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The meeting was called to order at 10.05 a.m.

CONSIDERATION OF REPORTS SUBMITTED BY STATES PARTSERINDER
ARTICLE 40 OF THE COVENANT (agenda item 6) (conta

Fifth periodic report of Costa Rig€ CPR/C/CRI/5; CCPR/C/CRI/Q/5)

1. At the invitation of the Chairperson, Ms. Thompsind Ms. Sequra (Costa Rica) took
places at the Committee table

2. Ms. THOMPSONCosta Rica), introducing the periodic reportdghat the Government

of Costa Rica was pleased to enter into a dialegtiethe Committee and took the opportunity
to reaffirm its commitment to discharge its intdromal obligations and cooperate with the treaty
bodies. Since the consideration of the previousntefi had endeavoured to implement the
Committee’s recommendations, even though some dbsteemained.

3. The fifth periodic report, prepared in cooperatwith State institutions and civil society,
in accordance with the Committee’s guidelines, lwataess to Costa Rica’s efforts to continue
enhancing respect for the rights of all, withougtigiction, in particular by adopting new laws.
Costa Rica already had a substantial legal framieteoensure the protection of human rights,
which had been supplemented by the signing, inde®r2007, of the International Convention
for the Protection of All Persons from Enforced &ipearance, together with the International
Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disak#itand the Optional Protocol thereto, in
March 2007. The Costa Rican Constitution and lagmh contained a large number of
provisions designed to guarantee respect for huights. Violations thereof by State officials
and, in certain cases, individuals, could be regtty habeas corpus and ampapplications

to the Constitutional Chamber. Through its intetatige rulings, the Constitutional Chamber
had played a vital role in the development of citutsbnal law. For example, it had ruled that
international human rights instruments took preocedeover the Constitution.

4.  Costa Rica, which had no army, was an ardemhplmn of human rights. It had abolished
the death penalty in 1878 and prohibited tortut@ctv had explicitly been made punishable
under the Criminal Code since December 2001, ipaese to the Committee’s
recommendations. Costa Rica had chaired the workiogp of the former Commission on
Human Rights responsible for preparing the drafiioogl protocol to the Convention against
Torture, and had ratified that instrument uporadsption by the General Assembly in 2005,
having been convinced of the enormous value of suelxt for the prevention of torture in
detention centres.

5. Costa Rica had a long tradition of receivingigefes and asylum-seekers, who enjoyed the
same rights as nationals, including in the areangbloyment and health. In that connection, the
Government had signed an agreement with the S8ewlrity Fund to enable refugees to
receive any medical care they might require. Moeepgreat importance was attached to the
continued training of members of the police fornd &bour inspectors, to prevent them
breaching their obligations. The new Migration Aadopted in 2006, was designed to punish
traffickers, regulate marriages arranged betwesgigoers and Costa Ricans to obtain a
residence permit, and prohibit entry into the counf foreigners convicted of sexual offences,
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exploitation of minors, homicide, genocide, taxswa and trafficking in persons, arms or
drugs, among other things. However, that law waseatly being reviewed by the Legislative
Assembly because of gaps in some of its provisions.

6.  With regard to the indigenous populations, comog whom the Committee had also
made recommendations, it should be pointed outalpabsecutor of the Supreme Court would
be given special responsibility for indigenous éssuthat indigenous language translators would
be attached to the courts, and that judges hadibs&ncted always to consult the indigenous
communities before ruling on any dispute which @ned them.

7. Costa Rica was also seeking to take action ®@metommendations of the International
Labour Organization relating to freedom of assammtThus, it had set up a mediation body in
the field of labour relations and had preparedlahilabour law reform, currently under
consideration by the Parliament, which was desigaexerhaul labour court procedures.

Costa Rica was strongly committed to the defendbefight to life from the moment of
conception, but it was well aware that clandesgipertion was a scourge which it had diligently
combated. Thus, measures had been taken to rduio@mber of clandestine abortions -
including through awareness-raising and sex educatmpaigns. Those were only some of the
initiatives undertaken in recent years.

8. The CHAIRPERSONhanked the Costa Rican delegation and invitealriéply to the
guestions contained in the list of issues thatbessh transmitted to it (CCPR/C/CRI/Q/5),
beginning with questions 1 to 9.

9. Ms. THOMPSONCosta Rica) said that bill No. 13874, which cnalized violence
against women (question No. 2), had been adoptégiith2007. A commission made up of
representatives of different institutions had bestablished and was currently preparing a
campaign to publicize the new text. No complairatd fiet been registered under article 123 bis
of the Criminal Code, which classified torture asoffence (question No. 3), but two organs of
the Ministry of Public Security dealt with compl&ragainst the police, namely the Disciplinary
Department and the Services Supervisory Bureauntiher of complaints for abuse of
authority had declined significantly since 2005aasgsult of improved training of police
officers, who were also issued precise guideliaad,improved information to the public

about their rights. In order to give effect to aaemendation by the Office of the Ombudsman,
since 2006, the directors, administrators and guafgenitentiary establishments had been
required to forward all complaints by prisonersareing unlawful acts or attacks by staff to the
competent administrative authority for investigattyy the latter, in accordance with the Public
Administration Act.

10. Regarding abortion (question No. 4), Costa [Recaained convinced that life began from
the moment of conception. However, article 121hef€riminal Code authorized abortion in
exceptional circumstances if the life or healthhaf mother was in danger, subject to three
conditions: the abortion must be carried out byetar with the consent of the woman
concerned when the risk to life or health couldmte been avoided by other means. Article 93
gave courts the possibility of pardoning someomevimbed for abortion in two specific cases:
pregnancy caused by an offence against honousaoltireg from rape.
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11. Costa Rica had no current plans to reducedhedof pretrial detention (question No. 5),
which was set at 12 months in the Criminal Code@ndd be extended in exceptional cases.
Detention incommunicado was in principle limitedd® hours. Only in very exceptional cases
could it be extended up to a maximum of 10 conseeaiays, again by court decision, if

justified on substantial grounds (for examplehdre was a risk that the person concerned might
hinder the investigation or enter into contact veittomplices). In all cases, the detainee was
entitled to consult counsel before making any statgs. There was currently no bill to amend
the duration of incommunicado detention.

12. Costa Rica had no specific legislation on tfesg (question No. 6). Press freedom was
governed by different texts (Constitution, Publicas Act, Radio and Television Act, Criminal
Code, Ethical Code for Journalists), which wererattonformity with article 19 of the
Covenant. However, the Legislative Assembly wasemnily considering a bill on “freedom of
expression and press freedom” aimed at amenditgicgrovisions of those texts, with a view
to more precisely regulating the exercise of teediom of expression, while guaranteeing the
right to privacy. With regard to threats againsirj@lists, two cases were currently before the
courts: the murder of a well-known sports jourrtabsd the review on points of law of the
acquittal on appeal of several individuals chargétl the murder of a journalist.

13. Human rights organizations were widely représgtm all discussions and
decision-making on national policies (question Blo.For example, no fewer than eight NGOs
participated in the work of the National CommissiorCombat the Commercial Sexual
Exploitation of Children and Adolescents (CONACOESY civil society also participated in
the Migrant Population Forum.

14. Regarding the attack against the headquartersrade union organization
(question No. 9), the case had been discontinudtteasvestigation had not made it possible to
establish individual responsibility.

15. Sir Nigel RODLEYemphasized that Costa Rica had consistently opgpbsedeath

penalty and torture, and had played a fundameoil&lim the elaboration of the Optional
Protocol to the Convention against Torture and O@reel, Inhuman or Degrading Treatment or
Punishment. It also took an active part in the wairkther international bodies. The
constitutional stability of the country was condcto ensuring respect for human rights.

16. As had been mentioned by the delegation, liyeviof a Constitutional Chamber decision,
international instruments were ranked above thes@oition. However, it would be useful to
ascertain whether the provisions of the Covenardf any other international instrument, had
been directly invoked before the courts in ordecttallenge a domestic law or the Constitution
itself. In that connection, it should be noted tthet State party’s report contained considerable
detail about legislative measures and the insitiatii follow-up to the Committee’s
recommendations, but it failed to pay sufficienéation to the practical implementation of the
Covenant, a point regarding which the Committeedleehdy expressed reservations in its
previous concluding observations.

17. The adoption of the Act on Violence against Véanfquestion No. 2) was a major step
forward. It would be useful to know whether its ieqentation had already given rise to
investigations or prosecutions, or even only tdgutive measures.
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18. Concerning acts of brutality and abuses ofaitthcommitted by the police, the
delegation had stated that not one single actidrbean brought before the courts under

article 123 bis of the Criminal Code. He wonderbdia the reasons for that and whether one of
the possible explanations might be that the auiberpreferred to adhere to the legal concepts
with which they were familiar, and continued tceciabuses of authority”, especially if the
application of new concepts entailed more seriansequences for those responsible. The
statistics provided in the written replies conceginquiries conducted by internal supervisory
bodies held by the Office of the Ombudsman wereeextly valuable. However, they failed to
indicate whether the inquiries had resulted iniglsaary or criminal measures. If that had been
the case, it would be useful to know what thosesuess had been, what acts they had covered
and what compensation, if any, had been granted.

19. With regard to abortion, the Committee appe&wdthve been given inaccurate
information, since the delegation had stated thatteon was permitted when the life or health
of the mother was in danger. It would be usefuddnsult the legislation authorizing recourse to
or the practice of abortion in those circumstanaes, to be given information on proceedings
that might have been instituted during the perindex review against persons who had
undergone or practised abortions. The pardon gidntehe court in the cases cited by the
delegation should efface not only the sentencelsotthe declaration of guilt. He wished to be
given details about cases in which a pardon had gemnted because the abortion had been
carried out to save the honour of the family oaaesult of rape. He asked whether legal
proceedings had been instituted in those circursetaand what the attitude of the courts

had been in the context of the practical applicatibthe provisions of article 121 of the
Criminal Code.

20. Turning to the question of pretrial detentiba,requested statistics on the average duration
of such detention and on the type of offences ammck Incommunicado detention for too long

a period constituted a violation of not only aei@ of the Covenant but articles 10 and 7 as well.
A maximum of 10 days was excessive. The fact ti@immunicado detention was ordered by a
judge was not a satisfactory solution. That mighkenthe decision less arbitrary, but no less
harmful. It should be ascertained how the statupooyisions on the judicial monitoring of
detention were applied. One way of guaranteeingalpaisoner did not run the risk of being
subjected to ill-treatment was to ensure that thibaity responsible for detention was different
from the authority responsible for the investigatihich was perhaps the case in Costa Rica.
He wished to know what guarantees were in placeiarghrticular, he wished to be given
information about any individuals whose incommudizaetention had been ordered by a judge
for a period in excess of 48 hours.

21. Mr. LALLAH said that he, too, had noted that the report aoediedetailed information on
Costa Rican legislation but lacked information &ltbe factual situation. On the subject of
freedom of expression, he noted that the CrimiredeC(arts. 149 and 152) defined slanderous
and insulting language carried by the press asnoffe and he asked how many legal
proceedings had been instituted under that asiolee the previous periodic report had been
submitted and what penalties had been imposed. &stshould not constitute criminal
offences, if only to avoid journalists feeling aj@d thereby to exercise a form of
self-censorship, particularly since journalists viaal reported cases of corruption, drug
trafficking or murders connected to those actigitiad received death threats. In that
connection, it was disappointing to note that C&3ta, which was a great champion of human
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rights, did not seem to have the right approadhdse threats. It would appear that, in practice,
the perpetrators of such offences enjoyed a degjrieepunity, which was a serious threat to
freedom of expression. The Press Act containedigions designed to protect the reputation of
public figures or officials; however, it contained provision guaranteeing the confidentiality of
sources or the right to have access to officiarimfation. It was right and proper, of course, that
some matters of State should remain confidentialthe right of access to information was an
essential right.

22. Concerning freedom of association, it was gisaying that no action had been taken as a
result of the attack on the headquarters of thermational Confederation of Free Trade Unions,
as that also suggested that there was a degreguohity for such offences. It was difficult to

see why it had not been possible to identify thpp@ieators. On the matter of the proposed
reforms to freedom of association set out in paplgs 264 to 278 of the report, it would be
useful to know which ones had been adopted, whachrfot been adopted and for what reasons,
and the reaction of the trade unions to those rdiffieproposals. He also stressed the need to
ensure that workers had opportunities for prompeats and asked whether, for that purpose, a
decentralization of the courts had been undertakenequested clarification concerning
paragraph 268 of the report, where it was statati“the concept of exhaustion of a legal strike
is introduced, which is important because it pesrfotced arbitration: in effect all conflicts must
have a civilized solution”. He wondered what wasanteby “civilized” and “exhaustion of a

legal strike”. The following paragraphs referredagulations that had been established to
govern negotiated solutions to economic and saoiaflicts in the public sector (para. 269) and
arbitration introduced as a right for workers isestial services. He asked whether such
regulations also existed for the private sectorvahd determined what services were essential.
Moreover, it should be noted that certain esseséalices were also the responsibility of the
private sector. It was stated in paragraph 273"twlective procedures are simplified and a
special strike classification procedure is estakli; it would be useful to know what “strike
classification” entailed, what was the degree ohptexity of the collective procedures and in
what way they had been simplified. Lastly, it woblel helpful if the delegation could explain the
substance of the planned amendments to the prasisegarding the right to organize
(paragraphs 275 and 276 of the report).

23. Mr. JOHNSON LOPEzreferring to non-discrimination and equality @jhts between

men and women, said that the adoption in April 20DAct No. 13874 criminalizing violence
against women was an indispensable measure, beanmigd that 60 per cent of women in
Costa Rica had been victims of acts of violencethatonly 10 per cent of them had reported
those acts. He asked whether the State intende#técspecific measures to enable women freely
to report such acts when they were committed by gp@uses. The follow-up commission
established for that purpose could perhaps recomrtenadoption of guarantees to protect
women who reported acts of violence committed leyrtbpouses. Such a measure would
undoubtedly serve to reduce the level of maritalence.

24. Ms. MOTOCnoted with satisfaction the importance attachethkyState party to
environmental law and the rights of indigenous pespand said that Costa Rica could serve as
an example to other countries in the region thegdasimilar difficulties in preserving national
and regional stability and which found it difficadt manage their other priorities. She associated
herself with the questions and comments of othenbes regarding article 3 of the Covenant,
and wished to know the precise content of the mawdriminalizing violence against women.
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As had been observed by the Committee on the Eitioin of Discrimination against Women in
its general recommendation No. 19, women weremitiot only of “actual or threatened
violence”, but also of “the underlying consequenakthese forms of gender-based violence”. It
would therefore be useful to know whether the rew ¢ontained provisions on sexual
harassment, for example. She enquired about thessidprostitution in Costa Rica and asked
the delegation for its opinion on the links betwg@eostitution and trafficking in women. She
further requested information on measures takeotabat sex tourism.

25. Ms. WEDGWOODnoted that Afro-Costa Ricans had long been subjedé jure and

de facto discrimination. She asked whether stepe Weing taken to ensure their representation
in the Government. Concerning article 7 of the Cawe, States parties were under an obligation
not only not to inflict ill-treatment, but also protect the population against such practices, and
it was regrettable that corporal punishment wasyabprohibited. With regard to workplace
security, it was important to know whether the @deican authorities had adopted provisions to
regulate the use of industrial chemical productglamtation agriculture. Regarding freedom of
expression and association, she asked the delegattmmment on reports of death threats
against journalists dealing with corruption casesases against trade unionists. As far as
refugees were concerned, she requested clarificafithe cessation and exclusion clauses in the
new Immigration Act of August 2006 which, accordiogcertain reports, contravened the
principle of non-refoulement. If that were the gaseould be a matter of particular concern to
the large number of refugees from Colombia, Nicasagnd El Salvador who were currently in
Costa Rican territory.

26. It would be useful for the Visa Commissionrolude among its members representatives
of the Ministry of Foreign Affairs, in addition the Ministry of Public Security. The fact that
asylum-seekers were not authorized to work whidgr thpplications were being considered
created the risk of their being drawn into the wgdsund economy or even into prostitution.
Lastly, according to some reports, the MinistePablic Security had informed the Colombian
authorities, in 2006, of the names of Colombiansyapg for refugee status in Costa Rica. It
was important to ascertain whether that had ocduaceidentally or constituted common
practice, and, in the latter case, how such adhclonfidentiality could be reconciled with the
State party’s obligations under the Covenant.

27. It would also be useful to obtain informatidyoat overcrowding in prisons and
clarification of the xenophobic tone of recent sypess by certain representatives of the
Costa Rican authorities. Finally, she associateselfewith Ms. Motoc’s remarks regarding
sexual harassment.

The meeting was suspended at 11.30 a.m. and resaimédb5 a.m.

28. The CHAIRPERSONhvited the Costa Rican delegation to reply toghestions put by
members of the Committee.

29. Ms. THOMPSONCosta Rica) said that she would immediately sefkmation
concerning certain questions which she was notposition to answer and that she would
provide the Committee with additional written regliin the coming days. She would indicate




CCPR/C/SR.2492
page 8

in particular whether the new law criminalizing ince against women had already been
invoked before the courts, whether provisions exigo protect journalists’ sources and whether
it was possible to provide statistics on pretrigtiethtion.

30. She was not aware of any cases in which the@ot had been relied upon to challenge a
domestic law, but said that the Constitutional Cbamin an order cited in paragraph 251 of the
periodic report, had recognized the right of regotg correction, which was not included in
Costa Rican legislation. In another order, the @arional Chamber had held that the manner in
which a retirement pension case had been handlsdneansistent with the State’s obligations
under the Covenant.

31. With regard to torture, it was to be hoped thatlack of complaints meant that there were
no cases of torture in Costa Rica, but it was bbb the question that certain cases could have
been treated as abuses of authority, as an emesgom awareness was sometimes slow in
leading to changes in the classification of crimoféences. Regarding the sanctions and other
measures to which cases of ill-treatment had giig the Costa Rican Government’s written
replies (document without a symbol in Spanish onty)tained information on the status of
cases involving abuse of authority, arbitrary detenand other irregularities, in particular the
number of cases closed and the number of caselsaaesulted in recommendations.

32. As had already been indicated by the delegatioartion was authorized by the Criminal
Code when there was danger to the life or healthemother. She would provide additional
written information containing details of casegtwdt kind that had been brought before the
courts.

33. Costa Rica did not plan for the time beingaduce the maximum period of
incommunicado detention, but it was important ttertbat that regime was applied on an
exceptional basis, subject to very strict condaiorhe aim was merely to prevent any exchange
of information which would make disclosure of theth impossible. The right of the person
concerned to consult a lawyer should be expresslytioned in the court decision ordering
incommunicado detention, so that the prison autilesrivere left in no doubt on that subject.

34. Regarding freedom of expression, defamationirswlt were indeed punishable under the
Criminal Code, but they were considered minor aféen Accordingly, they were not subject to
imprisonment, but to a 10- to 50-day fine if comettin private and to a 15- to 75-day fine if
committed in public. Death threats against joustalivere not covered by any specific
legislation but came under the Criminal Code; haevethat did not prevent them being
prosecuted with all due rigour.

35. On the question of freedom of associationfi@s®f laws and bills had been prepared, as
was indicated in the periodic report, but they hatlyet entered into force. The reason was that
Costa Rica had recently gone through a periodgili&ive inertia lasting some 18 months, due
to parliamentary procrastination on the free trageeement with the United States of America.
The discussion concerning ratification of that agnent had been deadlocked for over a year,
causing a slowdown in the entire legislative precesitil the President of the Republic had
decided to organize a referendum on 7 October 200ich had eventually enabled the deadlock
to be broken. It was to be hoped that the backidbge consideration of all the draft legislative
texts would soon be eliminated. The bills awaitapgproval included one on reform of labour
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court procedures, which was designed to autharéietunions to negotiate and conclude
collective agreements, to lower to 40 per cenpireentage of workers required to call a strike
and to establish a special strike classificatimtpdure, to regulate negotiated settlements and
arbitration in public sector enterprises, to enshesprotection of persons with special rights and
to introduce the requirement of oral hearings. ditadt amendments to certain articles of the
Labour Code were aimed at establishing an accelb@bcedure to expedite verification of the
lawfulness of dismissals, so as better to protextights of workers. The purpose of the draft
constitutional reform was to add to article 192haf Constitution a clause recognizing the right
of public service employees (with the exceptioseafior officials) to negotiate collective
agreements. The Parliament was also consideritgydnilthe adoption of the ILO Labour
Relations (Public Service) Convention (No. 151) #relILO Promotion of Collective
Bargaining Convention (No. 154). Finally, sevenaictes of the Labour Code were to be
amended in order to strengthen trade union righes\&hole.

36. Acts of violence against women were effectivayered by the definition of domestic
violence contained in Costa Rican legislation. Aoral awareness-raising campaign was to
begin in November 2007, and would be accompaniea ¢tgmpaign against trafficking in
human beings organized in collaboration with thermational Organization for Migration. The
National Institute for Women was working with thugjcial authorities to ensure better
dissemination of information on rights and the laastly, the establishment of numerous
reception facilities throughout the country for fe@mvictims of violence should encourage
ill-treated women to report acts of violence mazadily. She was not in a position to say
whether the new Act criminalizing violence agawsimen contained specific provisions on
sexual harassment, but she undertook to seek tessery clarification of that point. In any
event, there was a law protecting women againstaddrarassment in the workplace.

37. Several legislative measures had been takeontbat sex tourism and improve the
protection of the victims thereof. For example, #w on commercial sexual exploitation and
certain articles of the Criminal Code and the Cod€riminal Procedure had been amended to
strengthen the penalties for acts of sexual exgiloit. Thus, the limitation period for criminal
proceedings had been extended, the penaltiesfiarags characterized by exploitation of the
victim’s vulnerability had been increased, andphesession of pornographic material had been
classified as an offence, whereas previously dmyproduction and distribution of pornographic
material had been so classified. In addition, fprers previously convicted of sexual offences
were henceforth banned from entering the terrigr@osta Rica. The country had thus adopted
an appropriate legal framework for the effectivpmession of commercial sexual exploitation.
The Government was nevertheless fully aware oftheity and scale of the problem and would
spare no effort to secure its eradication.

38. Afro-Costa Ricans had long since ceased taubgsted to systematic discrimination.
There was no denying that for many years that ntinbad not had access to the same
opportunities as the rest of the population, buisaerable progress had been achieved in that
field over the past 30 years, particularly withaeljto education. It was true that members of
that minority still occupied few senior civil sece posts, but the policy of promoting equality of
opportunity should be given time to bear fruit. Ti#iculties currently encountered by
members of the Afro-Costa Rican community had mgtho do with their ethnic origin; they
were difficulties that were experienced by all tyrapulations.
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39. The practice of corporal punishment was autkedrby the Family Code in the family
environment, but there were no legislative provisiauthorizing its use in institutions. Further
clarification on that issue could be provided sgjosmtly. In any event, the provisions relating to
corporal punishment should be interpreted in tilet lof the instruments for the protection of
children’s rights, including in particular the Giién and Adolescents Code, which excluded
brutality and all forms of corporal punishment dalpaof harming the physical integrity of the
child.

40. Regarding refugees, it was true that some gians of the Immigration Act adopted

in 2006 had provoked serious criticism from a nunddenuman rights organizations. The
Government had taken that into account and had isioha bill to amend the Act to the
Legislative Assembly, which had been drawn up instdtation with civil society, but had not
yet been adopted.

41. The Government had acknowledged that the digmoof confidential information to the
Colombian authorities by the Minister of Public 8ety, the Interior and the Police had been a
highly regrettable error, and it had taken all isseey steps to prevent such incidents from
occurring again in the future.

42. Prison overcrowding was a problem faced by nwauntries, even developed countries.
Remedial measures had been attempted, includingsthblishment of alternative penalties for
minor offences. That had helped to reduce the numiyerison inmates, but the decline was not
sufficient to resolve the problem. Another posdipilvas to increase prison capacity, but that
required resources that might not necessarily bdable to the Government.

43. She regretted not being able to reply to @l@ommittee’s questions, as she lacked the
necessary information, and would endeavour to reptiie outstanding questions at the next

meeting or, if the necessary information couldlm®bbtained by then, as soon as possible in
writing.

44. The CHAIRPERSONRhanked the delegation and invited comments frambers of the
Committee.

45. Sir Nigel RODLEYexpressed appreciation for the praiseworthy effofthe delegation
but regretted that no Government representativebbead present during consideration of the
report and that the Committee had thus been depaf’eome of the information needed to
conduct a thorough and objective examination. Rétgrto the question of incommunicado
detention, he said that it was his understandiagttie possibility of consulting counsel was
guaranteed throughout the duration of such detenowever, according to the information
contained in the written replies, it would appdetthe courts were asked to limit
communications between suspects and lawyers tsttice minimum, in order to avoid any
conduct detrimental to the establishment of thehtride wished to know whether that
interpretation was correct and what other guarantesre provided to protect persons held in
incommunicado detention from any pressure or abtisethority in cases where access to
counsel was not authorized. He also wished to kwbether it was true that prisoners could be
interrogated only in the presence of their lawyers.
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46. Mr. LALLAH asked whether, parallel to the Act on the protectf the honour of

members of the Government and public figures, there an Act to protect the honour of
persons other than members of the Government aniit ffigures, as would be required

pursuant to article 26 of the Covenant. Concerfiiegdom of association, he noted that none of
the bills to amend legislation on the subject hatlbeen adopted. The Committee refrained, as a
rule, from giving its opinion on mere bills. On tbther hand, it would be useful, when bills had
been adopted, for it to obtain more detailed infation about their content, which could be
provided to it in the next report of the State part

47. Ms. WEDGWOOUDxongratulated the delegation on the commendabik ivbad done,

given the scant resources at its disposal, angs&itethe essential need for States parties to send
a delegation representing their Government, ancerspecifically institutions such as the police,
the prison administration and the immigration segsi In that way, the Committee could

directly convey its concerns to the competent pexsmd obtain first-hand information on the
implementation of laws, instead of only receivindescription of their content. It was only in
those circumstances that a fruitful dialogue cdddestablished between the Committee and the
State party. It was to be hoped, therefore, th#terfuture the Costa Rican Government would
take the necessary steps to ensure that it wasyoppresented before the Committee.

48. Regarding death threats against officials andhgalists (question No. 7), she asked why
such threats, even if not accompanied by actsadénce, could not be covered by the criminal
law, under the heading of intimidation, extortiaraggression. That was a very important
guestion. Detailed information on inquiries iniéedtand any proceedings instituted against the
authors of such complaints would be highly apptecia

49. She thanked Ms. Thompson for the clarificatisims had provided with regard to prison
overcrowding, but said that the question relatefah to overcrowding in holding centres for
immigrants and the measures taken to remedy thaitisin. With regard to the situation of the
Afro-Costa Rican population, the presentation diied statistics would have made it easier to
gauge the progress accomplished and the gapsethatned. It was nevertheless patently clear
that Afro-Costa Ricans were underrepresented ilmsgovernment posts. It would be useful to
know why more of them did not occupy positionshia highest echelons of power.

50. Ms. MOTOCemphasized that it was not enough to ensure titegiron of victims in

order to deal with the problems of sex tourismsptotion and trafficking; the demand also had
to be tackled. She noted with satisfaction thetemise of legislative provisions that made sexual
harassment in the workplace an offence, but shertieless considered that that issue should be
integrated into the broader framework of violengaiast women.

51. The CHAIRPERSONRhanked the delegation and the members of the Gieenand
invited them to resume consideration of Costa Rififth periodic report at the next meeting.

The meeting rose at 1 p.m.




