VIOLATION
OF HUMAN

RIGHTS IN
URUGUAY

CRUSHING DEFEAT OF THE DICTATORSHIP

On 28 November 1982, the political parties permitted to exist
by the Uruguayan dictatorship held internal elections for party
leaders.

The military had previously imposed a candidly anti-demo-
cratic statute regulating party activities, leaving out thousands
of proscribed citizens and not permitting the participation of
parties and groups which participated in the 1971 elections,
such as the Frente Amplio which was the second political force
in the capital, Montevideo, and the third in the country as a
whole.

Uruguayans voted at the polls for delegates who would
designate leaders of the two traditional parties, National (Blan-
co) and Colorado, who would in turn meet with the military
to study the proposed constitution restoring civic life in the
country.

In a climate for terror and threats, of trials and imprison-
ments of political party leaders during the electoral campaign,
there was a large tum-out of voters. The banned Frente Amplio
called on its adherents to cast blank ballots, and on ail citizens
to express their protest against the dictatorship regardless of
partisanship. More than 80% of voters did so, that is, three
of every four voters against the dictatorship: a victory for the
opposition in all 19 Departmentsinto which Uruguay is divided.

In the 1980 plebiscite on the military’s regressive and anti-
democratic Constitutional reform plan, the citizens inflicted
the first electoral defeat on the dictatorship with more than
60% of No votes. In 1982 the chorus of Mo —votes against pro-
dictatorship candidates in the two traditional parties, plus
blank ballots— rose to 82% In both the National and Colorado
parties the majority vote went to candidates with the clearest
and most consistent democratic positions, such as the Por la
Patria Sector and National De Rocha Movement candidates
who won by ample majorities.

Within the Colorado Party, the sector of ex-President Fa-
checo Areco, who favored the military in the 1980 plebiscite,
suffered the biggest defeat.

The blank votes totalled some 83,000. The call for blank
votes was issued by the Frente Amplio and other left forces
under conditions of illegality, when any such call was pro-
hibited, most of their leaders were in jail or in exile, and most
of the “proscribed” were from their ranks.

The dictatorship’s defeat in its second resort to the ballot
within two years has generated joyous enthusiasm in the
Uruguayan people. When the results were announced on 29
November, there were demonstrations in the streets with calls
for “Liberty Now!”, reaffirming the *“the people united will
never be defeated.” The victory is proof positive that, despite
all the dead, tortured, imprisoned and exiled citizens, a mature
people is fighting against one of Latin America’s most brutal
dictatorships, and that international solidarity is not in vain.

The dictatorship is now committed to discuss its “demo-
cratization™ scenario with spokesmen for the popular will,
who must be alert against further trickery. Meanwhile hund-
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reds of political prisoners still fill the jails and the fate of some -
150 ““disappeared” remains unexplained.

AMERICAN PUBLIC HEALTH ASSOCIATION CONDEMNS
HUMAN RIGHTS VIOLATIONS IN URUGUAY

At its 110th annual meeting in Montreal in November 1982,
The American Public Health Association (APHA) heard a
report from Dr. Richard Goldstein on human rights violations
and the medical profession in Uruguay. The report was received
with great support and sympathy, permitting a “late breaking
resolution” on the subject. The text of the resolution which
was unanimously approved by the APHA governing council,
follows.

Dr. Goldstein, a chest physican at New York’s Bellevue
Hospital, is co-author with Dr. Alfred Gellhorn of Human Rights
and the Medical Profession in Uruguay Since 1972, published
in August 1982 under auspices of the Committee on Scientific
Freedoomand Responsability, the American Association for the
Advancement of Science and the Committee on Human Rights,
New York Academy of Sciences. Dr. Gellhorn is a visiting pro-
fessor at the Harvard School of Public Health and a professor
at City College Scholl for Biomedical Education in New York
City. He is also immediate past president of the Council for
International Organizations of Medical Sciences.

PRISIONERS RELEASED

Intemational solidarity has won the release of the following:
Julio Lev, lawyer who undertook the defence of political
prisoners and who was himself arrested for legitimately prac-
tising his profession. (Many other such lawyers have gone into
exile to avoid Lev’s fate.)

Ismael Weinberger, journalist, imprisoned since Jan, 1976.
The International Organization of Joumalists and the Latin
American Journalists’ Federation spearheaded a broad camp-
aing on his behalf.

Alfredo Pareja, who had been for seven months confined in
the Military Hospital with seriuos health problems, complicated
by a pulmonary complaint which almost deprived him of
speech.

Many other political and trade union prisoners, some of
them having served their sentences, remain in the dictatorship’s
jails and in need of continuing international solidarity. We
particularly solicit demands for the release of former Deputy
Jaime Pérez, who was tortured to the brink of death.

BOLIVIAN PARLIAMENT RESOLUTION ON URUGUAY

Bolivia’s Chamber of Deputies han unanimously approved a
resolution demanding the release of Gen, Liber Seregni and all
political and trade union prisoners in Uruguay. The resolution
expresses total solidarity with the struggle of the Uruguayan
people for a regimen of authentic democracy and respect for
human rights. It condemns as flagrant violations of elementary
freedom of expression the arrests of political leaders engaged
in electioneering activities.






