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The mee •: i ng was called to order at 6. 55 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 67: IMPLEMENTA'~ION OF THE PROGRAMME FOR THE DECADE FOR ACTION TO 
·COMBAT RACISM AND RACIAL DI:iCRIMINATION: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL 

(continued) (A/35/371; A/C.:l/35/L. 3) 

AGENDA ITEM 74 : ELIMINATIOII OF ALL FORMS OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (continued) 
(A/35/419, A/35/462) 

(a) REPORT OF THE COMMITTE!: ON THE ELIMINATION OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (A/35/18) 

(b) FUTURE MEETINGS OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE ELIMINATION OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION : 
REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/35/414) 

(c) STATUS OF THE INTERNAT10NAL CONVENTION ON THE ELI MINATION OF ALL FORMS OF 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATI ON : REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/ 35/196) 

(d) STATUS OF THE INTERNATlONAL CONVENTION ON THE SUPPRESSION AND PUNISHMENT OF 
THE CRIME OF APARTHEID: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/35/197 and Add.l) 

AGENDA ITEM 66 : ADVERSE COl' SEQUENCES FOR THE ENJOYMENT OF HUMAN RIGHTS OF 
POLITICAL, MILITARY , ECONOMIC AND OTHER FORMS OF ASSISTANCE GivEN TO COLONIAL AND 
RACIST REGIMES IN SOUTHERN AFRICA (continued) (E/CN . 4/Sub . 2/425 and Corr . l -3 and 
Add . l-7; A/35/419) 

AGENDA ITEM 75: IMPORTANCE OF THE UNIVERSAL REALIZATION OF THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES TO 
SELF-DETERMINATION AND OF THE: SPEEDY GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES 
AND PEOPLES FOR THE EFFECTIVE: GUARANTEE AND OBSERVANCE OF HUMAN RIGHTS (continued) 
(A/35/65 , A/35/419) 

Consideration of draft resolJtion A/C.3/35/L . l2 

1 . Mr. OYEDELE (Nige ria) a nnounced t hat he was withdrawing the amendment to the 
draft resolution he had submitted on behalf of t he African Group. 

2. Mr. FAREED (Pakistan) sJbm itted an amendment to the draft resolution to be 
inser ted immed iate l y a fte r t 1e fifth preambular paragraph. The amendment read a s 
fol lows: 

"Taking note a l so o)f the relevant resol utions of the Eleventh Islamic 
conference of Foreign Ministers, held at Islamabad from 17 to 22 May 1980, " 

3 . Mr . DERESSA (Ethiopia) 1~lcomed the withdrawal by the Nigerian represent ative 
o f the amendment submitted b~· the African Group and appealed to the representative 
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(Mr . Deressa , Ethiopia) 

of Pakistan not to press the amendment he had just submitted because it might give 
rise to a discussion which would divert attention from the question under 
discussion . 

4. Mr . FAREED (Pakistan) agreed to wi thdraw h is amendment, but reserved the right 
to submit it again in the General Assembly . 

5. The CHAIRMAN announced that t he process of voting on draft resolut ion 
A/C . 3/35/L. l2 was about to begin and i nv ited members of the Committee to make 
explanations of vote before the vote. 

6 . Mr. EDIS (Uni t ed Kingdom) said that his delegation supported free exercise of 
the right of self- determination , which was enshrined in the covenants on Human 
Rights. However , the draft resolution gave a certain sense of unreality since i t 
did not refer to the denial of the right to self-determina tion in a numbe r of .... 
obvious current cases, for e xample , in Afghanistan and Cambodia . His delegation 
was unable to accept either the encouragement of ar~ed struggle or the tendentious , 
irrelevant and mischievous references to the North Atlantic Treaty Organization 
(NATO) or some of the references to the Middle East . 

7. Mrs. HAFT (United States of America) said that her country wa s firmly 
committed to the basic right of peoples to self-dete rmination and majori ty ru le, 
and to t he universal obse rvance of human rights . Unfortunately, the draft 
resolution before the Committee was replete with extreme positions, selective 
condemnations and unrealistic demands. She referred specifical ly to the charges 
against Israel in paragraph 12, the language used with respect to the situation of 
the Palestinian people in the sixth preambular paragraph , the affirmation o f the 
legitimacy of armed strugg le for independence in paragraph 2 , the condemnation of 
unspecified NATO countries for a wholly fictitious relat ionship with southern 
African regimes and the reference to the subject of mercenaries, which was 
currently before the Sixth Committee , to wh ich it had been allocated for 
discussion . For all t hose reasons , the United States would vote against the draf t 
resolution. 

8. She commended the Nige(ian delegation for its effort to r educe the disruptive 
effect of paragraph 7 on the work of t he Sixth Committee by introducing an 
amendment which would have gr~atly improved that paragraph; s he regretted that the 
Nigerian de lega t ion had felt ~onstrained to withdraw it. 

9. Mr . VERKERCKE (Bel g i um) said that the negative vote which his delegation would 
have to cast was not a vote against the general objective of the draft resolution , 
namely, the reaffirmation of the right of peoples to self-determination . What it 
objected to was the general la~k of balance in the draft resolu t ion and the 
language used in some paragraphs , especially in paragraph 8 in connexion with NATO , 
and in paragraph 2 on the legi t imacy of armed st r uggle . Furthermore, paragraph 7 
referred to a question wh ich was being considered by another Committee of the 
General Assembly. 
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10 . Mr . LIGAIRI (Fiji) said that, in accordance with the position of his 
Government on the question of the right of peoples to self-determination , he 

:supported the draft resolu ·: ion as a whole. However, his delegation had difficulty 
in accepting certain parag~aphs wh ich it considered discriminatory, because it did 
not approve of spec i fic re :erences to ce rtain parties or groups when other parties 
or groups might be equally guilty of the attitudes being attributed to the fo rme r . 

11. An unrecorded vote wa:; taken on draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.l2. 

12 . The draft resolution 11as adopted by 109 votes to 18, with 7 abstentions. 

13 . Mr. MUCORLOR (Liberia : said that as he had not been present during the vote, 
he wis~ed to announce that his delegation would have voted for the draft resolution. 

14 . Mr. WALI<ATE (Nether lands) said that it was well known that his country was 
dedicated to the right to Belt-determination for all peoples. However, the draft 
resolution just adopted seE·med to imply that only those peoples which had not yet 
attained independence could exercise that right, which did not do full justice to 
the concept of self-determ]nat ion as laid down in article 1 of the Covenants on 
Human Rights. His delegat i on had voted against that draft resolution because it 
contained a number of negative elements and unwarranted condemnations, such as 
those in paragraphs 8 and J2 , which did not promote a solution of the underlying 
problems . 

15. Mr. VANACHINDA (Thailand) said that, although he had voted for the draft 
resolution, his delegation had reservations on paragraph 8 . 

16 . Mr. ERRAZURIZ (Chile) said that, although his delegation had voted for the 
draft resolution, it had reservations on some paragraphs which contained 
exaggerated language or referred to questions which should be dealt with in other 
forums ; he was referring SFecifically to paragraphs 2 and 8. He also considered 
that countries and organizations should not be specifically mentioned. 

17. Mr. FAREED (Pakistan) said that he had voted for the draft resolution without 
any reservations . With regard to paragraph 18 (b), he wished to point out that the 
documents referred to in the foot-note on page 4 (E/CN .4/Sub .2/405, vols. I and II) 
had been issued on 2 June 1978 . 

18 . Mr. GURAI<AN (Turkey) s~id that h is delegation had voted fo r the draft 
resolution in accordance with its policy of supporting the struggle of the colonial 
peoples for self-dete rmination and indepe.ndence. However, he regretted the 
reference to NATO in paragr~ph 8, on which he reserved his position. 

19 . Mr. ROUCOUNAS (Greece) said that he had abstained on the draft resolution 
because it contained provisions concerning the legitimacy of the use of force and 
because he cou ld not accept paragraph 8, which condemned certain members of N~TO. 
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20. Mr . ZELAYA BOCKLER (Guatemala) said that his delegation was in sympathy with 
the spirit of the resolution, but it had reservations with respect to paragraphs 12 
and 13 and the sixth preambular paragraph, which dealt with political problems in 
the Middle East. 

21. Mr. BANGASHARI (India) said that he only wished to refer to the printing and 
circulation of the documents referred to in subparagraph (b) of paragraph 18 . 
There seemed to be updated versions of those documents and they should be published 
in accordance with the spirit of the resolution . 

22. Mr . DERESSA (Ethiopia) said that his delegation would take the opportunity 
later to explain the issue it had raised in requesting the withdrawal of the 
proposed amendment to draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.l2 . That amendment referred to 
resolutions adopted at conferences, and by organizations and bodies in which 
Eth i opia was not a participant. If the amendment had been adopted, some of thos e 
re solutions would be contrary to decisions taken at the meeting of OAU in Sierra 
Leone. 

23. Mr. FARAH (Somalia) expressed surprise that the Ethiopian representative had 
again referred to draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.l2 and had attempted to explain why 
he had requested the withdrawal of that amendment. The amendment would have been 
useful because it referred to resolutions dealing with the self-determination of 
peoples, the problem of Palestine, decolonization, etc., which were of f undamental 
importance . Those resolutions should be considered together, and none should be 
excluded in order to suit a particular country . 

24. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to consider document A/C .3/35/ L.6 as 
amended by Pakistan, one of the sponsors. Amendments had also been proposed by the 
delegations of Mexico and Algeria. 

25. Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco) sa i d that the sponsors of the draft resolution accepted 
the amendment proposed by the delegat i on of Mexico. She wished to refer only to 
the amendment proposed by Algeria. The principl e of self-determination was 
affirmed primarily in the Charter, while resolution 1514 (XV), adopted in 1960 , was 
a specific resolution dealing with the independence of colonial countrie s and 
peoples . There were two principles which must be uphe l d, not only one , as the 
delegation of Algeria had stated: the first, which was embodied in the Charter and 
in the basic tenets of international law, was the respect for and protection of the 
right to self-determination of all the peoples of the world; the second was the 
granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples. The representative of 
Algeria had only referred to the right of sel f -determination of colonial peoples. 
The Committee had already adopted resolution A/C . 3/35/L.l2 on one of the aspects of 
agenda item 75: decolonization. It was currently considering a draft resolution 
on the right of peoples to self- determination and should reject any proposal 
designed to make draft resolution A/C.3/35/L . 6 a second resolution A/C.3/35/L.l2 . 
On the other hand, the Algerian amendment to· the preamble of the draft resolution 
was acceptable to her delegation. 
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_26. Mrs. FLOREZ (Cuba) thanked the delegation of Pakistan for accepting amendments 
which had made the resolutic<n more acceptable to everyone, and said that her 
delegation also supported the amendments proposed by Mexico and Algeria. The 
amendments proposed by Mexico were necessary in the Spanish text. The words 

· "hasta que" in paragraph 3 s hould be deleted and the word "deplora" should be 
- inserted in paragraph 4. With respect to the amendment proposed by Algeria, her 
;delegation felt that a reference to resolution 1514 (XV) was needed in order to 
complete the text of the re s olution. 

27. Mr. FAREED (Pakistan) said that the co-sponsors accepted the suggestions made 
·by Mexico. With respect to the amendments proposed by Algeria, the representative 
of Morocco had already stated the position of the sponsors: they would accept the 
amendment to the first preambular paragraph, but they urged Algeria not to press 
its proposed amendment to the operative part. 

28. Mr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) said that his delegation supported the amendments 
proposed by Mexico and Algeria and had four additional amendments to propose: 
fir s t, in the fifth preambul ar paragraph the words "aggression and• should be 
inserted before the word "oc:upation"; second, a comma and the word "aggression" 
should be added to paragraph 2 after the words "military i ntervent i on"; third, in 
paragraph 4 the words "disphced persons" should be inserted after the word 
"refugees" , and the words "b{ aggression" after the word "uprooted"; lastly, the 
words "aggression and interv:!ntion" shou l d also be added to paragraph 5 . 

29. ~iss MONTEIRO (MozambiqJe) said that her delegation supported the proposals 
put forward by Algeria and E t hiopia -since they cover_ed all aspects of the problem. 

30 . Mrs . THAH (Viet Nam) said that her delegation supported the amendment proposed 
by Algeria , which improved an d further deve l oped paragraph l while reflecting the 
reality of colonial peoples, whose right to self-determination was still being 
questioned. Her delegation .1lso accepted the amendments proposed by Ethiopia since 
they did not conflict with t he original text but made it more precise. 

31. Mr. RANGASHARI (India) nxpressed the hope that the sponsors of the draft 
resolution and the delegations which had proposed amendments would reach an 
agreement. Al though it was ·:rue that another resolution dealing with the same 
agenda item had been adopted . the important thing was the resolutions should be 
re l evant to the item under consideration, regardless of their number. In proposing 
its amendments the delegat i on of Algeria wished to adapt the text of the draft 
resolution to the agenda i ten under consideration, and it was encouraging that the 
sponsors had accepted at l eant one amendment. If the concept described in the 
title of the agenda item was acceptable in the preambular paragraph, there should 
be no d i fficulty in acceptin~1 it also in the operative paragraph, since statements 
in the preamble usually pert<~ined to what was to be found in the operative part. 
He expressed the hope that that problem could be solved in the spirit of compromise 
which guided the work of the Committee. 
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32. Mrs. HOUNGAVOU (Benin) said that the Indian representative had referred to 
real problems which concerned the committee. Her delegation endorsed the statement 
made by the Indian representative and supported the amendments proposed by Algeria 
and Ethiopia, which clearly improved draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6. 

33. Mr. ABDUL-AZIZ (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) said that his delegation supported the 
amendments proposed by Algeria, Mexico and Ethiopia, and associated itself with the 
statement made by the representative of India. 

34. The CHAIRMAN said that, because of the small amount of time rema1n1ng and 
since there seemed to be only one solution to the problem, the Committee should 
proceed to the vote. If there were no objections, a vote would be taken on each of 
the proposed amendments to draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6. 

35. Mr. GONZALEZ DE LEON (Mexico) said as there did not seem to be any objections 
to the amendments proposed by his delegation, he wondered whether it was necessary 
to vote on those amendments separately. 

36. The CHAIRMAN said that the amendments proposed by Mexico were acceptable to 
the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6 and that, therefore, the Committee 
would consider that text to have been amended by the sponsors with the inclusion of 
the Mexican amendments. For that reason, only the amendments proposed by Algeria 
and Ethiopia would be put to a vote. The Committee would now proceed to a vote. 

37. Mrs. SEMICHI (Algeria) said that her delegation wished to know exactly what 
was being put to the vote. 

38. The CHAIRMAN said that first the amendments proposed by the delegation of 
Algeria, then the amendments proposed by Ethiopia would be put to a vote. 

39. Mrs. SEMICHI (Algeria) said that as her delegation understood it, the 
Committee would not be voting on the Algerian amendments, but only on one of them, 
since the other had already been accepted; she requested the Secretary to read out 
the text of the amendment which was going to be put to the vote. 

40. The CHAIRMAN said that the representative of Algeria was right and that the 
Committee would vote on the amendment proposed to operative paragraph 1 of draft 
resolution A/C.3/35/L.6, which the Secretary of the Committee would read out. 

41. Mrs. DOWNING (Secretary of the Committee) said that the representative of 
Algeria had proposed that operative paragraph 1 should be replaced by the following 
text: "Reaffirms that the universal realization of the right of peoples to 
self-determination and the speedy granting of independence to colonial countries 
and peoples are a fundamental condition for the effective guarantee and observance 
of human rights and for the preservation and promotion of such rights in various 
parts of the world;". 
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42. The CHAIRMAN put to the lOte the amendment submitted by Algeria to operative 
paragraph 1 of the draft resolution (A/C.3/35/L.6) . 

43. A non-recorded vote was t aken on the Algerian amendment. 

44. The Algerian amendment w~s adopted by 66 votes to 29, with 26 abstentions . 

45. The CHAIRMAN announced t hat the adoption of that proposal meant that the 
Alger ian amendment would repL~ce operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution 

:A/C.3/35/L.6. 

46. Mrs. GU Yij i (China) , sp!aking on a point of order, said that her delegation 
had made a mistake in registe : ing its vote; it had intended to vote against the 

:amendment. 

47. The CHAIRMAN said that t hat fact would be noted in the records of the 
Committee. He announced that he would put to the vote the amendments submitted by 
Ethiopia, beginn i ng with the Eirst one which related to the fifth preambular 

·paragraph and called for the ::eplacement of the words "other human rights of 
peoples as a result of milita:y inte rvention and foreign occupation", by the words 
"military intervention, aggre:;sion and foreign occupation". 

48. Mr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) said that since he had heard no objer.t~ o.• to his 
amendment, there seemed to be no need to put it to the vote. 

49. Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco) S<t id that her delegation wanted the amendment to be put 
to the vote because it intend1!d to vote aga i nst it. 

50. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the amendment submitted by Ethiopia to the fifth 
:preambular paragraph of the draft resolution (A/C .3/ 35/ L.6). 

51. A non-recorded vote was t:aken on the Ethiopian amendment. 

52. The Ethiopian amendment \las adopted by 70 votes to 10, with 38 abstentions. 

53 . The CHAIRMAN proceeded tc• put to the vote the second amendment submitted by 
Ethiopia relating to operativE' paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C .3/35/L.6 , which 
read: "Declares its firm oppc•sition to acts of military intervention and 
occupation •••• " If amended c:.s proposed, the text would read ". • • military 
intervention, foreign aggression and occupation". 

54 . A non- reco rded vote was taken on the Ethiopian amendment. 

55. The Ethiopian amendment ~·as adopted by 73 votes to 7, with 37 abstentions. 

56. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the third amendment submitted by the Ethiopian 
delegation relating to operative paragraph 4. It wa s proposed that the words "and 
displaced per sons• should be inserted after the word "refugees". · 
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57 . Mr. GONZALEZ DE LEON (Mexico) said that his delegation wondered whether the 
addition of the words "and displaced persons" was the only amendment proposed by 
the representative of Ethiopia in connexion with operative paragraph 4. 

58 . Mr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) said that his delegation had not submitted any other 
amendment to that paragraph. 

59. A non- recorded vote was taken on the Ethiopian amendment to operative 
paragraph 4 (A/C.3/35/L .6). 

60 . The Ethiopian amendment was adopted by 84 votes to 6 with 28 abstent ions. 

61. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote the final amendment submitted by Ethiopia 
relating to operative paragraph 5 . It called for the amendment of the wording of 
the last clause reading "human rights resulting from foreign military intervention" 
to read " ••• intervention, aggression or f oreign military occupation". 

62. A non-recorded vote was taken on the last Ethiopian amendment. 

63. The Ethiopian amendment was adopted by 73 votes to 7 , with 38 abstentions. 

64. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to take up consideration of the draft 
resolution (A/C .3/35/L .6) as amended by the sponsor s, namely by the Mexican 
amendment, the first Algerian amendment and the Ethiopian amendments. He said 
t hat, if he heard no objection, he would take it that the Committee wished to adopt 
the draft resolution as a whole by consens us. 

65 . Draft resolution A/C .3/35/L.6, as amended, was adopted. 

66 . Mr. VOLLERS (Federal Republic of Germany) , speak i ng in explanation of his 
position, said that his delegation had joined the consensus on the draft resolution 
A/C . 3/35/L .6 on the understanding that, irrespective of the amendments introduced, 
it was obvious that, under the Charter of the united Nations and the International 
covenants on Human Rights all the peoples of t he world, in particular the peoples 
of the States Members of the United Nations, had the right to self-determinat ion. 

67 . Mr. AMATH (Central African Republic) said that although his delegation had 
supported draft resolution A/C.3/ 35/L.6, it had reservations about some parts of 
it. Had he been present for the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.3, he would 
have voted in favour of it. 

68. Mr. O'DONOVAN (Ireland) observed that the matters which had been discussed 
were substantive in nature and in order to reserve his position , he had decided to 
abstain in the votes on the various amendments. 

69. Mr. CAHANA (Israel) said that, although his delegation had joined the 
consensus on draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6, it believed that in c ases where 
relations between the States concerned were abnormal - including a state of war -
the so-called rights of refugees and displaced persons to return to their homes 
would merely be one element of the negotiations aimed at a comprehensive sett1ement. 
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70. Mr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) supported the comments made by the representative of 
India to the effect that the question of the right to self-determination of 
sovereign nations should be approached cautiously. He said that, despite the fact 
that he had joined in the consensus, had the paragraphs been put to the vote 
separately, he would have voted against the second and third preambular paragraphs. 

71. Mr. NORDENFELT (Sweden) said that he had joined in the consensus as an 
expression of his Government's serious concern about the matter mentioned in the 
third preambular paragraph. 

72. Mr. HAMOUD (Iraq) endor3ed draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6 as amended as a 
demonstration of his country's attitude with respect to the third preambular 
paragraph, which it had supp•xted earlier. 

73. Mrs. de BARISH (Costa Rica) said that her delegation had voted against most of 
the amendments, except the amendment to paragraph 4 proposed by Ethiopia, on which 
it had abstained, because it felt that the original draft, which it had 
co-sponsored, was balanced and contained a reference to the right of all peoples to 
self-determination. 

74. Mr. ALMOSLECHNER (Austr La) said that his delegation supported the text as it 
now stood because the right to self-determination was indivisible and also applied 
to independent peoples. The second part of the amendment to operative paragraph 1 
should be interpreted in that way. 

75. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdon) said that the amendments had not changed the 
essential idea of the originHl draft. Draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6 basically 
referred to situations which differed from those covered in draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.l2, such as the sj.tuation in Afghanistan and Cambodia, which were cases 
of the violation of the right. to self-determination in non-colonial situations. In 
that connexion, he cited the third, fourth, and fifth preambular paragraphs and 
operative paragraphs 2, 3, 4 and 5. 

76. Mrs. DORJI (Bhutan) saia that his delegation had voted in favour of the 
various amendments because it strongly supported the right of peoples to 
self-determination and the principle of non-interference in the internal affairs of 
independent sovereign States, and was opposed to the intervention of foreign troops 
in independent countries. 

77. Mr. ROUCOUNAS (Greece) said that, although his delegation had joined in the 
consensus, it would have preferred the original draft. Furthermore, he agreed with 
the delegations which had stated that the principle of self-determination applied 
to a 11 members of the international community. 

78. Mrs. GU Yij i (China) said that her delegation had joined in the consensus, 
although it felt that the original draft more accurately reflected the 
international situation. 
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79. Miss WELLS (Australia) said that her delegation would have preferred the 
original text although it recognized the value of some of the amendments. She 
reiterated the position of her Government that self-determination was a fundamental 
right which should be defended in all situations involving foreign domination. 

80. Mr. OZADOVSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that his delegation 
supported draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.6, because it condemned the policies of 
apartheid and racial discrimination in South Africa and the occupied Arab 
territories. His delegation was not opposed to the adoption of the amendment 
contained in document A/C.3/35/L.l5, because it did not feel that the preparation 
of the studies requested by the General Assembly would have financial 
implications. With respect to draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.7, which had been 
adopted without a vote, the understanding of his delegation had been that 
pa:agraph 13 of the draft would be implemented in accordance with the conditions 
set forth in General Assembly resolution 31/140, as the Secretary-General pointed 
out in his statement (A/C.3/35/L.l3). 

81. Mr. GLAIEL (Syrian Arab Republic) said that the fact that his delegation had 
joined in the consensus did not mean that it had changed the position it had taken 
in the Commission on Human Rights. 

82. Mrs. HAFT (United States of America) said that her delegation would have 
abstained, if a separate vote had been taken on the first preambular paragraph and 
operative paragraph l. The original text, which expressed opposition to foreign 
military intervention and occupation and suppression of human rights in Afghanistan 
and Kampuchea, was preferable. Nevertheless, her delegation felt that the amended 
text was acceptable, since it retained the initial idea. 

83. Miss NAGA (Egypt) said that her delegation had abstained in the vote on the 
amendment proposed by Algeria to operative paragraph l in order to avoid having 
to choose between the Charter of the United Nations and General Assembly 
resolution 1514 (XV). 

84. Mr. ERRAZURIZ (Chile) said that his delegation had voted against the amendment 
to operative paragraph l because it preferred the original text. 

85. Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco) said that her delegation fully supported draft 
resolution A/C.3/35/L.6, even the amended version, because it retained the imprint 
of the sponsors. 

86. Mr. HARASHIMA (Japan) said that his delegation had joined in the consensus 
because the amended text of the draft resolution retained the essential provisions 
of the original text, which he would have preferred. 

87. Miss KEKEDO (Papua New Guinea) said that the right to self-determination did 
not end when a country achieved independence. For that reason, her delegation had 
joined in the consensus, although it felt that the original text was preferable. 

88. Mrs. GUELMAN (Uruguay) said that her delegation had reservations regarding the 
reference in draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.3 to the Declaration and Programme of 
Action adopted by the world Conference to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination 

I . .. 
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and wis hed to reaffirm t he r o!Se rvations it had expressed when they had been 
adopted. She also expre ssed reservations concerning the re ference in operative 
paragraph 4 to "armed strugg Le ". She supported the objectives of draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.5, but pointed ou : t hat her country encountered certain inter nal 
legislative obstacles in ratlfying t he International Convention on t he suppression 

· and Punishment of t he crime ·)f Apartheid. Her delegation a lso had reservations 
with respect to the jurisdic t ion of the States Parties wi th regard t o acts 
committed outside of t hei r t ·Hritory by persons who we re not their nationals . 
Furthermore, the definition )f t he crime of apartheid was very imprecise . Her 
delegat i on had abstained in t he vote on operative pa ragraph 3 of draft resolution 
A/C . 3/35/L.ll and wou ld have abstained on operative paragraph 8 of draft re solution 
A/C . 3/35/L . l2 if it had been put to the vote. Sovereign States should not be 
limited in their diplomatic relations with other countries . Lastly, with respect 
to draft resolution A/C . 3/351L . 6, her delega t ion had opposed the amendme nt proposed 
by Algeria because it was co1ered in draft resol ution A/C . 3/35/L . l2 and because it 
p referred the original text . 

89 . Mrs . de la GARZA (Mexic·:>) reiterated her delegation 1 s reservations concerning 
the Programme for the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, 
which it had already express·~d at the 1978 Geneva Conference. 

90. Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the numerous 
amendments to draft resoluti:>n A/C . 3/35/L.6 had eliminated the main s hortcomings of 
the original t ext t o which h· ~ had drawn attention on 22 October. His delegation 
reaff irmed that earlier stat·~ment . A se nse of realism and responsibility had 
prevailed over the attempts :>f certain delegations to use t he Committee as an 
instrument for launching a c1mpaign of slander against the policy of t hose States 
which had always supported P·~oples struggling for se l f-determination. Although the 
amended draft resolution had certain s hortcomings , it wou l d serve as a warning to 
the forces of imperialism, c:>lonialism and hegemonism. Those fo rces were trampling 
underfoot the right of peopl•!S to self-determination, i ndependence, freedom and 
socia l progress, maintaining colonial holdings in South Africa and other areas, 
continuing to occupy Palesti1e and committing acts of aggress i on against sovereign 
Sta tes by training and armin~ groups of counter-revolutionary bandits, especially 
the bandits in Afghanistan a·1d Pol Pot 1 s gangs of assassins. 

91. Mr. SUONG (Democratic K1mpuchea) sa i d t hat the draft resolution adopted by 
consensus accurately reflect·~d the situation in his country. He urgently appea led 
t o all Member States to exer:::ise pressure with a view to for cing t he occupying 
forces to leave Kampuchea. 

92. Mr. PHEDONOS-VADET (Cyprus) expressed t he hope t hat the delegations which had 
spoken in favour of the self-determination of countries which had suffer ed f rom 

. foreign aggression and forei~n occupation wou ld take the same position when the 
' debate and the vote concerne1 other States which had not been mentioned during the 
meeting. 

•rhe meeting rose at 9,05 p.m. 




