that mental and psychological pressure by governments 

on individual citizens, such as, for example, the separation of husbands 

from wives and children, often for periods of more than ten years, and the 

withholding of medical treatment, are frequently tantamount to physical 

torture and represent a similar Level of inhumanity; 

34.calls on the Ten to be amon~ the first countries to ratify the U.N. 
Convention, and calls on the Ten to take the Lead in ensuring that the draft 

European Convention retains all its key provisions - such as the establishment 

of a transnational committee which would be able to visit detention centres 

without forewarning; 

35.Call• o~ Cvmmunity countries to augment <heir contributions to the 

UN VoLuntary Fund For Victims Of Tortur~~ and regrets that not all 

Community countries have seen fit to contribute to the Fund; 

36. Bel1eves that the effectivenss of the United Nations Commission for 

Human Rights, and other UN bodies, is hampered by its inter-governmental 

nature, and the inadequate allocation of resources to th~ U.N. numan rights 

centre, with the result that it has dealt more with general political 

issues than with specific human rights violations; 

1 Annex VI 
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37. Calls on the Ten, therefore, to promote, and to lend suppor~ to any ~oves 

to transform the UN Commission into a body comprising independent jurists 

or experts, as is the case with the Human Rights Comm\ttee, established 

to monitor the application of the Covenants; 

30. Calls on the Ten, in all the various United Nations bodies concerned 

with the protection and promotion of humin rights, to direct their efforts 

at t~e j~~~em~~!~!iQo, and tO!Q!S~!!Q1, of existing international standards; 

39. Believes that regional human rights conventions, such as the European 

Convent,on on Human Rights, and the American Convention of Human Rights, 

are amongst the most important international human rights instruments 

and that the •r~gional' approach to human rights should be encouragea; 

40. Urges, therefore, its Lome Convention partners, which are members of the 

Organisation of African Unity, to ratify the 1981 African Charter of Human 

and Peorles• ~ights, in order to bring that Charter into effect; 

41. Hopes that t~e Permanent Arab Commission on Human Rights will make more 

progress towards agreement on an Arab Convention on Human Rights, and hopes 

also that countries in Asia will consider drawing up a re;ional conven~io~ 

and that the ASEAN Interparliamenury Organisation will actively promote such 

an initiative,based on the universally recognized principles of international law; 

-42. Believes that Parl1ament, as an international elected body, has both a 

vocation and a duty to be active in the sphere of human rights and 

that th1s corresponds to the wishes of millions of Community citizens; 

43. Regrets, however, that Parliament is still not in a position to take up 

more than a limited number of issues and cases of human rights violations 

brought to its attention; 

44. W1shes to record its appreciation of the role of non-governmental organisations, 

and of individual citizens around the world, in providing information to 

ParL1ament - in some cases, at great personal risk; 

45. Reaffirms its commitment to use all appropriate means to raise and 

publicist human rights cases and issues, and to uphold the rights of 

individual cit1zens, including its interparliamentar~ an~ tnter-~arty 
contacts 11ith representatives and delegations from third countries; 

46. Bel1eves that Parliament's work in this sphere of human rights can be 

made more effective if pursued in a mor~ coordinated and systematic way 

and that more resources should be allocated to this sector; 

1 Annel< !I · 
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47. Regrets, in this connection, the failure of the Bureau of Parliament to 

act in compl ianc.e with par.tgraph ~~ of itt 1QP.~ ri'';H'llut i011 on hWtli\n r iilhts 
1 ~ 

1n the world ; and 1ts resolution on the 1984 budget 

48. Instructs its President to forward this resolution to the Commission, 

( 

the Ccunci L, the Foreign Minist~rs meeting in Europtan Pol itlcll l\J()p\tr-tlt iil11, 

the SecretJry-General of the United Nations, dnd the governments of all th~ 

countries mentioned in this motion for a resolution. 

OJ C172, 2.7.1984, p.39 
2section I (Parliament) of the general budget of the European Communities 

for the financial year 1984 
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INTRODUCTION 
·-----------

a 
i!e\t!~U2Blli.~l~!~~S.b! 

The main aim of this explanatory memorandum is to seek to provide what 

might be termed 'an activity report', focussing in particular on Parliament's 

work and how it can contribute towards developing a Community human rights 

policy. This represents, therefore, a somewhat different approach to those 

adopted in the two previous annual reports - by Mr ISRAEL <which sought to 

review the human rights situation in the world as a whole) and by 

Lord BETHELL <which focussed in partic4lar on the development of Community 

human rights policy). 

Your rapporteur had hoped originaLly also to provide a detailed account 

of the situation in those countries of the world where there is evidence of 

gross violations of human rights, and which have been the subject of particular 

concern tc the subcommittee. In viEw of certain time constraints, howeve;, 

and in view of continuing difficulties in obtaining adequate research back-up, 

it was judged that this would not be feasible on this occasion. Your rapporteur, 

therefore, has limited herself to providing (io Annex I) a full list of the 

documentation and sources to whilb~e referred in singling out the instances of 
human rights violations cited in the original draft of the accompanying motion for 
a resolution. 

PARLIAMENT'S ROLE. !N lHE SPHERE OF HUMAN RIGHTS 

The European rarliament, as the world's only international directly 

elected Parliament, can be seen as unique among the wide variety of organisations 

concerning themselves with human rights - most of which can be categorised as 

either inter-governmental <IGOs) or non-governmental (NGOs). 

?arliament's status as an international body gives it the opportunity 

to enter into dialogue on human rights matters at a high level with representatives 

of third countries, without the limitations imposed on an inter-governmental 

body. Its range of contacts, at various levels, is considerable: in addition 

to its Links with other international organisations, the Community has 

diplomatic relations with more than 100 countries. 

The Legitimacy of using these Links for human rights objectives derives 

from Parliament's function in representing the concerns of its electors, as well 

as the concerns of non-governmental human rights organisations. Indeed, 

many of its members were elected on platforms making specific reference to 

Parliament's role in the promotion an6-~rotection of human rights in,the world. 
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I I 

It should also be noted that, with regard to the human rights situation in . 

third countries, Parliament is able to act independently of the Council or 

Commission, and that, as an international Parliament, it has a greater capacitY 

to be effective in this field than a national Parliament. Thus; the Parliament 

has a very distinct role in this sector: 1t is worth recalling that the original 

draft of the GENSCHER-COLOMBO Act designated Parliament as the Community body 

most fitted to deal with human rights matters - though this reference was deleted 

from the revised text adopted as the 'Solemn Declaration' of Stuttgart. It is 

certainly the case that many third countries seem to perceive the Parliament as 

the body which speaks for the Community on human rights. 

Your rapporteur bel~eves it is true to say that Parliament's perception 

of its vocation as a forum for raising human rights issues was very much 
' , 

enchanced by the large number of representations made to the first directly-

elected Parliament by NGOs, Community citizens, and indeed by citizens in many 

other parts of the world. Also., of cours~~ ?<;rlir.r.tc:nt•:; first direct -tt!ctiCYls, in 1979 

came at the end of a decade of intense growth of non-governmenUl activity in· the 

field of human rights, along with much greater perception by citizens at 

large that human rights were a matter of legitimate international conctrn. 

Nevertheles•~ your rapporteur feels, that there remained quite 
considerable doubts among many MEPs as to the extent to which the European 

Parliament should become involved with huMan rights matters in third countries. 

In many cases these doubts derive not from indifferen,e, but from a recognition 

that ~hile it is easy to talk about human rights, it is much more difficult to 

be erfer.t1ve in this sphere. Your rapporteur is aware that some of these doubts 

pers1~t among a number of MEPs- not least, because it is felt that the Parliament 

~~:~not have the caoacity or expertise adeauately to process all the information 

thdt is brought to its attention. Alsor of course; it is felt by some that too . 
fortr.right a stance on human rights issues can be detrimental to Community relations 

~1th t~ird countries. 

Your rapporteur believes, however, that, whatever the merits of these 

argument5, the European Parliament, by virtue of its activity in the human rights 

sphere, ipso facto, has proclaimed itself to have a vocation in this area. The 

table ~hawn in Annex V gives some indication of the extent to which human rights 

matt~r~ have figured in Parliament's work and concern~, and the extent to which 

~here ~as a steady growt~ in this activity during Parliament's first electoral 

term. On a number of occasions it could be said that 'Question Time' to the 

Presiaent-in-Off1ce of European Political Cooperation was dominated by human 
r· ignts matters. 
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WORKING GROUP AND SUBCOMMITTEE 

At an institutional level, Parliament's re$ponse to tnis growing interest 

in human rights work, was th~ creation, in Qctober 1980, of a working Group on 

Human Rights, under the auspices of its Po\~tical Affairs Committee1• Letters, 

appeals and representations by outside bodies were referreo to the Wo~ing 

Group, as well as the large number of motions for resolutions tabled by MEPs 

themselves. 

The Wor:k;ng Gr:oug •Lso :;oug(lt to. tak.t a nth'nber ot i_nit iativ.es and to 

give direction to Parliament's human rights work. At the request of the Working 

Group and the Political Affairs Committee & large number of discreet representations 

were made to third countries by the President of Parliament, either by letter or 

in direct contacts. ln addition, certain of Parliament's delegations agreed to 

raise human rights issues and cases that were of concern to the Working Group, 

with representatives of third countries. 

Two public hear~gs we~e held - in April 1983 on varicus forms of human rights 

violations, and in April 1984 on human rights violations in Turkey. In 

19133 the Bureau of the Working Gt·c.up travell~d to iliadria to l't1)resent the 
concerns of Parliament with regard to human right$ at the CSCE follow-up 

conference; and inFtlbn..ery l9134 two \,.,..bets ,gf 'its·~~Bu~~u visited Pakistan, pricipally to 

report on the situation of ·the Afghan ref~,~geu, but also raising certain human 

rights matters. Also, of course, a num~er of mt~t1Ags were organised with ~e~atives 
of outside bodies or individuals coneerned with .~an ri~hts violations. 

However, despite its efforts to bring some 'oordination, and direction, to 

Parliament's human rights work, it soon became apparent to the members of the 

Wnrking Group that it was not capable of dealing adequately with all the matters 

referred to it. lt even proved extremely difficult for the Working Group to kee? 

abreast of alL the human rights initiatives being taken within Partiament itself 

Coy its Pres1dent, by its delegations, by group or inter-group delegations, by 

its Petitic'1s Committee, or by members actin; ifl an individual capacity). 

This problem persists, though the Parliament has taken certain limited steps 

to e~tablish a more adequate infrastructure in its Directorate General for Research 

and Documentation to collate information and to monitor Parliament's own human rights 

activities, in addition to providing re~arch papers. 

r;;~ Working Group's remit was to consid.-r human rights violations outside the 
Eurooean Community, with responsibility for human rights within the Community 
falling to the Legal Affairs Committee 
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following the 1984 European Parliament eltctfons, the Working Group was 

upgraded to the status of a Subcommitt~e of the Political Affairs Committee. 

Among its first decisions was that the :Practi;ee of ~rawing up an annual report 

on human rights should be maintained - hence·tht present document. For the reasons 

outLined above, however <notably the limited infra-structure to service this sector) it 

st; L 1. has not been possible to make this docu~ent as _comprehensiv.e as the 

subcommittee would have wished, i.e. a thorough-going compilation of 

all the Community•s human rights activities in the course of the year, as well 

as setting out in detail those devel~pments in the human rights field that ~ere of 

particular interest and concern during 1984 to the Working Group and to the 

subcommittee. 

The subcommittee also agreed that, although Parliament could' be's~id to be 

the Community institution which had taken the lead in human rights matters, much 

rer,laH•t?d to be done to make its own work mora· efte~tive. Th~:> rapporteur .hopes, 
' . 

the subcommittee will draw up in the near future a ·co;,lprehensive analysis of. 

~orlia~ent's human rights activities, ~nd the way in which they should be developed. 

'.-·-

INSTITUTIONAL AND ORGANISATIONAL OBJECTIVES WITHIN PARLIAMENT 
Without wish~ng to prejUdge the conclusions that the subco;o;;:.litt.ee 

.. 1ay r~""ch, your rapporteur feels obliged to put forwaro, at this 'lta':)e,. so,;~ 
of her own views as to certain objectives whic~·must be realised within the 

ins:itution, if Parl1ament is to live up to its vocation in the sphere of human 

r1ghts: 

Your rapporteur bel'ieves that the Political Affairs Committee and its 

suocommittee should be in a position to coordinate and guide the European 

Parliament in human rights matters. lt has become apparent to many members 

of the Political Affairs Committee that an ever growing number of resolutions 

are being adopted in plenary, under urgent procedure (Rule 48), on matters 

already being dealt with in the subcommittee. lt is the view of a number of 

members of the subcommittee that urgent resolutions on human right~ could be 
·-

;:><J•;<:ed in a more selective way, and that on some occasions a particular 

human r1ghts case would have been more effectively dealt with by different 

m~ans. It is also ftlt that, all too frequently, decisions as to which 

human rights motions should be taken under Rule .48, are made purely on the 

basis of criteria ot 'political balance'. It 1s your rapporteur's hope 

tfldt, while rl:!spe~.;t ing the sovereignty of plenary, some means can b~ found 

whereby the Political Affairs Committee and its subcommittee can guide plenary 
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on the selection ot 'urgent• human ri_ghfs. cases lor dmlare.---A~t;Me ef 
drafting, a new procedu~e· had been 1nitiated;·-on an experimental basis, by 
President PFLIM.LIN, to enable the Bureau of th>: Subc011111ittee to provide advice 
to the Political Group Chairmen en •urgent' humJn rights resolutions. 

2 · sH2t?1i.2n!!!~DL2LL.2:t:.2g~L!!?A~~L!:!itt!.\4£9!0L£~.!~~ 
, . 

It is your rapporteur's view that Parl;ament's procedures to intervene 

in human rights cases where rapid action is essential are inadequate at 

present. Clearly, because of Parliament's nature as a political institution, 

it can only take action when there is the necessary politic~ concensus. 

However, your rapporteur hopes that the subcommittee will be able to submit 

proposals in order to streamline the pr~cedures which are currently applied. 

3. ~!1!~li!b~~o!_ef_!_r~!~!C£b_~oi! 

This would greatly facilitate the abov~nt1oned objectives, and, as noted 

earlier, sol'le steps in this direct ion already have been taken. Any such unit 

shoutd have a modern 'Classifie.,tion and retriev-ol system, with access to 

specialised data-basesr and shouldi 

(a) be able to provide tt raf)id information service on human rights 

issues .and c.1ses at all t1mes, ~ossib'ly work1ng in conjunction 

with HURIDOCS, as called for in ~ar~iament's earlier annual reports 

Cb) r·P.cord ~nd C~)Llate all informdtl.()fl about Parliament's various 

human rights activities, and'a~ou~ human ~ights actions and 

initiat1ves taken by othe~ Community institutions 

(c) undertake more detailed longer te-rm research projects. 

The services of this unit should not JUSt be at the dis~osal ~t hhe 

5uuco~mittee. It shouLd also be available to aLl MEPs and, in partic~lar, to 

other bodies within ParLiament working on human rights i.e. the ACP/EEC 

working Party, delegations; Petit1ons Committee, etc. 

As ind1cated earl1erp your rapporteur believes that this is a val~able 

practice wh1ch should be maintdint>d. In her v1ew, the report should: 

<al set out what the Parl-iament and the Community have acllieved in 

the sphere of human rights in a given ~ear, listing all actions 

and in1tiatives taken (except in those instances where it is felt 

that material should be kept conf:idtntial) 

<bl rev1ew progress mdde towards the evolution of a Community human 

rigtlt5 policy 

lLl 'itdl.e Parli<~m<"nt';. princ11JaL concerns in the sphere of human rights 

in the context of a ye~eral review of the human rights situation 

,;orldwide. 

,. 
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It may be recalled that originally it was the int~ntion of the Working 

Group and the Political Affairs Committee that the Ten, in the framework of 

European Political Cooperation, should draw up an annual report on human rights 

for submission to Parliament, along the lines of the annual report submitted to 

the U.S. Congress by the State Department. They declined to do so, and Parliament 

undertook to draw up its own report. Nevertheless, it clearly would be of great 

value if EPC and the Commission would be prepared to contribute to this report 

by providing material to which Parliament does not at present have access. 

Your rapporteur wishes to underline, however, that any such contribution 

obviously would be a complement to and not a substitute for the annual report 

of Parliament, which would have the political responsibility of evaluating any 
material submitted. 

<Preparation of this report, at the direction of a rapporteur or a 

tE'am of co-rapporteurs, wou.ld be one of the ~rincipal· functions of the 

r~search unit, which would be required to keep abreast of human rights 

developments throughout the year in question). 

s. 5~!~21i~om~o1_21_2-~t~!tm_Qf_!lJ!~m!!i£_f2112~:~g 

Again, the human rights unit would be central to this task, ensuring 

that all of Parliament's actions and initiatives in the sphere of human 

rights are regularly followed up, in the way judgtd beat by th@ subcommitt@e, 

making use of the full variety of means at Parliament's disposal. 

CThus, for instance, even an individual MEP mak1ng a visit to a chird 

country - even in a personal capacity - would be made aware of any demarche 

aLready made to the authorities of that country about a human rights case). 

6. ~~~~~9-1~!1_~~~-2f_Eer!i~~!O!~~-Q~1~9~1i2D~ 

Your rapporteur believes that every effort should be made to ensure that 

human rights matters are raised in a systemat1c and regular way, making 

use of the who~ range of Parliament's delegations (full interparliamentary 

aelegations, inter-group delegat1ona, group delegations, f~ct·f1nding teams). 

At the time of drafting, discuss;on, on this matter had been initiated between 
the Interparliamentary Delegation Chairmen and the Bureau of the Human Rights 
S.UOcommittee. 

Your rapporteur appreciates that there is a cons1derable divergence of 

view among delegation chairmen, a number of whom feel it is not appropriate 

tu raise human rights matters as a formal part of proceedings at delegation 

meetlngs. 

In that event, your rapporteur believes that it should be feasible for one 

or more members of a delegation (preferably members of the Political Committee 

or Human Rights Subcommittee> to be mand~ted to raise certain human rights 
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cases with an appropriate minister in the country concerned. This activity, 

of course, could be seen as u-.;ng place QUt$icie the for11al fra~twork of 

the delegat1on visit. 

This sort of practice has been adopted on a number of occasions in the past, 

though human rights matters also have been raised, from time to time, as a 

formaL part of delegation proceedings. It should b~ emphasised, however, 

that whatever procedure is adopted, this activity should be regular and 
= 

~xstematic. 

The effectiveness of any such procedure naturally will depend, to a large 

extent, on careful preparation of dossiers by the research unit, which 

should single out those cases where it is believed that the country in 

question might oe susceptible to fQ~m~Dj!~ pressure. 

Your rapporteur believes that where Parliament has,taken a public stand on 

a human rights matter by passing a resolution, this always should be 

brought formalLY to the attent1on of the country in question, in any direct 

contacts with reoresentatives of that country. 

I. f~£!:fio9iD9_mi~!iQO~ 

Your rapporteur believes th~t small fact-finding missions to third countries 

where human r1ghts are violated can be of great value. Clearly, any such 

delegations only couLd be sent if the country in question agreed in a~vance to 

respect certain condit10ns (i.e. with regard to freedom of mov~ment and permitting 

the fa c ': -f, n:; ins t ea1il to makt> con t ac ~ s). Experience has shown~ howe"ver, 

that even countries whlch pract1se gross violations of human rights have been 

prepareo to accept fa~t-finding visits from international bodies on mutually 

agreed term<;. 

rt might be envisaged, for examplF, that such a d~legation could visit 

a third country specif1c~1 ly in order to be present, as obsPrvers rep­

resenting the EurooPan Pdrliament, at a 'political' trial. Or, Permis-

sion might be reque5ted to visit a prominent political prisone~. Certainly, 

the symbolic effect of a vis,it by a ruropean Parl1ament delegation to, for 

instance, Nelson Mandela, or Andrei Sakarov Cas calleJ for in Parliament's 

resolution of 27 Jul)l 1984) would l>y t.on->,iderC~IJLe. Tht> visit by the Human 

Rights ;,ubcommittPt>'<; first 'Jice-chalrman, Lord BETHI:LL, to Nelson MANDELA, 

in Pollsmoor Pr1sor• m Jan11<.n·y 1r;s5 might be <:lied in this connection. 

As stated earl1er, the Poliical Affairs Committee has held two public 

hearings on human rights. Both were judged ~uccessful - the first, in 

particular, attracting considerable media coverage. Your rapporteur believes, 
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in the light ~f this experience1 th•~ public hearings, with a le!£i!i£_fQS~J, 
can be extremely valuable (perhaps more so than a resolution of Parliament> 

in drawing attention to a human rig"hts hsue and bringing pressure to 

bear on the government o.f a third c;~t.f-Y· The Political Affairs Committee 

already has decided to hold a .publh•hMring on human rights violations 

in Iran during the seeond ha-lf of 19e5. 

Your rapporteur believes it essential that Parliament be better informed 

about the activities of the Ten in human rights, and also, indeed, about 

the positions taken by individual Co~munity countries in their bilateral 

relations with third countries. It is to be hoped that, as called for 

in the accompanying motion for a resolution, the Ten will be more forth­

coming with information to Parliament in the future. 
~ ' 

In this connection, your rapporteur believes that a delegation from the 
!.\ . 

subcommittee should travel to Ottawa_in_ May 1985 for the CSCE 'expert 

Level' meeting on human rights and to the 'expert level' meeting in 

Berne in ~id 1986 on human contacts. Parliament's presence at the Latter 

meeting would seem to be particularly important because of the large number 

of family reunification cases constantly being brought to its attention. 

(As mentioned earlier, the Bureau of the Working Group travelled to Madrid 

in March 1983 to represent the concerns of Parliament with respect to the 

implementation of the human rights provisions of the Helsinki Final Act>. 

CONCENSUS ON HUMAN RIGHTS ISSUES 

In conjunction with the aoove suggest~ns,much will depend on painstaking 

preparation and detailed research. Anyone familiar with the work of major 

human rights NGOs, like Amnesty International, will be aware that human rights 

work is labour-intensiv~ requiring con~tant cross-checking an~ verificatio~. 

Your rapporteur certainly does not propose that the Parliament should, or 

even could, undertake - without a vast expans1on of its resources -the 

sort of monitoring act1vity already performed by numerous other bodies. 

Nevertheless, Parliament does receive a certain amount of original information 

from its own sources, which does require to be properly checked and processed. 

Reliance on secondary sources of information also depends on proper processing 

of this information, and it is important that $uch sources should be as 

diversified as possible. 
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By comparison with human rights NGOs, the European Parliament,in its 

turn, is far better equipped than most other bodies • both inter-governmental 

and non-governmental - to be an ik12t in the field of human rights, provided 

it has the necessary research back-up. lt is your rapporteur's view that, in 

the past, certain initiatives have proved to be counter-productive because of 

1nadequate preparation. 

Your rapporteur also recognises that, as a political body, Parliament's 

work only can be really effective if it acts in the sphere of human rights:in 

a united and coherent way. Obviously, there is often a .considerable divergence 

of views across the spectrum of Parliament's political groups. Yet your 

rapporteur believes that - despite differenceof emphasis between right and left­

Parliament can find broad agreement on most issues in the sphere of human rights. 

It is noteworthy that the first annual report <for 1982/3 ) was adopted by 185 votes 

to 10 with 9 abstentions and the second annual report (for 1983/4) 

by 119 votes to 2 with 6 abstentions. 

It is also noteworthy that, for the first time, in April 1984,Parliament's 

Political Affairs Committee was able to hold a public hearing on violations 

of human rights in a specific third cGuntry, with the agreeMent and p~rticipation of 
members of all of ts political groups. 

Your rapporteur also notes that the Working Group on Human Rights - and, 

so far, the Subcommittee - has managed to achieve a high level of concensus on 

most issues. 

RESULTS ACHIEVED 

In making the case for Parliament's human rights work, and the amount of 

energy devoted to this activity, your rapporteur is frequently reminded of the 

need to be able to point to results achieved. For many, a moral justification 

is not enough. Your rapporteur is aware that a number of claims have been 

made by fellow MEPs that, as a result of Parliament's pressure, the plight of 

a particular individual or a minority group has been alleviated. 

Your rapporteur believes, however, that it is difficult, and even unwise, 

to make such claims. Although there have been cases where it can be argued 

that Parliament's efforts resulted in success in a human rights case, it is 

almost never possible to argue this with any certainty. Usually, Parliam~t's 
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voice is one among many campaigning on behalf of a particular prisoner or 

group - and success is the result of the ~2m2in~9 efforts of a variety of 

different bodies and concerned individUals, seeking to bring pressure to bear 

in different ways and at different levets. 'At a more general level, your 

rapporteur must admit that it is equally diffi'cult 'to argue that, with all the 

efforts that have been made in the human rights sphere in recent decades, that 
• 

the world is a less cruel place now than it ~as ten years ago. 'For your 

rapporteur, however, the moral justification for continuing this work remains. 

Certainly, statements have been made by victims of human rights violations 

that Parliament's work has been effective in their particular case; and this, 

clearly, has been the cause of some satisfaction. But, it mu~t be admitted 

the number of such instahces is very ~~all in proportion to the total 
number of cases and issues which Parliament has taken up. Very much more 

frequently Parliament learns that its efforts nave been in vain. One such 

case that might be cited is that of Jermak Lukianoff - a Belgian national 

of Sov.iet origin - arrested in 1968 ·dul'ing a visit to the Soviet Union, detained 

Lar~ely in psychiatric hospitals fo-r f'lfteen year&, and in 1983 condemned to death 

for 'defection to the enemy' durin~ World ~&r II. Oespite intense efforts by 

various bodies of Parliament, its President, )ndividual MEPs, ·other Communit~ 

.institutions and interventions by Community ~inisters at tbe highest levels, 

Mr LukianoH was executed in Mey 1984,; 

Iii th such examples occuring all too frequently, this also may .leao certain 

members, once again, to question the value of Parliament's human rights activity 

- particularly with regard to intervention 1n individual cases. It should oe 

noted l:ler:e that - more so than other international institutions - the Euro~ean 

Parliament has become engaged in what might be termed 'case work'. Your 

rapporteur believes that Parliament's approach to this kind of work, and certain 

questions of principle involve~ should b~ examined further by the subcommittee, 

possibly in conjunction with the lnte~-Parliamentary Union, which appears to have been 

singularly successful in this field. 

ln thi~ report, your rapporteur ~eliberateLy has not referred to representations 

maoe on oehalf ~f ~articular in~ividuals or about s~ecifia .cases- largely 

because this 111ight renoer less t>ffective any future iii).,Jroaches to the country in 

question. It should not be forgotten that the 'power to embarass' can often 

be more effective when used as a threat than when actuaLLy exercised. 

The example of Jermak Lukianoff was given, however, because the Soviet Union, 

in Parliament's experience, has shown itself to be among those countries le~st 

- 35 -
PE 94.657/fin. 



susceptible to political pressure. Other countries, including certain countries 

in Eastern Europe, have proved more responsive. It is certainly clear from 

the letters and communications to Parliament from countries refuting charges 

of human rights abuses that governments are more sensitive to criticism than 

might be supposed. Once again, however, it is extremely difficult to quantify 

the extent to which this sort of sensitivity has a positive effect on the case or 

issue raised. In this connection, your rapporteur would cite the example of Iran, 

whose responses to Parliament and other Community institutions could be said to 

inaicate that its government is impervious to outside pressure. Yet, to take 

the specific example of the Baha'i minority in Iran, it is .noteworthy that leading 

human rights NGOs and experts, as well as Baha'i representatives, have stated 

that they believe that, without the intense international pressure that has been 

applied, the persecution of th~ Baha 9 i minority -would have been much worse. 

COMMUNITY POLICY 

The exam~le of Iran, however, does point up the extent to which Commun1cy 

pressure can be most effective where what might be termed 'leverage' can be 

applied. Thu~ it might be supposed, that the close ties between the previous 

regime in Iran and certain Western cour.tries offered the prospect that any 

pressure exercised would be that much more effective. There is no question about the 

wide range of human rights abuses practiced or connived at by the Government of 

the Shah, but it was certainly well known that the Shah was intensely sensitive 

to Western cr1ticisms, particularly public criticism. 

Thus your rapporteur would argue that, in oroer to enhance its effect~veness, 

the Community should seek to influence in particular those countries with which 

it has close ties - by an association agreement, or a trade and aid relationship. 

Your rapporteur believes that the action taken w1th regaro to Spain during the 

Franco dictatorship was an important moral sanct1on, and that its current 

'freezing' of the association agrec~ent with Turkey 1s equally so. 

This brings your rapporteur to what is the main thrust of the accompany1ng 

resolution - as indeed was the case in the two previous annual reports - that t~~ 

£~~~c_q~fi~i~~~~-~!_!_~2~~~Qi!l-~2~i£l_iQ_tu~~~-~~tt~c~-i~_iQqi~~Q~-~~~ 

Your rapporteur does not propose to restate here the proposals which were 

made 1n Mr ISRAEL's report for 1982 and whlch were 
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explored rather more fully in Lord BETHELL's rtport for 1983 

since these are views with which she largely concurs. 

Most of the main points ma~e in this yeaT's resolution were made in the two 

previous resolutions- with, so far, very little response from Commission or 

Council, or indeed indication of willingness by either institution to enter 

into any sort of dia[ogue with Parliament. 

Your rapporteur, however, would wish to mention one particular matter -

the question of the modalities for linking trade, aid and cooperation agreements, 

particularly preferential agreements, to minimal observance of human rights 

conditions. Your rapporteur, while recognising the legal complexities of this 

area and the Community's need to be seen to respect its international obligations 

('pacta sunt servanda') believes that this whole field requires careful 

reexamination. Apart from the legal and political complexities, there are also 

important human considerations: sanctions can injure those individuals in whose 

name they are applied. It could be argued that this was the case with the 

suspension, for example, of Community food aid to Vietnam in 1979 because of 

human rights violations by that country and its military interference in neighbouring 

countries. 

Your rapporteur believes, nevertheless, tha~ the policy applied with regard 

to the Amin regime in Uganda on the basis of Council's c~cision of 

21.6.li' was corr~ct and that the similar measures taken against Equatorial 

Guinea ana the Centra! AfricJn Republic were equally jus!ified. Your rapporteur 

hopes, therefore, that the Commission and the Council will be able to come 

forward with their views on ho~ this pol1cy could be further developed. 

Your rapporteur is aware of the wiaely held view that an 'ad hoc' policy 

1s, at present, the only realistic one, and that a clear statement of policy 

would not make the Community more effective. Your rapporteur does not share 

this v1ew. Sh~ believes that the agreement to include a public commitment to 

ht;man rights and h~man dign1ty 1n the Lome III Convention during 1984 ~as extremely 

~1gnit •cant, set dn important pr~cedenr, and that such a commitment could now 

be included i" other preferential agreements. 
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Your rapporteur believes that the reluctance to travel too far 

down the road towards a for~al policy on human rights is to be found 

~rincipally among governments, civil servants and diplomats. She 

believes, therefore, that it is very mucn up to ~arliament to press for 

progress in this area, and recalls tRot in the United States it was largely 

Congressional pressure which led to the introduction of legislation providing 

for the termination of economic assistance to governments which systematically 

engaged in gross abuses of internationally recongised human rights. 

IMPORTANCE OF PUBLICITY 

By way of conclusion, your rapporteur would state that, by and large, 

policy and action on human rights should be public. This is not to denigrate 

human rights work performed by 'discreet' means, where success often depends on 

DQS embarassing a third country. And certainly tribute should be paid here to 

the personal efforts of the European Parliament's Presidents in its first 

electoral term in making confidential demarch~. However, one must not lose 

sight of the fa~t that ~uccess in isolated cases, aepending often on the ~oodwill' 

engendered by Close dip\Oftlat'ic: r.elationships, can deflect attention from~ or 

camouflage, -a·w-n:fesprud pdttern o.f. human rights violations. 

where violations are judged to be gross and syst~matic, your rapporteur 

believe~ that the Community and its Parliam@nt have a duty to confront the 

offending :JOvernment publicly, ~-.~~ld seek to interfere and bring pressure to bear 

as a matter of policy, putting human rights cons1derations before trade, 

strategic or ~ny other consideration~. 

Finally, therefor~, your 1·apport~ur w1shes to rPstate her ~iew that a 

coherent and compr~hensivP statement of Community policy, as called for in 

thP 1982 annual re~ur• 1nd lh~ 1983 annual report, and also in the attached 

motlon for a res . .:Lution ~i!-. be forthcoming. So far, the Commission and Council, 

d~sp1te Lhe1r statements of guod intentions, and the1r own actions on human 

riqht~, clearly have not been willing to !ngage in any form of dialogue with 

th~ ~arL1ament on th1s matter. If this situation continues, it calls into 

question their commitment t~ ~no the cre~iuil1ty ot many of the founding tenets 

of thE' Europt-an Community. 
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OPINION 

<Rule 101 of the Rules of Procedure> 

of the Committee on DevelopMent and Cooperation 

Draftsman: Ms. Colette FLESCH 

On 17 December 1984, the Committee on Development and Cooperation 

appointed Ms FLESCH drafts~an of t~e opinion. 

The Committee considered the draft opinion at its meeting of 26 March 

1985 and 24 April 1985. It adopted the draft epinion on 24 April unanimously. 

The following took part in the vote: Mrs Focke, Chairman; Mr Bersani, 

vice- chairman; Ms Flesch, draftsman; Mr Baget Bozzo, Mrs Cassanmagnago 

c~"retti, Mr Chinaud (deputizing 'f·or Mr Beyer de Ryke), Mr Fellermaier, 

Mr Luster, Mr Pearce <deputizing for Mrs Daly>, Mrs Rabbethge, Mrs Schmit, 

Dr Sherlock <deputizing for Mr Simpson), Mrs Simons, Mr Toksvig (deputizing 

for Mr Ch. Jackson), Mr Ulburghs <deputizing for Mr Pannella} and Mr Verbeek. 
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democratic and parliamentary means, with the full inherent authority of a 

directly elected international parliamenl, in order to eKert-~ressure on those 

responsible for human rights violations.'- ihe Human Rights Unit; •t~ached to 

the oi rectorate General for Research and oceumentttion .. prov-ides •n adeouate 

and essential administrative'support for''tvch work. 

4. It has been suggested by the Sub-comm'ittee that, partly through. the 

offices of Interparliamentary DeLegations, human rights issues s.h9uld be 

raised in a "systematic and regular way"·. This may be useful. in a certain 

number of cases, especially where the European Parliament itself has voted 

resolutions concerning particular cases. 

5. However, by the adoption of a "systematic and regular" approach, the 

European Parliament may run the risk of making our efforts too predictable, 

and in a sense, making them therefore banal. Members are all aware of the 

various ways that pressure can be brought to bear on any recalcitrant 

government - by creating a high media t~verage c~mpaign, by witholding 

financial or technical support, by informal diplomatic channels, and so on. 

The type of pressure brought to bear would, in general terms bear some 

relationship to the degree to which hu~an rights are violated, and which human 

rights are violated. 

6. This opinion concurs with the view expressed in the Sub~Committee on Human 

Rights that " •••• by and Large, policy and action on human rights should be 

pubLic. This is not to denigrate human rights work performed by "discreet" 

means, where success often depends on n'Ot embarrassing a third cour.try". 

7. However, more needs to be said about the nature of human rights, drawing 

in particular on the area of competence of the Committee on Development and 

Cooperation, and on the work of the ACP-EEC Joint Committee and Consultative 

Assembly. 

8. At an informal meeting which was held in December 1984 in Strasbourg 

between the President of the Committee on Development and Cooperation, the 

Vlce-President of the Political Affairs Committee, the Chairman and Rapporteur 

of the Sub-Committee on Human Rights and the Rapporteur of the ACP-EEC ad hoc 
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Working Group on Human Rights, the Development Committee spokesman ~onsidered 

that, at that time, the empheses placed on certain aspects of the draft report 

were detrimental to its overall objective. This was particularly true in 

relation to the lack of historical a.uessment, and in relation to the balance 

between the negative and positive elements concerning the ACP countries, 

associated with the EEC via the Lome Convention. There were also some 

inconsistencies concerning specific countries, and a number of unfounded 

generalisations were ~ade. These criticism~ were subseQuently considered and 

in some cases, modifications were made to the original draft. 

9. It would be appropriate to include the resolution and explanatory 

statement on human rights adopted by the ACP-EEC Joint Committee meeting in 

Bujumbura in January 1985 as an annex to the report of the Political Affairs 

Committee. 

Countries of the American continent and non ACP-C.aribbean countcies 

10. Due emphasis should be given to the fact that a number of countries in 

Latin America and Central America have changed the nature of their political 

regimes by initiating democratic reforms and direct elections. Such is the 

case for Argentina, Brazil, Uruguay, Bolivia, EL Salvador and Nicaragua. 

Give~ the degree of human rights vioLations.by the dictatorships, violations 

~hie~ were oart1cutarly brutal and barbaric, as in chile, and the corrup:ion 

.:1;1::< o~':en accomr::anieo non-de'llocratio: governments, and the conseQuen: 

J~ff~culties 1n extricating such countries from a very serious, even dramatic 

economic plight exacerbated by years of military or authoritarian rule, the 

draftsman for the op1nion considers that such factors need to be emphasised. 

[)E:~nctions should be made also betwun viol.-,tions of civil and political. 

rights by governments or their agents, or by individual terrorist groups, 

though both deserve the criticism. Frequent omission of historical criteria 

s1ve a 'lliSLeading slant to many of the otherwise justified crit~cisms that can 

be made of tne human rights situation 1n this region. 
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11. Asia has suffered more than any other continent sinct the Second world 

War as a result of gross violation of human rights, MISI killing and genuctdt; 

not to mention foreign military occupation and war. Concerning "Indo-China", a 

simplistic view has to be avoided to adequately reflect the situation as 
regards human rights given the turbulent past. But if the object of criticism 

should fall on Vietnam alone as an agressive power in the region, a lack of 

balance in judgment could result in undermining the credibility of any 

protests which we might make. Military occupation of Kampuchea, as unpleasant 

as that may be and as contrary to international laws and conventions as that 

may be, has according to most reports led to a certain improvement in respect 

of hl,man rights compared to the regime of Pol Pot, who still contro 1.s sections 

of Kampuchea. The situation in the region, and in particular the problem of 

refugees, merits atention because of the frequent abuse of human rights and 

the great human suffering that is taking place. A commitment by the European 

Parliament to give financial and technical support to refugees- both for the 

'boat people' and those who are in camps on the Thai border would be welcome. 

Countries of the ACP regions which are parties to the Lome Convention and the 

countries of southern Africa 

12. Because of the effects of colonial rule, more marked on the African 

continent than on any other; the assessment of the human rights situation 

becomes more hazardous - with the notable exception of South Africa where the 

critic1sms contained 1n the resolution are amply justified. The ACP-EEC Joint 

Comm1ttee resolution states, in this case (inter alia) 

"1. Again condemns the South African apartheid regime for its crimes and for 

the repeated violations of human rights of which it is guilty; 

2. Notes that South Africa has not ceased its attempts to destabilize its 

neighbours and refuses to comply with the non-agression pacts concluded 
. h 2 w1t them; 

2 . 
Resolut1on ?n southern Africa adopted by the Joint Committee on 
31 January 1985 in Bujumbura <Burundi) paras. 1 and 2 - CA/CP/534/fin. 
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13. The institutions of the Lome Convention, notably the ACP-EEC JCint 

Committee and Consultative Assembly (to become the Joint Assembly in September 

1985) provide a valuable and unique platform for North-South cooperation. As 

well as technical aspects of cooperation, political affairs are also 

discussed, and to an increasing extent these have become a salient feature of 

our meetings. Largely as a result of the deliberations of the ACP Joint 

Committee and Consultative Assembly, a number of new items have been 

incorporated in the Lome III Convention signed in December 1984 ~nd due to be 

fully ratified during the course of thts year. Most notable amongst these are 

the inclusion of references to human ri~hts, noted by the Sub-Committee on 

Human Rights in its motion for a resolution. 

14. In addition to this, the Consultative Assembly decided to create an ad 

hoc Working Group on Human Rights, which reported its findings to the Joint 

Committee 1n January 1985. Not only was the Working Group composed of equal 

numbers of ACP and European Parliament representatives, it was also able to 

reac~ a consensus on matters which until that time had been consioered to be 

taboo subjects. One of the factors which facilitated agreement was the 

introduction of the various concepts Qf human rights as seen from a Eurocean 

and a~ ACP perspective, including the right to development. Due emphasis was 

also ~Lace1 on the historico-cultura~ differences related to human rignts, 

bPar·ng 1n ~1nd thPir universality. The ~d hoc Working Group cons1derea 

;~r'ous a~~ec~s of human rights ool1cy, outlined in paragrapn 29 of the;r 

rPp?r: "Beyond o~r common commitment to oppose all human rights violations -

tnrt~re, 1mpr1sonment and detention ~ithout tr1al, summary executions, the 

jer.iaL uf freedom of expression and the right to equality before the Law, and 

so c~, as defined in the Universal Declaration of Human Rights - there exist 

o'h~~ issues, the understanding of wh1ch can contribute to the furtherir.g of 

human rights in more general terms. They are issues which in the context of a 

~Loser poLit~caL coopertion between the North and the South - for which :ne 

ALP-~~: Jo·n~ Assembly is ideally suited - we can usefully discuss r?:is~, 

nat1c~al1sm, the r~ght to development, and t~e fight against hunger in the 
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world.' It also endorsed ant po\nt '" l)IJ'\hular 1 (On\a\t\td '" & touhd\ l,f 

Europe Report on Development Cooperation •nd Huaan RiQht•! that tht r\Qht t~ 
development must serve the development of human rights in their 

indivisibility, and that development must aim towards the promotion of human 

dignity, not solely economic and material well-being". 

15. In recent discussions on human rights the concept of the right to 

development has featured strongly. However, no definition of the term has 

been widely accepted. We believe that the term 'right to development' 

concerns not only the volume of development funds provided for developing 

countries by the developed countries, but also the way in which the 

development assistance is used. When referring to the right to development we 

should make it clear that this means right of the individual to oenefit 

directly from the development assistance provided by aid donors. 

16. 'Jne of the observations made was "1t is clear that an iu1provement in the 

underlying economic situation in a given country may have a positive effect on 

the progress of human rights even though this is not necessarily the case. 

Where there is a continual unfair distribution of income and wealth, and where 

it is only a privileged elite which benefits from the state's activities as in 

liaiti, for example then clearly human rights are detrimentally affected. The 

rilJI1::. to de'J•:lopr.H"nt must, therPfore, if it 1<; to have a positive impact on 

'uJman r1t1ht·:, be L 1nkt'IJ ,ls far a~ pos~nble to all the peoples 1n the countries 

ccr,cerned and not, merely, to a orivi Leged elite". 

~7. No hierarcny or human rights was established in the report presented tc 

tne Joint Commit•ee, yet it was made clear that different social and economic 

c~nt~xts ne(e~sitate a different approach and a different strategy for the 

ultimate attainment of a greater degree of freedom. 

18. The work ot the ACP-EEC Work1ng Group on Human Rights in no way prevents 

the Parl1ament from exoressing 1ts severe condemnation of individual human 

r1ghts violat1ons, as for example in the case of the following resolutions 

re~er~cd to the Committee on Development and Cooperation: 

-'Ret. see p. 14 FLESCH ro?port 
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Doc. 2-1292/84 

Doc. 2-1293/84 

Doc. 2-1307/84 

Doc. 2-1435/84 

by Mr VERGEER and others on behalf of the £PP Group on the 

situation in Uganda (responsible: Political Affairs> 

by Mr BERSANI and others on the recent arrests in South 

Africa <responsible: Political Affairs> 

by Mr SCHWALBA-HOTH and others on the detention of Kamoji 

WACHIIRA (Kenya) (responsible: Political Affairs) 

by Mr GLINNE, Mrs VAN DEN HEUVEL and Mrs DURY on torture 

in Zaire (responsible: Political Affairs) 

18. The dramatic plight of millions of r~fugees in Africa, to which the EEC 

and the international community in general has contributed much in order to 

alleviate and resolve the problem needs to be fully explored. The problem of 

refugees is a problem of human rights - particularly :n the social or 

~evelopment sense. But, their status cannot easily be modified without 

massive national and international aid efforts, leading ultimately to 

voluntary repatriation; and this only when the underlying politica~ and 

~ccnomic diff1culties causing people to flee in large numbers in the first 

ol~ce, have be~n resolved satisfactorily. 

~c~rtries of the ~ear East, Middle East and North Africa 
'•r -----• -•·-·~-.--.---

:n th2 ~agnr~o, Mashre~ and Israel; the various degrees of human rights 

. ~.ations st!mm1ng fro~ religious sectarianis~ and cultural antagon1sm, or 

t•om more traditional political hostility can 1n time have a destabilizing 

ar~e(t on the region as a whole, particularly given the spread of Islamic 

f,,;·~amental ism. In this context, and given that existing cooperation 

agr?ements have no human rights reference contained in them, co~sideration 

shcul.d be given to aoproaching the subject in a similar way to that adopted 

to: the discuss1on between the European Parliament and the ACP countries. ihe 

•:Jrow1ng pol1tical and economic importance for the estab~ishment of a globill 

11'?rJitPrr·ane;n pcL1cy shc·•Jld not 1gnore the huf'lan rights aspe.;t of the 

,; 1 r 1 ~ j: i or .. 
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The political represeion \n Iran~ and tht un •ltt'!tuUot\~ d\rtd~~ ~l1<\\;\~' 

minority communities such as the Kurds and the Bahai has reach~d alarminq 

proportions. Exacerbated by the war between Irak and Iran, internal 

repression is still on the increase. The lack of individual and collective 

freedom within Iran poses a serious menace to the stability of the region. 

The activities of the Libyan Government, both domestically and 

internationally has led to the persistant violation of human rights, and 

due emphasis needs to be placed on this in the report 

General Remarks 

20. - The EEC and its Member States should actively promote the ratification 

of the Treaty on the abolition of slavery. 

-Can the Political Affairs Committee not examine possibilities for a 

further harmonization of the Laws governing political asylum in the 

Member States? 

GENERAL CONCLUSION 

21. The Development Committee wishes to reaff~rm its posi:icn, as cont::~;~~d 

~n t~e Opinion for the Political Affairs Committee, adopted in March 198: 

ic~ted above) that: 

- the Commun1ty should avoid, as far as is pcssible, all partnership ~~t­

gov~rnmerts which have grossly violated human rights ano that in such 

cases, humanitarian aid should be administered directly through 

non-governmental organizations of a non-partisan nature; 

fooc and medical a1d, in pdrticular, should not be made ccnd~tional on ~,e 

political situation in the recipient countries, and ever/ effor~ must ~e 

made to ensure that such aid reach~s the one section of the population ~c 

which it is intended . 
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22. The primary objective of a constructive human rights pOlicy must be to 

bring about a greater degree of freedom for the individual. Demagogic 

commitments on human rights issues should be avoided at all costs, and more 

must be done to attack the underlying roots of human rights violations, in 

particular as this effects the rights of nations and peoples to their social, 

cultural, religious, economic and political freedom. 
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