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The meetinp; was called to order at 3.10 n.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 81: IMPORTANCE OF THE UNIVERSAL REALIZATION OF THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES 
J:'O SELF-DETERlv1H:-ATION AND OF THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONJ.L 
COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES FOR 'IHE EFFECTIVE GUARANTEE Al\lD OBSERVANCE OF HtJY.AN RIGHTS: 
REPORJ:' OF THE SECRETARY-GEJIJERAL (continued) (A/36/116 and Corr.l, and Add.l, 
421; A/C.3/36/364; A/C.3/36/L.lO, 1.11) 

AGENDA ITEM 82; ELIMHJATIOJIJ OF ALL FOIDI!S OF RACIAL DISCRIM1:'iJATION f:::ontinued) 
(A/36/116 and Corr.l, and ) 

REPORT OF THE . COJI·li\1I'ITEE ON THE ELIMINATION OF RACIAL DISCRIMII\fATION 
(A/36/18; A/C.3/36/L.8) 

(b) STATUS OF TI-IE INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON THE ELIMINATION OF l'.LL FOID.1S 
HACI.AL DISCHIMINATION (A/36/!+53 and Add,l; A/C .3/36/L. 7) 

(c) STATUS OF THE INTEPJ'JATIONAL COJ\<'VENTION ON THE SUPPRESSION AND PUNISHMENT OF 
'IRE CRllv1E OF APARTHEID (A/36/L.L5Lf and Add,l; A/C.3/36/L. 

AGENDA ITEI~ 74: IMPLElv:ENTATION OF 'IRE PROGRAMl'ifE OF 'IRE DECADE FOR ACTION TO CCivJB1\T 
RACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (continued) (A/36/75 and Add.l· A/C.3/36/L. 

l. lVlrs. KHAPARDE (India), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, deplored 
the f'act that, under agenda item , the delegation of Pakistan bad chosen to mai::.e 
a totally unwarranted reference to JawJnu and Kashmir, which were an integral par-t 
of India. As her delegation bad already stated in the plenary, in the same 
circumstauces, such references were contrary to the letter. and the spirit of the 
Simla Agreemen-c or 1_;;!'(<:: oet·Heen lndia and l'akistan, to which the Pakistar: 
delegation bad reiterated its commitment. The Indian delegation hoped that that 
issue would in future be for bilateral discussions, as envisaged in the 
Agreement. 

2. Mr. BYKCI (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in exercise of the 
right of reply, said that, as usual, the United States representative had used the 
forum of the Third CorrJnittee to cast a slur upon the S8viet Union and the other 
socialist countries although they pursued a policy of international peace and 
co-operation, respected the principle of the equality of States, and were always to 
be found at the side of the peoples that were struggling to frell! themselves from 
the bonds of colonialism, to achieve their national indepel'!.dence and ensure social 
progress. 

3. The \•:hole of the statement made by the United States representative he.d been 
a tissue of deliberate lies, malicious calumnies and demagoguery, signifying a 
return to the Cold War, a faithful reflection of the current polic;y of the United 
States, which was aimed at increasing international tension and opr:us the 
liberation of the colonial peoples. The United Stat~s representative 1 s calunnies 
could not discredit the leninist policy which the USSR had been following ever 
since the time of Lenin. Respect for the right of peop.lles to self-determination 

I . .. 



A/C . 3/36/SR. l 8 
English 
Page 3 

(Mr . Bykov . USSR) 

had always been the basis of Soviet policy since that time , as was clear from t he 
very first decrees of the Soviet State , which s olemnly pr oclaimed the equality and 
sovereignty of all the peoples of the Soviet Union , their r ight t o 
self-determination, including the r ight to f ound an independent State , and did away 
with all the privileges and restrictions t hat impeded t he free development of 
national minorities thenceforward associated in understanding and mutual respect 
within a voluntary union . That policy had been laid down i n the Soviet 
Constitution moreover. The teaching of Lenin reflected the ob jective laws of 
social life and was continually being confirmed by t he historical development of 
mankind, as was shown by the victories in the peoples' struggle against colonialism. 

4. Everyone was aware of the role the USSR had played in the defeat of fascism 
and the liber ation of t he peoples of Europe f r om t he for ces of Hitler . It was 
again on t he initiative · of the Soviet Union that the right of self - determination 
had been included in th~ Charter of the United Nations . The wave of movements of 
national liberation which had followed the victory over fascism had led t o the 
independence of a dozen States . As Lenin had pro:r;hesicd, socialism had introduced 
a new system of international relations by enabling all t he oppr essed peoples to 
free t hemselves f r om imperialist oppression . 

5. Washingt on , on the other hand , was following a policy of direct inter ference 
in the internal affair s of States and Sllpporting Sout h Afr ica and other barbarous 
r~gimes hated by their own peoples . By encouraging the oppressors, the t ortur er s , 
those who were guilty of genocide and the Afghan assassins , the United Stat es had 
plunged into an undeclared war against the Afghan revolution . The United States 
repr esentative had spoken of the Wi lson doctrine in connexi on wi th the right of 
peoples to self -determi nation. It should not be forgotten , however, that as early 
as 1921 , the Unit ed St ates had regrett ed that those principles had been pr oclaimed, 
f or they confl icted with the posit ion the United States had s o far maintained, 
which was shown , as the members of t he Third Committee had been able to see , by 
support for col onial regimes , acts of aggression, the destab ilizat i on of foreign 
governments, and disregard for the r ight of self -determination . The Soviet Union 
continued to be a firm supporter of the general princi ple of self-determination and 
it r ejected coloni alism and all the other for ms of oppression. As Mr. Brezhnev had 
emphasized in a st atement t o t he XXVI Congres s , t he Communist Party woul d in future 
strive t o develop co- oper at ion between the Soviet Union and the other i ndependent 
countries in or der t o strengt hen the unity of world socialism and the liberation 
movements . 

6. Mrs . FLOREZ -FRIDA (Cuba) , speaking in exercise of t he r ight of repl y , said 
that alt hough the United States representatives changed, t heir methods remained 
the same; t hose methods were always aimed at diverting attention from the items 
befor e the Committee . Who did the United States think i t was fooling when, wit h 
a complete lack of scruple , it tried to rewrite history, t o falsify the facts and 
t o give a biased interpretat ion of world events? When i t s representatives used 
a language suited to the Far West, where the Whites were always the good guys and 
the Indians the bad guys - and t herefore deserving of extermination - perhaps they 
were simply demonstrating t heir scorn for the delegati ons attending the meeting . 
It was time f or t he under-devel oped countries , which had had t o put up with 
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cow-boy films for so long, to give their version of the facts. What a primitive 
. mentality the representative of the Yankee imperialist Government showed when he 

said that Cuba was a colony of the Soviet Union! How simple-minded could the 
United States be when it had occupied Cuba by force of arms and made a colony of 
it 40 years before! 

7. As it happened, Cuba had ceased to be the private preserve of the Yankee 
monopolists and the protectorate of the ~mite House in 1959. In order to avoid 
speaking of self-determination, the Yankee representative had to fall back on the 
old worn-out argument of Soviet expansionism. As Fidel Castro had recently stated, 
Yankee imperialism talked openly of policing the world and it forbade social 
change in any country by declaring its willingness to intervene. For the present 
Government of the United States, any revolution was the result of Soviet 
expansionism. However, the frightful economic crisis the world was going through 
would inevitably give rise to revolutions and deep social changes which it would be 
useless to try to stop. 

8. The history of the under-developed and hungry peoples differed from the Yankee 
version; it was a history of plundering, of pillage, of military interventions, and 
gunboat policy. Right back in the time of the Czars, Latin America had been the 
victim of United States aggression. And yet, prior to 1917, the United States had 
not had the pretext of Soviet expansionism to justify the many cases of harassment, 
invasion, and humiliation which it had inflicted on the countries of Latin America 
between 1840 and 1917. It had put forward the same excuses of United States 
"national security'1 under the name of the Monroe Doctrine, of its "manifest 
destiny", the "big sticku and "dollar diplomacy 11

• 

9. It was shameful that the representative of the most ferocious imperialist 
Pfl\AJc'l"Y'" t.'h~+. MJ:l'nlr;'nrl' h~rl' ~"tTQ"Y' lr'Y'IAT.n·"'' cihl""\'111rl H.p,..,.,.,...rTa+fJ ..J..~o C"'lo..;,..,.,.,.....,.~<"~ r-..P ~---~*'---· ... .... _,:t .,l,..,,.... 
-·--~ ----w- ----------- -.. -- -~-- .......... .., ...... ,,...., _.,..""'.._.....,..-....._ ..,._'-J.-Q._...., ..,,_.,_ --~~-~-"""-~ '-".l.o Vt.......&..&...L.VV.&..'J t..A.t...l.'-4. U.l..lV 

many invasions for which it had been responsible on the American continent, its 
aggression against the heroic people of Viet Nam, against whom it had discharged 
more explosives than had been used in the whole of the Second World War, its 
support for the racists and Zionists in their aggression against their neighbours, 
and its unswerving support for the most murderous and most dictatorial re'gimes in 
the world, including those of Somoza in Nicaragua and the Shah in Iran. It was 
shameful too that the Yankee representative should invoke the Wilson doctrine, 
renowned on the American continent for its attacks on the sovereignty and 
self-determination of the American peoples. Lastly, it was shameful that he should 
refer to Adlai Stevenson, who had said in the United Nations, in April 1961, at the 
very moment of the Bay of Pigs attack, that the pilots who were bombing Cuba were 
the opponents of Fidel Castro's r~gime, thus making the President of the United 
States who had admitted the support that his country was giving to the mercenaries' 
invasion look ridiculous. 

10. Before 1959, the Cuban revolution had not yet existed, and yet between 1917 
and 1954 there had been many acts of aggression, intervention, interference and 
landings by Yankee marines in Latin America. Even before the triumph of the Cuban 
revolution, the peoples of Latin America had been fighting for their legitimate 
right to self-determination, sovereignty and territorial integrity. Cuba had been 
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a Yankee colony from 1898, when the United States had intervened t o abort t he war 
of independence thAt had been going on for 30 years, until 1 January 1959, the date 
of the triumph of the revolution, when the army of the dictator Batista, equipped 
and advised by the Yankee mili tary, had been defeated . Since then, Cuba had been 
the victim of military a,nd economi c aggression, and recently biological weapons had 
been used against it t o destroy its livestock, its plantations and its people , all 
in order to bring the country back to the era. of Yankee colonial ism, and all against 
the unshakeable will of the Cuban people who, at the price of enormous sacrifice , 
had defended their independence, l iberty and sovereignty and was building a new 
socialist society only 90 miles from the country of imperialism. 

11. Since 1959, Cuba had been pursuing its own f oreign policy, denouncing the 
cr imes of the Yankee soldiery in Viet Nam, Laos and Cambodia, their interventions 
in Latin America , their contemptible arrogance t owards the developing countries, 
t heir i nsane warmongering policy . The political myopia characteristic of all 
doomed systems prevented t he United States from accepting the realities of t he 
contemporary world, hence i t s rage and its resort t o insult . Cuba would repeat the 
Bay of Pigs as often as necessary . The United States would never forgive it f or 
the shame of having bitten the dust , nor would it forgive the revolutionaries f or 
their victories in Ni caragua and Grenada . Impervious t o its anger and insults , 
the peoples of the world would continue to triumph and the imperialists t o suffer 
defeat . 

12. Mr . GERSHMAN (United States of America) , speaking in exercise of the r ight of 
reply, said t hat a great deal of patience or else of cynicism was needed t o listen 
to the representatives of t otal i tarian States talking about Puerto Rico's right t o 
sel f - determination . The Puerto Ri can people had exercis~d their right of 
self- determination many times , in particul ar in 1952 and in 1967 , as the General 
Assembly had recognized in 1953 when i t had taken the country off the list of 
Non-Self- Governing Territories . At the last gubernatorial elections there , the 
candidate in favour of statehood had narr owly defeated the candidate advocating a 
new form of Commonwealth, while the two tiny independence parties together had 
obtained only 5. 6 per cent of the vote . Puerto Rico was i n the process of freely 
negotiating its relationship with the United States within a Commonwealth 
framework, a relationship that the United States had always maintained could be 
changed only on the initiative of t he Puerto Rican people . It was edifying t o 
compare those democratic arrangements wit h the status of the 15 Republics of the 
Soviet Union . Certainly, the treaty establishing the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics , signed i n 1922, and the 1977 Constitution had an article on the right of 
secession of the Republics of the Union - a right that was not accorded to the 
"autonomous Republics" - but there was no law specifying the procedur e for the 
separation of a Republic from the Union , no procedure for discussions or f or taking 
any decision in that connexion . Nor was there any procedure f or deprivi ng a 
Republic of the Union of its status; nevertheless , the Karelian Republic had been 
transformed into the Karelian Autonomous Republic by a law adopted by the Supreme 
Soviet in July 1956 , a law referring t o the "wish of the workers of the Republic 11 

without the slightest trace of a democrat i c procedure, such as a referendum f or 
example , t o make sure that t hat wish was indeed a fact . The central authorities 
had in principle the power •::> depri ve e.ny Republ ic of the Union of its status , if 
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it showed any inclination to secede. In point of fact , the question could not even 
be raised, although Soviet law did not explicitly forbid it. The penal code did not 
prescribe any penalty for those who might bring the matte:r up; in practice, however, 
such persons were accused of "anti- Soviet propaganda" or 11incitement to national 
hatred" or 11treason against the motherland". Some people had even been the victims 
of acts of repression for defending their cultural and linguistic rights or, as in 
the Ukraine, religious and cultural treasures and artefacts which the central 
Soviet authorities wished to remove f rom the country in thei r ef fort to promote 
Russifi cation . 

13 . The absence of real autonomy was obvious from the Programme of the 
Twenty- Second Congress of the Conununist Party of the Soviet Union (1961) , still 
officially in force, which stated that "the frontiers between the Republics of the 
Union are tending to lose their significance 11

, which was tantamount to saying that 
the right of the Republics of the Union t o self-determination was also losing its 
significance . Far f r om concealing it, the Soviet leader s had even boasted of 
subordinating the principle of self- determination and nat ional sover eignty to the 
"class struggle", invoking statements by Lenin and Stalin in support of their 
position . That was as much as to say that the right to self-determination could 
not stand in the way of the exer cise of t he dictat orship of the proletariat. 
Pravda had used the same a r gument, in an article of 25 October 1968 , to defend the 
invasion of Czechoslovakia. Brezhnev had consecrated that doctrine by declaring, 
on 12 November 1968, that, if internal and external forces hostile to socialism 
sought to reverse the socialist order in a St ate i n order to re-establish the 
capitalist order and if there was a threat to the security of the whole socialist 
community , the question ceased to be the concer n of the people of that countr y and 
became the· concern of all the socialist countries . Although the Warsaw Pact of 1955 
required the Soviet Union to r espect the Char ter of the United Nations , it was 
self-evident that in practice the Soviet Union subordinated jur idical rules and 
____ ,.. -1-- -1-,.._.o 1a• .. ,~ ,.....p .... t.--..o ..._1a~~ ~~""' .. ,,.,.,..1.o T,T.:.f..""',..."".f.. ,..,,....~"""" "ha,...lr" +"' +ho .;"""'""ao-\1'""\Y"' r..f' 
............. u..., """"" ........ ~ ___ ,, ......... ..._ ..., ... - ...,.. __ ..., ... _.., .. -bb-..... . . ..._ ..... . ....,_..., 0 ............... 0 - ---· ..................... - · ·. ___ ...... .... .... _ 

Czechoslovakia, it was sufficient t o take up the day's uewspaper t o see quoted 
there Pravda's reaffi rmation of that principle in connexion with Poland, for 
example . Quite obviously, the Soviet Union, in defending the cause of socialism 
and following the law of class struggle, was simply disguising its imper ialist 
policy. In fact , for the USSR socialism fulfilled what Mar x would have called an 
"ideological function" , in other words, i t rationalized and masked i ts intentions 
and its thirst for power. 

14 . Turning to the r acial situation, he said that in the past 25 years the United 
States had undergone a genuine revolution in regard to race ; the process was not 
yet completed but it was unique of its kind. He was not unaware of the Soviet 
Union's long-time interest in the racial situation in the United States, since the 
proposition that the situation of t he negroes in t he Unit ed States was a national 
question had already been put forward by Stalin and in 1928 the Comintern had 
adopted the doctr ine of the "right of the negroes of the South to 
self-determination" . Although that doctrine had been abandoned by the Communists, 
it resurfaced f r om time to time for purposes of agitation and pr opaganda. · 
Following their usual practice of subordinating t he int erest of peoples to the 
demands of Soviet foreign policy, t he Communists had begun by supporting, in 1941, 
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the march on Hashington which the r:egrces had wanted to organize to demand jobs in 
the defence industry; the Fact between Stalin and Hitler being then in :force, the 
Soviet had not wanted the United States to the 1·mr effort of the 
Allies and had hoped that the march would serve the purposes of thw USSR. 
Immediately after the ir;.vasion of the USSR by the s, the Ccrr:mur;.ists had 
suddenly switched to a new line: they had declared themselves opposed to the 
march, that the black would be their own if 
they did not support the war. therefore, Communist propaganda about the 
rights and needs of .American blacks should be treated with all the it 
deserved. The blacks had not ·waited :for instructions from abroad to decide >·Jhat 
was in jntf'rest, and that was why they had their status in 
society so much. 

15. (Albania), in exercise of reply, said that 
the s was claiming with u:r:paralleled give lessons on the 
subject of the self-determination of peoples a:r:d so to its 
imperialist cy. Everyone knew that United States imperialism had been and 
remained the bitter treacherous enemy of the self-determination of peoples and of 
the States, and that United States misdeeds 
were condemned and denounced the world. In the course of the debate, 
the representatives of many democratic and progressive countries had proved 
irrefutab that United States imperialism and Soviet social imperialism were the 
principal source of war and aggression. 

16. Ir;. to the direct attack against his country he stated that when 
United States had mentior;.ed .Albania 1 s situation after Second VJorld ~var, 
merely an old slander and demonstrated its political 
with to the independent national foreign cy which socialist .Albania had 
pursued since the first day of its existence. Since November 1944, the date on 
which the Albanian people had freed itself and became absolute master of its fate, 
Albania had been completely ; it had always its independence 
and had marched unswervingly the road of socialism in of the hostile 
manoeuvres, numerous provocations and threats of United imperialism and 
other reactionary forces. Albania would continue to oppose the aggressive 
hegemonist cy of United States imperialism, Soviet social imperialism and any 
other force. Eis energetically rejected the United States 
representative 1 s allegations which could only be explained by the blind hatred and 
hostility which United States sm had always shown for the Albanian 
the people 1 s power and socialism in Albania. 

(Afghar;.istar;.), in exercise of the of reply, 
the .April Revolution had proved brilliantly that the .Afghan 

its right to self-determination. Imperialist propaganda was 
lies about ·what had in .Afghanistan and presenting the situation 

as a threat to peace and stability in the region. That was nothing more than a 
manoeuvre to distract the attention of world public opinion from imperialist 
designs in .Asia and other regior;.s of the world. 'I'he , by the national 
democratic revolution of April , had made a final choice and set out on the 
road of e shing a new society based on equality and ce and on respect for 
national, historical, cultural and traditions. The people wished 
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to know a new life in peace and to establish relations of friendship and 
co-operation with its neighbours and all nations. It was determined to defend its 
freedom and its right to choose its own economic and social system. 

18. It was obvious that, since the April Revolution, those who had lost their 
and power had not remained idle and had tried to hinder implementation 

of the Afghan 1 s revCJlutionary objectives. ~lorld imperialism remained the 
main instigator of the counter-revolutionary efforts of subversive terrorist groups 
which were orgar:.izing destruction and intimidation and murdering civilians. 
Afghanistan was in fact the object of an u:c.declared ivar. Thousands of saboteurs 
and terrorists were being ser:.t into the country to commit barbarous crimes vlhich 
could not but arouse indignation. The enemies of the .1\fghan had shed the 
blood of thousands of innocent civilians and destroyed schools, hospitals and 
fac~ories. Imperialist propaganda was spreading slander about the statior:.ing in 
J'lfghanistan of a few contingents which had come frcm the Soviet Union, a 
neighbouring and frier:.dly country. Afghanistan categorically rejected those 
allegations. The Soviet people in Afghanistan fully respected the Afghan people 
and social system and did not ir:.terfere in ar:.y way in the country 1 s internal 
affairs. Everyone knew that the Soviet troops had been invited under the Treaty of 
frie:c.dship, neighbourliness and.co-operation signed betwee:c. the Soviet Union 
and Afghanistan, in accordance with l~rticle 51 of the United Nations Charter, to 
help Afghanistan defend itself against armed aggression from outside. Any 
objective observer visiting Afghanistan could see with his Oivn eyes that, in spite 
of the difficulties caused by the enemies of the revolution and in spite of 
the undeclared war waged against the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan by 
imperialist and hegemonist forces and their mercenaries, the Afghan people under the 
leadership CJf the People 1 s Democratic Party had made great economic, political and 
social strides in a comparatively short time. 

Mr. NAGY (Hungary), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, observed that 
the United States seized every opportunity to recreate the pernicious atmosphere 
of the cold war, although the overwhelmi:c.g majority of States Members of the 
United Nations had declared that no effort must be spared to promote detente in 
the world. It was no surprise that a Governme:r:t which had just increased its 
military budget did not share that desire for peace but rather, by every 
means, to whip up a warmongering hysteria to justify its imperialist o.nd military 
ambitions. 

20. Could it be that the U:r:ited States represe:r:tative did not realize that 
item 81 concerned the right of peoples to self-determination and not that of the 
internatior:.al monopolies? VJas it i:r: order to allow to exercise their right 
to self-determination that the United States had launched a military invasion of 
Cuba and had massacred the Vietnamese population? Was it perhaps to reunite 
VietNam, which had bee:c. divided as a result of international imperialism 1 s 
n:achinatio:c.s? Has it to guarantee the peoples 1 right to self-determination that 
United States troops were stationed in South Korea or that the United States had 
supported the dictatorship in Nicaragua? It was not very difficult to understand 
why the United States was helping in a thousand ways the Salvadorian junta which 
was massacring the people struggling for their freedon:, nor why it supported the 
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most ruthless tyrants and dictators throughout the world. 'Ihe only right to 
self-determination supported by the United States with all its might was that of 
the international monopolies which ·were the main pillars of its system, 

21. 'I'he United States ·was inflicting long statements in which history was 
completely distorted on the Third Committee in order to distract attention from the 
items under discussion, because it would then be necessary openly to accuse those 
who were giving the most active military, political, economic and diplomatic 
support to the South African fascist regime which had transformed apartheid into 
State policy, It would also be necessary to denounce those who had used their 
right of veto in the Security Council to prevent the adoption of sanctions against 
that regime, which was refusing to give the Namibian people independence and 
continuing to occupy its country illegally. If the United States attached more 
importance to the exercise of the Namibian people's right to self-determination 
than to its own military interests and the economic interests of its monopolies, it 
would support the South ~lest Africa People's Organization, the only legitimate 
representative of the Namibian people struggling for recognition of its right to 

I 

self-determination, rather than the racist, fascist and colonialist regime. 
Similarly, if it was really more concerned about the right of peoples to 
self-determination than its hegemony in the Middle East, it would support the 
Palestine Liberation Organization rather than propping up Israel which was denying 
the Palestinian people its most elementary rights. 

22. As for the allegation that the existing regime in Hungary had been set up 
following a coup d'etat, his delegation recalled that the majority of the 
population had opted for a socialist future in free elections. If the United 

I 

States representative considered that process to be a coup d'etat, it was doubtless 
because he took as a model of free and democratic elections the way in which the 
fascist military junta ha·d overthrown the Allende government with the active 
support of the United States and savagely assassinated the Chilean president. 

23. Miss BROSNAKOVA (Czechoslovakia), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, 
categorically rejected the slanderous remarks made on 9 October by the United 
States representative, which constitutt::d impermissible interference in the internal 
affairs of Czechoslovakia, a sovereign State Member of the United Nations, and at 
the same time a deliberate provocation. 

24. She recalled that the rights of the population of the sub-Carpathian Ukraine 
(Ruthenia) had been fully respected when people's democratic Czechoslovakia had 
recognized their right to self-determination and Ruthenia had been reunited with 
the Soviet Uluaine in accordance with the wishes of the population. Similarly, 
in 1948, the Czechoslovak people had freely and democratically chosen the path of 
socialism and had allied itself with the Soviet Union. 

25. In reply to the remark made at the current meeting by the United States 
representative, her delegation stated that it was delighted, like all friends of 
the Czechoslovak people, that the attempt by internal and external 
counter-revolutionary forces to change the situation in the Czechoslovak Socialist 
Republic had ended in failure, thanks to the international assistance given by the 
fraternal socialist countries at the request of the Czechoslovak people. 
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26. The Czechoslovak delegation emphasized that of historical facts did 
not authorize any delegation, even the delegation of the United States, to 
interfere in the internal affairs of other countries and disturb the constructive 
working of the Third Corr~ittee. 

27. Mr. KHlvJEL (lJkrainian Soviet Socialist Republic), speaking in exercise the 
rig1ct of , said that, as everyone knew, it was because of the life stern States 
and, in the United that vestiges of colonialism and racism 
persisted throughout the world and the racist regime of South Africa remained in 
power. Yet, the United States had tried to pose as a champion of the 
elimination of racism and the of peoples to self-determination. It was 
common that racism and colonialism were characteristics of 
imperialism, the system of subjugated s and their natural 
rescurcQs, which explained why the Fourth Committee was considering the s 
of foreigD economic and other interests which were the implementation of 
the Declaration OD the Granting of Independence to Colonial CouDtries aDd 
in Namibia and in all ether Territories under colonial domination and efforts to 
eliminate coloDialism, apartheid aDd racial discrimination in southern ca 
(item The United States delegation had taken the view that the examination 
of the of UDited States corporations in southern Africa constituted an 
unprincipled attack. The hypo cal attitude of that delegation in maintaining 
that its Government had on several occasions criticized the auartheid 
deceived no one. 

28. The United States representative had cited as s of self-determinationn 
the cases of Puerto Rico and Micronesia. lilhat was in Puerto Rico was 
well known. As to Micronesia, the United States as administering Power, had done 
nothing in years to give it its independence. wnat was worse, without any 
'\AAO"<l"l"r'l f'n"l" +.hA -lY'+A'Y'A<>+.<> r;f' +'h.o nonnlo +h,o TTn.:+oil ~+<>+<:><' 1·:!:'..!:! 
--'-'----~ -~- ---- -------·--- -- ---- _j__....,......,l ......... '-", ......... - _. ... ,.. ...... .., ...... -~ ·- ....... -~..., ....... ..., 

up the couDtry in order to its exploitation and to use the islands for 
military purposes to threaten other countries. 

29. In addition, whatever the United States representative might say, the racial 
equality for ch the United States had fought 120 years earlier was not always 
assured. The fault lay with the social system, which set man against man even 
v1hen r:o racial or national difference ser;arated them. It was therefore evident 
that the with ·which the United States representatives spoke about racial 
relations in their country bordered on the ridiculous. 

30. Reference by the United States delegation to the International Convention on 
the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Dis crimination and the International 
Covenants on Human Rights smacked of blasphemy, since the United States was not a 
party to those international instruments of fundamental importance to human rights. 

31. In those circumstances, the slanders uttered by the United States 
against the st prir:ciple of self-determination of peoples and the 
the socialist countries, the UkraiDian Soviet Socialist Republic, came 
as DO se. It sufficed to state that the Leninist principle of 
self-determination stemmed from the very nature of socialism and bound 
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together instead of separating them ar:d setting cr:e against a:r:cther. '~';bo 
tried to distort that truth unmasked himself and revealed the nature of his 

' country's regime and policy. 

Ill!rs. NlUYEN Bnm TIIAl\lli (Viet NatE), speaking in exercise of the of reply, 
said she squarely rejected the tender:tious of the United 

, who had stated on 9 October that Viet Nam had been absorbed by the 
and who had accused it of invading and occupying Kampuchea. 

33. Nam, which had its ir:dependence and its right to 
self-determination at the cost of the lives of several generations, could not 
tolerate that, in a reversal of the actual facts, the country which bad the 
most al war of aggression in history should dare to accuse its victims of the 
crimes for which it was guilty. 'I'hat country 1 s attempts to shed the blame were all 
the more grotesque because a r:ew v<ar was surreptitiously being prepared 
Viet Nam, Laos ar:;d Kampuchea, with the collusion of the United States. ~t 
recalled that the United States Secretary of State, General Alexander 
called on allies of the States to join it in exerting maximum 
economic and even military pressure in order to bleed Viet Nam. 

34. rl!r. GARVALOV (Bulgaria), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, observed 
that there was no ager:da item entitled 11'I'he right to self-determinationrr, as the 
representative of the United States had made out in his statement. item 81 
dealt with the right to self-determination of colonial countries and The 
allusions made by the United States representative to sovereign States and to the 
exercise their peoples of right to self-deterrdnation were therefore out of 
order. 

35. His delegation categori rejected the slanderous reference which the 
United States representative had made to Bulgaria. The Bulgarian had 
exercised their right to self-determination in a free and democratic manr:er. Was 
it necessary to remind the States representative that the United States 
Congress had adopted a resolution on 17 June 1981 in which it congratulated the 
Bulgarian people on the anniversary of the foundation of the Bulgarian State? 
Throughout centuries of their history, the Bulgarian , defying 
oppression and occupation, had preserved their nationality, spirit, language and 
cultural and spiritual traditions. The greatest achievement of the Bulgarian 
people was the revolution 37 years ago, which had er:abled them to lay the 
foundation for their socialist The People 1 s of Bulgaria was 
today a sovereign socialist State and a full-fledged Member of the United Nations, 
with which the United States of America maintair:ed normal diplomatic relations, 
and which sought to develop its relations with the United States on an equal 
footing and in every field. The United States representative 1 s slanderous 
remarks about the Bulgarian and Government could be construed as 
interference ir: Bulgaria 1 s internal affairs. It was unfortunate, moreover, that 
the States representative had used language reminis of the cold-vJar 
period; the responsibility for rested squarely with him. 
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36. The attitude of Member States towards the question of the right to 
self-determination of colonial countries and peoples - including that of the 
United States - was recorded in the documents of th~ United Nations. The 
United States had unceasingly provided full support and protection to former and 
pr,esent-day colonial racist regimes. It had never let Up its .!Upport of the 

in South Africa. It had the r:ational liberation of the 
of Angola, Moza.r.1bique, Guinea-Bissau, others, and their national 

liberation movements, which were recognized by the Organization of African Unity 
and the United Nations. Unlike the cvenvhelming majority of Member States, the 
United States had unwaveringly the adoption of General Assembly resolutions 
recognizing the legitimacy of the national liberation of colonial peoples. 
And now the United States was the of the national liberation 
movements !I international terrorism!!. 'I'he United States had left the cial 
Committee on Decolonization in January because it did not agree with the 
Co.rr111ittee's concerted efforts to propose concrete measures for the full 
implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial 
Countries and Peoples (General Assembly resolution (XV)). The United States 
had abstained in the vote on that resolution, and in the vote on resolution 
admitting Angola to membership in the United Nations. 'I'he United States had 
frequently vetoed draft resolutions in the Security Council relating to the right 
to self-deter.r.1ination of colonial countries and , thereby the 
colonial and racist policies of South Africa at the expense of the Namibian 

37. There were still c::Jlonial Territories under United States administration: 
Guam, American Samoa, the United States Virgin Islands and Micronesia. The 
decolonization of the small Territories was being thwarted by United States bases 
and military installations, as was stated in General Assembly resolutions 35/22, 
35/23 and 35/24. 

38. Mr. FAREED (Pakistan), speaking in exercise of the of , recalled 
that on 9 October his delegation, enumerating cases in which peoples had not 
exercised their right to self-determination, had referred to the state of Jarr111u 
and Kashmir. He was amazed that the Indian delegation had seen fit to exercise 
its right of reply, since nothing in the Agreement, to which Pakistan and 
India were parties, prevented the two countries from setting forth their positions 
on any dispute in an international forum. There was no hope of promoting the 
objectives of the Simla Agreement, on which Pakistan relied for establishing 
friendly relations and developing its co-operation with India, if the desire was 
to hear one of view. 

Yrr. VONGSALY (Lao 's Democratic Republic), speaking in exercise of his 
right of reply, said that, in view of the malicious insinuations made by the 
United States representative, who had accused the Lao 1 s Demccratic 
Republic, a sovereign and independent State, of having been absorbed into the 
Soviet empire, he wished to state that his country was gratified and honoured by 
its ties of friendship and co-operation with the Soviet Union and other socialist 
countries, which for years had been giving it valuable assistance in its fight 
against colonial domination and the imperialist war of aggression, and for its 
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complete liberatior::.. Relations between the Lao People's Democratic Republic and 
the Soviet Union were based on strict respect for the principles of independence, 
sovereignty and territorial integrity, non-interference in internal affairs, 
equality and mutual advantage. The saree could not be said of its former relations 
with the United States, during the recent period when the United States had 
exerted considerable influence in South-East 

~0. Since the great October revolution of 1917, parallel with the vigorous 
development of socialism and the socialist com.munity, the world had witnessed the 
collapse, one by one, of the vJestern colonial empires, and the recent contraction 
of United States zones of influence. 

If the United States representative considered that the countries maintaining 
relations v1ith the Soviet Union wert:: absorbed by that country, what di«. he 

think of the countries that were friends of the United States? The Lao delegation 
would be interested to know what and for what purpose the United States 
had embarked on a barbaric war of aggression against the three of 
Indochina, who were thousands of miles from the American continent; by what 
and for what purpose it was currently concentrating its forces in the Indian Ocean 
and the Persian Gulf, and why it was hastening to str~ngthen its air base on 
Diego Garcia, thus threatening the peace and se of all the peoples in the 
area; and, lastly, by what and for what purpose it was engaged ir. 
establishing a so-called strategic alliance with certain Middle Eastern countries, 
including Israel which continued to occupy Arab territories and to trample 
underfoot the fundamental national rights of the Palestinian 

l-12. .411 the past and present activities of the United States, and the obl!tacles 
raised that country in the Contact Group, with the as::;istance of its Western 
allies, to Namibia's independence, were surely merely a reflection of the desire 
fer 111upremacy of a great imperialist Power which resorted to all possible means to 
impose its domination on the world and categorically to oppose the 
self-determination and independence of peoples, and particularly of the Namibian 
people. 

43. YIT. SCHLEGEL (German Democratic Republic), speaking in exercise of the 
of reply, said that, in expressing the ideas he had expressed, the United States 
representative had engendered in the Corr.mittee a spirit of cold war, which was 
also manifested in demonstrations of force in the Mediterranean, in the Gulf area, 
in the Caribbean and in South-East Asia. He hoped that that situation could be 
brought to a timely end. The demeanour of the United States representative was at 
variance with the wishes of reost members of the Committee, who sought a 
constructive formulation of documents providing effective assistance and support 
for the peoples' struggle for self-determination and independenc~ and against 
r~cism, racial discrimination and apartheid. Instead of diverting the discussion 
from its true object ar.d slandering other States, the United States representative 
would do better to reply to questior.s with which all members of the Committ~e were 
concerned; bow did the United States intend to contribute to the elimination of 
apartheid? 'Vlhen would it end its open collaboration with the racist regime, as 
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the international community demanded? was the United States Government 
obstructing the struggle of the peoples of Namibia, Palestine and Latin America? 
By what did the United States of America defame freedom-fighters as 
terrorists while it was stirring up counter-revolutionaries against democratically 
elected Goverr.Jnents in areas which it claimed as spheres of vital interest for the 
United States? Lastly, what action did the United States Government intend to 
take to put an end to racial discrimination and the denial of human rights in its 
own country? 

Mr. LEVU~ (Israel), exercising his right of reply, said that the 
representatives of Syria and Iraq, in exercising their right of reply, had upheld 
the questionable theory that the sovereignty of Israel was in need of their 
approval. In so doing they were echoing the infamous covenant of the terrorist FLO. 
Various articles of that document proclaimed Palestine to be exclusively Arab; 
article 6 explicitly stated that the rights of Jews in Palestine would be 
recognized if had lived in ?alestine before the Zionist ninvasion 11

• The 
beginnings of modern Zionism, the national liberation movement of the Jewish 

, were known to all and it could consequently be imagined what the principles 
of the Syrian and Iraqi delegates augured for the future of the Israelis. He 
wished to ask the Syrian representative why his Government denied the Lebanese the 
right to self~determination: the Syrian army had been forcibly occupying Lebanon 
for the past six years and indiscriminately ldlling its population, including some· 
20,000 Palestinian refugees. li!hile the United Nations had not had the good sense 
to condemn the Eaathist regime of he suggested that some thought should be 
given to the fate of the 2 million refugees from a neighbouring country of Iraq, 
who had been rendered destitute by the ambitions of Baghdad. 

45. Mr. SOKALSKI (Foland), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, recalled 
that the l'olish delegation .t1ad stressed in an earller statement that it 'ilould ue 
wrong, and indeed harmful, to attribute to the concept of decolonization a content 
that was not strictly within its scope. It had also referred to the days when 
certain States Members of the United Nations had vehemently opposed the principle of 
self-determination in order to perpetuate a system of colonial exploitation. The 
statements made by the United States representative gave reason to believe that 
those days were not entirely over. 

46. Representatives of s ·were free to decide what methods they wished to 
employ in order to defend the policies of their respective Governments. He himself 
refused to place the discussion on the level sought by the United States 
representative, and he noted with satisfaction that that was also the feeling of 
the membership of the Corr~ittee. 

47. Mr. LAGOS (Chile), speaking in exercise of his right of reply, said that he 
wished to inform the representative of Hungary that Chile believed in the 
principles of self-determination, as it had shown by rising up against a tyranny 
which had sought to establish itself in Chile, - a totalitarian regime of 
the kind with which was so familiar. Contrary to the unfounded allegations 
made in certain quarters, even the family of former President had not 
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cl aimed t hat he had been murdered . Had not the Hungarian Government , in 1956, 
been an accessory to the tragi c events experienced by the Hungarian people, whose 
f r eedom movement had been suppressed by f oreign interventi on, and was i t not 
as t onishi ng that the Hungar i an representat ive should now be setting himself up as 
a champion of self-determinat ion ? 

h8 . Mr •. AL- GHAZALY (Iraq) , speaking in exercise of his right of reply , sai d that 
he could not allow the insults whi ch t he r epresentative of the Zionists had flung 
in the face of humanity to go unchallenged . How could that representat ive claim 
that Zi onism was a national liberation movement when it had no noble obj ectives , 
and when it sought t o disturb the peace and undermine stability rather than 
strengthen i t? Palestine would r emain Arab despite Zionist claims . He wished to 
remind t he Israeli represent at i ve that Zi onism had been condemned on s.eve·ral 

· occasions and in explicit t erms by t he international communit y and i n a number of 
United Nations r esol uti ons . 

49 . · ~rrs . KHAPARDE (India) , exerci sing her right of reply, sai d that she wished 
t o inform the representat i ve of Pakistan that she had no des ire t o ent er i nt o a 
discussion wit h him in the Third Committee with respect t o the Simla a~reement , of 
which the Indian delegation had provi ded a correct interpretation at a plenary 
me~ting of tte General Assembly. 

50 . 1~ . FAREED (Pakistan ) , spea~ing in exercise of t,he r ight of r eply , said t hat 
he , l i kewi se , had no intent ion of entering into a discussion with t he IndiaL 
r epr esentative on t he agreement in question . He never theless pointed out that the 
Minist e r fo r For eign Affai r s of Pakist an , in a recent statement in the General 
Assembly , had expressed the conviction that a durable peace could be est ablished 
between t he two countries . 

51 . ~~ . GER~ffiN (United States of America) , speaking in exercise of hi s right of 
reply, said that he was astonished at the statements by the representatives of 
Afghanistan , Hungary and Cze choslovakia, countries which had all been vi ctims of 
Soviet invasion . The GovernJnent of Afghanistan spoke of its friendly an.d good 
neighbour ly relations with the Soviet Union . But what country would want a 
neighbour of t hat kind , armed t o t he teeth , at i t s borders? The representative of 
Hungary would do well , when speaking about the r ight of peoples t o 
se l f-determination , t o r emember t he events of 1956 , the year when t he Hungarian 
people had wanted t o exer cise t hat right; he welcomed his remarks on f ree elections , 
but regretted t hat there were no free el ec t i ons in Hungary . It was grotesque that 
the Ukrainian delegat ion should speak of sel f -deter mination in Puerto Rico and 
Micr onesia, wher e t he people had in fact exer cised that right, when it was known 
t hat half the political prisoner s i n the Soviet Union were Ukrainian , al though they 
represented only 20 per cent of t he population of the Soviet Union ; when the 
Catholics and Jews in the Ukraine wer e subjected t o brutal r epression ; and when the 
members of t he m{rainian group which monit ored the Helsinki Agreement were in g~ol 
or kept in psychiatric hospitals for trying to exer cise their legitimate r ights . 

52 . He reminded the members of the Corr.mi ttee t hat i n October 1980 - and most . 
observers had vi ewed the event as an attempt t o i nfl uence the United Stat es 
elections - Fidel Castro had released 33 h:eric~ns impriscr..ed :.n Ct:b A ,. emcng t11E'M 

I ... 



A/C.3/36/SR. 
sh 

(lv,r. Gershman. United States) 

To:r:y Bryant, a black American from San Francisco who had joir.ed the Black Panthers 
ir. the late In 1969 had hijacked an aircraft ir. order to deliver a 
message from tte Black Panthers to Fidel Castro's personal secretary. He had been 
arrested six days after his arrival and sentenced to two years in prison, during 
which time he had discovered that nearly three quarters of the prisoners were black, 
although black Cubans comprised only 20 per cent of the population. He had served 
his sentence but had not been released. After attempting to escape he had been 
sent to do forced labour on the sugar plantations, where the living conditions had 
been far worse than those in prison. Bryar.t had then gor.e on c. c:d:;Tike. rt'hen 
he had finally been visited by a Siviss Embassy official, on behalf of the 
Ur.ited States Government, he had said that he was ready to return to the United 
States, even at the risk of fa the death penalty. Bryant had had ample time 
to see what sort of a paradise Communist Cuba really was. In 197!+, when one of the 
Americar. prisoners had died from wour.ds inflicted by prison guards, Bryant had 
organized a protest, vlhich had been brutally suppressed. During his 14 months in 
solitary confinement he had contir.ued his resistance. 'i'Jben he bad finally been 
released and sent for trial, he bad bitterly denounced communism. Bryant 1 s 
experience, like that of other Western leftists before him (Arthur Koestler, 
Richard Wright ar.d others), showed that communism in practice was not what it 
claimed to be. It \\as to cite such cases, since they revealed the lies 
which masked an oppressive system. 

Mr. CGURTSOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic), speaking in exercise of 
the right of reply, pointed out that nearly ever-y representative who had spoker. or: 
age:r:da items 74, 81 and 82 had i:r: one way or another, criticized the United States 
Government for maintair.ing relations with the racist r~gime of South Africa and 
for not recognizing the Puerto Ricar: and Micronesia:r: peoples' legitimate right t0 
self-determir.ation and independence. The United States represe:r:tative had 
attempted the impossible in trying to represent his country as champio:r: of the 

the fifteenth century. It was convenient to distor-t the truth and criticize other 
nations for events 'tihich had occurred at a time wher. America as such had net yet 
been discovered by Christopher Columbus. Everyor.e knew that the country had beer: 
built on the massacre of Indians. After the entry into force of the U:r:ited 
Natio:r:s Charter, the United States had on ma:r:y occasions, directly or indirectly, 
used force agair.st other peoples, threatened to interfere in the internal affairs 
of other Sta·L;es and brandishei .~che weapcr.. It had a lor.g record of 
provocations: support for the in Iran in 1953' the invasion of 
Lebanon, on the pretext of a threat from the Soviet Union, in 1958; the Bay of 
affair in 1961; the start of operatio:r:s in Viet Nam, also in 1961; the 
establishment of dozens of military bases round Afghan territory in 1981 as a 
prelude to invasion. The o:r:ly symbol of America:r: democracy that the of 
Indochina knew was napalm. Evidence had been produced in an article in 
The New York Times of lLf October concerning letters from the United States Mission 
to the United Nati::ms to heads of delegations of independent countries, couched in 
the usual American diplomatic terms, compounded of blackmail, intimidation ar.d 
intolerable pressure on sovereign States to force them to follow the United States 
Goverr:ment in its efforts to crush the non-aligned movement. 
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The United States ignored the many decisions of such bodies as the Committee 
on Decolonization for ion of the legitimate right to 
self-determination of the Micronesian and Puerto Rican peoples, and for the 
provisions of the Declaration :m the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries 
and to be applied to Puerto Rico. In that connexion, he referred to the 
resolutions ad::;pted by the Conference of Heads of State and Government of the 
Non-Aligned Countries, at Havana, and the Conference of Ministers for 

of the ~on-Aligned Countries, at ~ew Delhi, in Febru~ry , and 
that the United States representative would do well to concern himself 

with the right to self-determination of the still under United States 
administration. 

Mrs. FLOREZ-FRIDA (Cuba), exercis her right of reply, said that the United 
States representative had presented a picture of violence in Cuba that t0 
science fiction. The tales he had told were an insult to the intelligence of 
representatives who had seriously tried to answer the questions raised by the 
United States 'I'he United States representative had tried to divert 
the discussion from its real ect, namely, the right of to 
self-determination. But that was only to be expected from the represen•~tive of a 
country whose Vice-President had just stated in Colombia that the Ur:.i.3d States 
supported the regime in power in El Salvador because it had been democrati 
elected - whereas the Government in question was the product of a military coup 
in 1971. 

(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics), speaking in exercise of the 
, said that all delegations had had an opportunity to see what a low 

United States representative held of the members of the Committee and 
their work. Not content with failing to make any constructive contribution and 

the many criticisms made concerning the alliance between the South African 
regime and the United States Government and the latter's refusal to recognize the 
legitimate rights of the Palestinians, the United States representative was trying 
to distract the Cornmittee 's attention with vile calumnies. The United States 
representative had spoken of the situation and the of cans; but at a 
recent conference, Americans representing all levels of society and all political 
beliefs had expressed indignation at the United States G::;vernment's determination 
to strengthen its ties with the criminal regime in South Africa, and to sacrifice 
the of , equality and the right of self-determination to the 

had also felt that the United States Government's policy of 
harmed in the United States itself as well as in the countries 

concerned. 

57. The representative of the United States had so far produced nothing but lies; 
but as Abraham Lincoln had said, it was impossible to fool all the people all the 
time. 

58. Mr. NAGY (Hungary), speaking in exercise of the of reply, said that he 
was astounded at some people's idea of contemporary history and regretted that his 
delegation had not been able to reconstruct the facts to everyone 1 s complete 
satisfaction. 'I'he members of the Committee were not prepared to follow the 
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United States of America and some of its prot6r:e's a the course of a new cold 
war, and to disrupt the Conunittee's traditionally calm and constructive working 
atmosphere. He urged the United States delegatior. to ponder all the implications 
of the political line it was currently pursuing on behalf of its Government. 

declared the debate closed. 

Draft resolution A/C.~/':)6/L.ll 

60. l'<Ir. TOCO (Angola), introducing draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll on behalf of the 
American Group, said that the draft resolution was the result of a consensus among 
the African States, which constituted a third of the States Members of the 
Orgar.ization. F'ar from being a random occurrence, the consensus reflected 
ur:iversal condemnati-:m of the der:ial of human worth. T'he persistent violations of 
the human rights of peoples still under colo:r..ial subjugation and foreign domination 
transcended mere local or regior:al boundaries and became the concern of all mankind. 
For that reason, the sponsors of the draft resolution proposed, inter alia, 
condemning South Africa for its illegal occupation of Namibia, its increased 
oppression of the Namibian people, the massive militarizatior: of that Territory, 
South Africa's policy of apartheid and its repeated attacks against the front-line 
States, particularly the People's Republic of Angola. They demanded the irrJnediate 

cation of the Security Council arms embargo against the racist Pretoria 
regime and the implementation of resclution A/E-S/8/2 adopted by the eighth 
emerger:cy special session of the General Assembly. 

61. Expansionist manoeuvres, violations of the rights of peoples, and the massacre 
of innocent persons unfortunately were not limited to the African region, since 
Israel was engaged in similar practices against the Arab and Palestinian peoples. 
The sponsors, therefore, called inter alia for the condemnation of Israel for the 
a.c:tR ~.~hi 0h i +. 1A7R~ ~nmmi -t.-t.ine i!:. the 0CC,_"!,pie·:1 _4r~b te!"~i tcr:ic;s e.r:d ir. Pn.le;ctin.c, 
acts which constituted a serious obstacle to the realization of self-determination 
and independence of the Palestinian people, as well as serious aggression against 
the of the region. He hoped that the draft resolution ·would be adopted 
without difficulty. 

Draft resolution A/C.':)/36/L.lO 

62. (Paldstan) introduced draft resolutior. _AjC.3/36/L.lO on behalf of 
the sponsors and said that the General Assembly had taken an important step in 1980 
by without a vote resolution 35/35 B. 'ltli thout the fundamental human right 
to self-determination, many of the States Members of the Organizat:ons would not be 
in a position today to enjoy their independence and sovereignty. The sponsors of 
the draft resolution "i'Jere motivated not only by a grave concern over the violation 
of the right to self-determination but also by the c plight of millions of 

s. Although the political and other aspects of that problem were not the 
direct concern of the Committee, it must take steps to guarantee the inviolability 
of the to self-determination. 
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The absence of a preambular paragraph recalling General As resolution 
(XV) did not s that the sponsors of the draft resolution attached any 

less importance to that resolution, but rather that the draft resolution dealt 
vd th cases in which that bad been suppressed after the process of 
decolonization had been completed, The persistence of acts or threats of 
intervention and occupation continued to swell the ranks of the The 
third and fourth preambular paragraphs related tc; that situation. The fifth 
preambular paragraph, lH:e the fifth preambular of General .l'issembly 
resolution B, referred to resolutions adopted by the Commission on Human 
Rights in that 

64. The last two preambular paragraphs referred respectively to resolution B 
and the report of the Secretary-General (A/C. 3/36/Lf). The paragraphs 
were consistent with resolution B and with the preamble of the draft 
resolution being proposed. The sponsors hoped that the Cornmittee, ir: recognition 
of the importance of the principles involved, ·would fully support the draft 
resolution. 

Draft resolution A/C.5/36/L.8 

Mr. :fv!J'ITELJAK (Yugoslavia) introduced draft resolution A/C. 3/36/L.S on behalf 
of the sponsors and said that the debate on the questi::m of racism and racial 
discrimination bad stressed the importance and the necess of further 
universalizatior: and a more consistent implementation of the International 
Convention on the Elimination of Forms of Racial Discrimination, an 
which was reflected in the third and fourth preambular paragraphs. The text of 
the draft resolution then stressed the abhorrer:t nature of the policy of ~!~heid, 
which was not only a heinous crime humar:ity but also a grave threat to 
international peace and security. It vms in 2 that that 
should be s condemned and in paragraph 3 that the Cow.mi ttee on the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination should be commended for its activities 
designed to bring about the elimination of the policy of and the 

of the Convention in the dener:dent Territories which General 
resolution 1514 (XV) applied. . 

66. Paragraphs 6, 7 and concerned the protection different social groups, 
such as migrant workers, against the abuses of discriminatio:r: which were made more 
intolerable by the vulnerability of those groups. Paragraphs 10 a:r:d ll proposed 
encouragir:g the Cornmi ttee to cipate in the preparations the Seco:r:d United 
Nations Cor:ference to Combat Racism ar:d Racial Discriminatior:, which was considered 
very important. In paragraph 5 States Parties to the Cor:vention "i'lere in vi ted to 
furnish the Committee with all the information necessary for the completion of its 
task. Lastly, paragraph 12 approved the decision of the Committee or: the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination to hold its 1982 session at the United 
Nations Offices at Nairobi, ir" Africa, where the roots of racism were the strongest 
and where it assumed the most abhorrer:t forms. 

67. Lastly, he said that tbe 
reflected the discussio:r: 

text '¥•1as v1ell balanced and fai tbfully 
of the Committee or: the 3limination of 
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Racial Discrimination as well as the work of the C8mmittee at its twenty-third and 
h1enty-fourth sessions. The spons8rs were open to any proposals to introduce 
minor amendments to the text and that the draft resolution would be adopted 
by consensus. 

Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.7 

68. VERKERCKE (Belgium) introduced draft resolution Ajc .3/36/L. 7 or: behalf of 
the sponsors, which had been joined by Rwanda. all the international 
conventions I·Jith human for which the Secretary-General served as 
the depositary, the Cc:mvention on the Elimination rJf .c'\ll Forms of Racial 
Discrimination, had the greatest number of States Parties (109 at present). 
Paragraph 2 of the draft resolution expressed satisfaction with the increase in 
the number of States Parties. The Convention was a. very importar:t instrument in 
the against racism and racial discrimir:ation, which was the duty of all 
States, as indicated in paragraph 3. The Convention should be ratified by all 
States, as was stressed in 4, so that it become as universal as the 
goal which it pursued. 

69. The work carried out by the Con:n:ittee on the Elimination of Racial 
Discl'imination was encouraging in that regard because it helped to keep the text 
of the Convention alive through a constructive with the States Parties. 
The spons.:Jrs hoped that the Committee would not have any difficulty the 
draft resolution without a vote. 

70. Mrs. GUELlv'!AN (Uruguay) introduced amendment .3/36/L.l2 to draft resolution 
A/C. 3/36/L. 7, which was designed to insert a new 5 reading: to 
States Parties to the Convention to consider the pas of making the 
declaration provided for in article of the Convention 11

, for the purpose Gf 
galnlng for the Committee's competence to receive and examine 
corr~unications from persons or groups of persons under its jurisdiction who claimed 
to be victims of a violation, by the State Party concerned, of one of the 
provided for in the Convention. That amendment was sufficiently clear to obviate 
the need for further explanation, but it should be out that without such 
a declaration, the persons or gr::mps of persons who were victims of a violation of 
the rights provided for in the Convention had no recourse and were unable to ensure 
that their were respected. The purpose of the proposed amendment was to 
correct that short-coming. 

Draft resolution A/C.3/36LL~ 

71. Mr. SCHLEGEL (German Democratic Republic), draft resolution 
A/0.3/36/L--:c)On behalf of the sponsors, announced that Zambia and Sao 'I'cme and 
Principe had also become sponsors. During the more than five years of its 
existence, the International Conventio:r: on the ssion and Punishmer.t of the 
Crime of had succeeded in giving fresh impetus to the st:ruggle for the 

inhuman r~gime. 

72. The purpose of the draft resolution was to make that important legal 
instrument in the struggle apartheid more effective. The r,umerous 
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resolutions adopted by the United Nations testified to the fact that the racists in 
South had been able to continue their cy of human-rights violations, 
occupation and aggression, in defiance of international law, only because of the 
support of certain States. The eighth preambular paragraph therefore condemned any 
collaboration with South Africa, while the seventh preambular paragraph stressed 
the need to tighten the arms embargo against South Africa and to impose extensive 
sanctions under Chaper VII of the United Nations Charter. 

73. The mass media played a decisive part in the to eliminate the 
apartheid , and the ter:.th preambular paragraph therefore underlined the need 
for broader informatior:. on the crimes ccrr~itted by the racist regime of South Africa, 
taking into account the recorrilllendations of the Seminar on Publicity and the Role of 
the Mass Media in the International Mobilization JJ.gainst 

Paragraph 12 underlined the demand that, in preparing for the second World 
Conference to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, special attention should be 
paid to activities aimed at the eradication of apartheid. 'I'he adoption of legal, 
judicial and administrative measures for the prosecution of the crime of apartheid, 
as called for by the Convention, would help to support the world-wide struggle for 
the eradication of apartheid and racism. Paragraph 5 again called upon all States 
tc adopt such measures. Apartheid was a threat to peace and security and its 
elimination was an imperative challenge, 

75. On behalf of the sponsors, his delegation called upon all States which had not 
already done so to ratify the Conver:.tion or to accede to it without delay. It also 
hoped that the draft resolutior:. would be adopted unar:.imously. 

Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0 

c. DERESSll. (Ethiopia) observed that draft resolution I1/C.3/36/L.l0 contained 
a number of p:Jsi ti ve elements on which the sponsors vJere to be congratul~;~.ted. 

There were a number of important emissions, however, and members of the Committee 
should work together to improve the text so that it could be adopted without a 
vote, as they had done with regard to G·:r.eral J\sset:::bly resc L:.tiolt B on the 
same subject. His delegation therefore wished to suggest a number of minor 
amendments which would put the finishing touches to a very carefully considered 
text on a subject to ·which all delegations attached great importance. Tbose 
amendments were as follows: 

First preambular paragrap£, third line: after "self-determination", add the 
words "and the speedy of independence to colonial countries and peoples, 
principles"; at the end of the same paragraph, add "and in the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, contair:.ed in General 
l\ssenb resolution (XV) of December '' 

r• =-i.cr:;: =c1 J~.r ", ~c1. " 
Those ctly from Ger:.eral Assembly resolution 

I 
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Third preambular paragraph, first and second lines: replace the words 
"threats of foreign military intervention and occupation" with the words 
of foreign subversion, destabilization, interference, military intervention 
occupationn. 

ats 
and 

Fourth preambular paragraph, third line: the words "as " with 
the words "becoming displaced persons and refugees 11

• 

particular attention to that 
The sponsors should devote 

Those were very important , and, after menti them in the le, 
it would be cal to re-emphasize them in the operative paragraphs: 

Paragraph l, second line: 
with the words "and the speedy 
peoples aren. 

after "self-determination 11 replace the word "islt 
of ir.dependence to colonial countries and 

first line: after rrresponsiblef! insert the words nfor such acts 11
; 

after cease their" insert the words 11destabilization 
schemes, interference, 11

• 

77. 'Ihe CF...AIRN.AN said that, as he understood it, the representative of 
was simply making suggestions rather than proposing formal amendments to draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.lO. 

78. (Somalia) said that the sponsors of draft resolution Ajc. 
"i'lhich his own country, would consider the made by 
In his view, however, the amendments were far from minor, and he 
therefore requested that they should be submitted in 

79. ~rr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) that the s he had suggested were minor 
in that they simply reproduced the content of resolution 35/35 B. 'They could, of 
course, be submitted in writing as formal amendments, but only if all the sponsors 
considered it really necessary. , for the time , the Committee was 
simply views on the draft resolution and it was r.ot his intention to 
weaken the text but rather to strengther:;, it, it "i'lould be preferable if the sponsors 
first reflected or: the suggestions he had made. 

So. ~:.::__~:..:::::.~~ explained to the representative that a distinction 
texts that were submitted in because they were formal 

in the present case, were designed simply to facilitate the task 

81. Nr~ADID (Algeria) endorsed the suggestions made by the representative of 
Ethiopia. The proposed amer.dments introduced vital elements i'lhich made a useful 
addition to the original text, it more with the wording of agenda 
item 81, to which the draft resolution related. In that connexion, he drew the 
sponsors' to the title had giver. to the draft resolution, which did 
not corre item 81 and should therefore be amended. 
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82. Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco), speaking as a sponsor of draft resolution 
A/C.3/36/L.l0, said that any suggestion to amend the draft should be consistent 
with the objectives of resolution 35/35 B and the aims which had guided the 
sponsors, aims which the 'I'hird Committee had endorsed by adopting that resolution 
by consensus. Resolution 35/35 B had become a precious achievement of the Third 
Committee, showing that the Committee had analysed, understood and interpreted in 
detail the principle of self-determination as set forth in the Charter, the first 
international document on the subject adopted by the United Nations. That 
achievement should be enhanced, and steps should be taken to ensure that draft 
resolution A/C .3/36/L.lO did not stray from its original objectives, on which the 
previous resolution had also been based. 

83. Mr. FAREED (Pakistan) assured the representatives of Ethiopia and Algeria that 
the suggestions they had made with regard to draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0 would 
be given very favourable consideration. The title of the draft resolution should 
in fact read 11Universal realization of the right of peoples to self-determination11

• 

The title of item 81 covered several concepts and provided a framework within which 
all the draft resolutions just presented had a place. The concept of 
decolonization was a global concept which covered several kinds of :fundamental 
rights, one of the most important of which was the right to self-determination. 
The title of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0 was therefore entirely consistent with 
the framework established by item 81. 

84. Regarding the change to operative paragraph 3 suggested by the representative 
of Ethiopia, he said that the draft resolution covered cases where the right to 
self-determination, a fundamental right, was not recognized. The acts referred to 
by the Ethiopian representative were not automatically and directly connected with 
the suppression of that right. It would therefore be preferable to refer to 
specific situations, which were well known and which were already the subject of 
various declarations of principle concerning human rights rather than to speak of 
acts which did not necessarily involve negation of the right to self-determination. 

85. The Ethiopian delegation had also suggested a reference to General Assembly 
resolution 1514 (XV) and the principle of decolonization. Naturally, the sponsors 
of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0 upheld that principle unreservedly, but their 
concern was not decolonization itself; their text dealt with the post-independence 
period, when an era of neo-colonialism prevented a people from exercising their 
right to self-determination. That was what preoccupied Pakistan and the other 
sponsors of the draft resolution, which were all small countries and therefore 
directly concernedo That was why they had endeavoured to emphasize certain aspects 
of the problem. Decolonization was a far more general issue, which was 
appropriately dealt with in draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll; there was therefore no 
reason to introduce it into draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0. 

86. Those were merely preliminary observations. He would consult the other 
sponsors to see to what extent they could accommodate the suggested changes within 
the framework of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0. 

87. Mr. MAKKI (Oman) said that he was deeply interested in the "minor'1 amendments 
which Ethiopia was proposing to draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0. Oman and the other 
sponsors would review those amendments attentively. 
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88 . Mrs . de BARISH (Costa Rica) said that her delegation, which was a sponsor of 
draft resolution A/C . 3/36/L . l O, endorsed the coir.ments made by the representative 
of Pakistan concerning the title of the draft resolution . What was at issue was 
the assertion of the right t o self-determination by peoples which, although not 
under col onial domination, were nevertheless deprived of that right , a problem 
which had special implications f or Costa Rica . The subject-matter fitted into the 
context of agenda item 81, "Importance of the universal realization of the right 
of peoples to self-determination and of the speedy granting of independence t o 
colonial countries and peoples for the effective guarantee and observance of human 
rights" . At the same time, the draft resolution dealt with a particular subject 
and had particular objectives; those objectives had, moreover, been appr oved by 
consensus with the adoption of resolution 35/35 B. For all those reasons, 
Costa Rica wanted the new title, as revised, to be retained . 

89 . Mrs . NGUYEN BINH THANH (Viet Nam : , speaking with reference to draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.lO, reminded members that at the previous session the Third 
Committee had adopted resolution 35/35 B following a lengthy and earnest debate 
a.nd without a vote . 'Ihe text of that resolution had been substantially enriched 
by the inclusion in the first preambular paragraph and in paragraph 1 of a 
reference to the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries 
and Peoples in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). Since the draft resolution 
under consideration dealt with the same subject (Importance of the universal 
realization of the right of peoples t o self-determination and of the speedy 
granting of independence t o colonial countries and peoples for the effective 
guarantee and observance of human rights ) , it was difficult to understand the 
reluctance to embody a reference in it t o the Declaration on the Granting of 
Independence, since sucb a refer ence was entirely fitting in view of the historic 
importance and the catalytic r ole of that Declaration in the decol onization 
process . The first preambular par agr aph and paragraph 1 of resolution 35/35 B 
s jould be reproduced exactly . 

90 . It would also be appropriate f or the draft resol ution t o reflect , at least in 
part , the pressures (subversion , destabilization, interference) which were exerted 
in various regions on newly independent countries and the threats t o the 
sovereignty of certain other countries . Her delegation therefore supported these 
suggestions of the Ethiopian representative . Moreover, it agreed with the 
representative of Algeria wi th respect t o the title of the draft resolution . 

Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L .9 

91. Mr . MAKKI (Cman) asked why, in paragraph 8 of draft resolution A/C . 3/36/L . 9 , 
the words 'representatives of States" were used , as such entities did not exist; 
the text should speak of States, if that was what was meant, and not of agents who 
had an official existence only inasmuch as they represented States . 

92. Mr. SCHLEGEL (German Democratic Republic) explained for the benefit of the 
representative of Oman that the terms used in paragraph 8 , in particular 
"representatives of States ", were taken from the International Convention on 
the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid (art . X, par a . 1 (b)). 

I ... 



Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll 

AjC.3/36/SR.l8 
English 

25 

93. Mr. MAKKI (Cman) drew attention to an inaccuracy in the Arabic version of 
draft resolution of A/C.3/36/L.ll: in paragraph 11, the nuance introduced by the 
word "those" was missing. 

94. Mrs. de BARISH (Costa Rica) said that draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll was 
admirably drafted and that the representative of Angola had fully developed the 
issues it covered when he had introduced it. The text was fully in keeping with 
the agenda item to which it related. 

95. Mr. DLAMINI (Swaziland), speaking as a member of the African group, said that 
some of the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll, including Swaziland, did not 
fully approve of some of the paragraphs. He therefore requested the Chairman to 
allow those concerned to set forth their positions when a decision was taken on the 
draft resolution. 

Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3 

96. Mr. RAZZOQI (Kuwait) said that he fully approved the general thrust of draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.3. However he had reservations on some paragraphs, 
particularly paragraph 13, concerning migrant workers. The text was too vague and, 
since the subject was combating racial discrimination, it should be specified where 
that should be done and where migrant workers suffered mistreatment. If the 
intention was to refer to such workers in general, it should be remembered that 
there was already a draft convention which covered all aspects of the question. 

97. Mr. MAKKI (Oman) agreed with the representative of Kuwait concerning 
paragraph 13 of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3. It should be recalled that the 
subject was the implementation of the Programme for the Decade for Action to Combat 
Racism and Racial Discrimination and that the Third Committee was currently working 
on a draft convention on the rights of migrant workers and their families. He 
would therefore appreciate some explanation regarding the overlap. 

98. The CHAIRMAN said that the text of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3 had been 
drawn up by the Economic and Social Council and it was therefore difficult to 
ascertain the intentions of the sponsors. Perhaps one of the members of the 
Committee could shed some light on the matter. 

99. Mr. MATELJAK (Yugoslavia) said that there was good reason for referring to 
migrant workers in draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3, since they were victims of 
discrimination based on race, colour and family, nationaJ. or ethnic origin. 
Moreover the Programme for the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 
Discrimination referred to migrant workers. 

100. Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco) said that she understood the misgivings of the 
representatives of Kuwait and Oman concerning paragraph 13 of the draft resolution. 
There were some excellent host countries, and consequently it would be appropriate 
to use less categorical wording. To reassure those who were concerned lest the 
issue should become radicalized, she suggested that some such phrase as 11in some 
regions of the world 11 should be added at the end of the paragraph to convey a 
slightly different meaning. 
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101. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to various organizational matters in connexion 
with the following meeting and outlined the schedule for the remainder of the 
week. He explained, for the benefit of the representative of Swaziland, that the 
draft resolutions under consideration would be taken one by one and that 
delegations would have an opportunity to explain their positions before the actual 
voting began, after which only explanations of vote would be allowed. 

102. Mr. DEREZA (Ethiopia) hoped that action on the draft resolutions would not 
be taken mechanically. It was extremely important that they should be adopted in 
a spirit of harmony. He hoped, therefore, that the Chairman would not be too 
strict and that the members of the Co~mittee would endeavour to reach agreement by 
holding consultations whenever necessary. 

The meeting rose at 6.55 p.m. 




