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Recomrendat i ons

The facts presented to this Conmission in the depositions
and testinonies speak for thenmselves. They lead us to
recommend to the various State authorities certain measures
that will help to ensure that this curtail nent of human
rights is never repeated in Argentina. The aimof these
recomendations is also to press for a judicia

i nvestigation into the facts denounced to us. W therefore
recomend:

1. That the body which replaces this Conm ssion speeds
up the procedures involved in bringing before the
courts the docunents collected during our
i nvestigation.

2. That the courts process with the utnbst urgency the
i nvestigation and verification of the depositions
recei ved by this Conm ssion

3. That the appropriate |laws be passed to provide the
children and/or relatives of the di sappeared with
econom ¢ assi stance, study grants, social security
and enpl oynment and, at the sane tine, to authorize
nmeasures consi dered necessary to alleviate the many
and varied fam |y and social problenms caused by the
di sappear ances.

4. That | aws be passed which

1. Declare forced abduction a crine against
humani ty.

2. Support the recognition of and adhesion to
national and international human rights
or gani zati ons.

3. Make the teaching of the defence and diffusion
of human rights obligatory in state educationa
est abl i shnents, whether they be civilian
mlitary or police.

4. Strengthen and provide anple support for the
neasures that the courts need to investigate
human rights viol ations.

5. Repeal any repressive legislation still in
force.

Concl usi ons

Up to the time of the presentation of this report, CONADEP
estimates that 8,960 people are still mssing. It bases
this estimate on the information it recei ved and

conpari sons nade with figures given by national and

i nternational human rights organizations. This is not a
final figure, since CONADEP realizes that nany cases of

ki dnappi ng have not been reported. The figure may al so

i ncl ude people who did not communicate their release to the
appropriate organization in tine.



Abducti on was al so used as a nethod of repression prior to
the mlitary coup of 24 March 1976. It was, however, from
the date on which the forces usurping power took absol ute
control of the resources of the state, that the nethod
becarme wi despread. The ki dnappi ngs were carried out by
nmenbers of the Security Forces who conceal ed their

identity. The victimwas then taken to one of the

approxi mately 340 secret detention centres in existence. In
the course of its investigations, CONADEP inspected a |arge
nunber of these establishments used by the de facto
government. They were under the conmmand of hi gh-ranking
officers inthe military and security services. The
prisoners were kept in inhuman conditions and subjected to
all kinds of torture and humiliation. Qur investigations to
date show that a provisional figure of 1,300 persons were
seen in these secret centres prior to their ultinmate

di sappear ance.

Seei ng proof of the extent of the use of torture in these
centres, and the sadismwi th which it was carried out, is
horrendous. Sone of the nethods used have no precedent

el sewhere in the world. Sone depositions referred to the
torture of children and old people in front of their
famlies to obtain information.

CONADEP has shown that as a result of these methods,
prisoners were nurdered, their identities concealed, and in
many cases their bodi es destroyed, to prevent subsequent
identification. W al so established that people alleged by
the forces of repression to have been killed in conbat were
in fact taken alive froma secret detention centre and
killed in simulated mlitary confrontations or in fake
attenpts to escape

Anmong the victinms still mssing and those who were
subsequently rel eased from secret detention centres are
people fromall walks of life:

Bl ue-col | ar workers 30.2
St udent s 21.0
Wi te-collar workers 17.9
Pr of essi onal s 10. 7
Teachers 5.7
Sel f - enpl oyed and ot hers 5.0
Housewi ves 3.8
Mlitary conscripts and nenbers of the security forces 2.5
Journalists 1.6
Actors, perforners, etc. 1.3
Nuns, priests, etc 0.3

We can state categorically - contrary to what the executors
of this sinister plan maintain - that they did not pursue



only the nembers of political organizations who carried out
acts of terrorism Anobng the victins are thousands who
never had any links with such activity but were
nevert hel ess subjected to horrific torture because they
opposed the nmilitary dictatorship, took part in union or
student activities, were well-known intellectuals who
guestioned state terrorism or sinply because they were
relatives, friends, or names included in the address book
of someone consi dered subversi ve.

This Conmmission maintains that it was not just a question
of some 'excesses', if that neans aberrant acts, being
conmitted. These atrocities were comopn practice; the
normal nethods used daily during the repression

Despite their claimin the 'Final Docunment of the MIlitary
Junta on the War Agai nst Subversion and Terrorism that the
forces of subversion had 25,000 recruits of whom 15, 000
were 'technically able and ideologically trained to kill",
the Mlitary Courts set up to judge these crines sentenced
only approximately 356 individuals. This denobnstrates
clearly that other nmeasures were used to annihilate

t housands of people who opposed them terrorists or not.
Hence the claimthat subversion and terrorismwere in
effect defeated is invalid: certain terrorist organizations
were wi ped out, but in their stead a system of
institutionalized terror was inpl enented whi ch underm ned

t he nost basic hunman, ethical and noral principles and was
backed by a doctrine which was al so foreign to our nationa
identity.

CONADEP prepared 7,380 files, conprising depositions from
rel atives of the disappeared, testinonies of people

rel eased fromsecret detention centres, and statenments by
menbers of the security forces who had taken part in the
acts of repression described above. It carried out numerous
i nvestigations in different parts of the country and
collected information fromthe Arned Forces, the Security
Forces and ot her private and public organizations.

As a result of its investigations, CONADEP was able to
present evidence before the courts, conprising 1,086
dossiers proving the existence of the nain secret detention
centres, giving a partial list of the di sappeared seen
alive in these centres, and a list of nenbers of the Armed
Forces and Security Forces nentioned by victinms as
responsi bl e for the serious crines they denounced.

The destruction or renmoval of docunentation providing
details of the fate of the disappeared before governnent
was handed over to the constitutional authorities hindered
the investigation with which this Conmi ssion was entrusted
by decree. Neverthel ess, there is enough evidence to allow
us to confirmthat people who are still missing passed

t hrough the secret detention centres and that the truth as
to their subsequent whereabouts will come out as progress
is made in determ ning which individuals are responsible
for the acts of repression comitted.
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