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The meeting was called to order at 3.35 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 12: REPORT OF THE ECONOMIC AND SOCIAL COUNCIL (continued) 
(A/C.3/L.72/Rev.l) 

1. The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee had before it a draft resolution on 
missing persons in Cyprus on which a recorded vote had been requested 
(A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l), and invited the Representative of Cyprus to introduce it. 

2. Mr. MAVROMMATIS (Cyprus) said that the question of persons missing in Cyprus 
following the tragic events of 1974 had already been the subject of three previous 
resolutions. The aim of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l was to arrive at a 
speedy settlement of the problem through an effective mechanism. The agreement 
reached on 19 May 1979 at the high-level meeting held in Nicosia under the auspices 
of the Secretary-General of the United Nations had raised hopes which had speedily 
been disappointed despite the intensive efforts and the concessions that had been 
made on that occasion. The agreement of 22 April 1981 had encouraged new hopes, 
and progress had been made after a meeting between the representatives of the 
Commit~ee on Missing Persons in Cyprus and the Turkish Cypriot party. Since then, 
unfortunately, that party had continued to use every pretext and stratagem to 
prevent the Committee from starting its investigative work. It seemed doubtful, 
therefore, that it really wanted the Committee to start operations. As the 
Secretary-General indicated in paragraph 48 of his report on the United Nations 
operation in Cyprus (S/14778), after an unofficial exchange of views at Headquarters 
and at Nicosia, the Committee had met again on 26 November, and its third member 
had submitted to the others a revised set of proposals aimed at solving the 
persisting procedural difficulties. Instead of responding to those proposals, the 
Turkish Cypriot party had addressed to the other party an ultimatum on the draft 
resolution before the Third Committee. 

3. He then read out the draft resolution, and emphasized that the eminently 
humanitarian purpose of the text was to make it possible for the Committee on 
Missing Persons in Cyprus to begin its investigation without further delay, so as 
to trace and account for the 2,000 persons who had disappeared after the armed 
conflict of 1974. He therefore expressed the hope that the Committee would be able 
to adopt it unanimously. 

4. Mr. ~O~KUN KIRCA (Turkey) said that the matter which was the subject of the 
draft resolution under consideration was the sole concern of the two Cypriot 
communities. The Committee on Missing Persons in Cyprus had been able to solve 
some important procedural questions unanimously, and it would have been possible to 
settle those procedural matters for which no solution had been found if the Greek 
Cypriot party had not resorted to obstructive methods. 

5. The Greek Cypriot community, once again usurping the title and powers of the 
Government of the Republic of Cyprus, had submitted the draft resolution without 
the prior agreement of the Turkish Cypriot community. It was well known that the 
Cypriot State consisted of two communities and that the two had equal status, 
meaning that the Turkish Cypriot community would be entitled to participate in 
the debate. Moreover, the Turkish community had asked the Turkish delegation to 
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thank on its behalf all those Governments which recognized its right to do so, but 
had told the delegation it would not agree to be an accomplice in a deplorable 
attempt to politicize a humanitarian question. The Turkish delegation felt it was 
its duty, therefore, to inform the Third Committee of the position of the Turkish 
community on Cyprus, which the Turkish Government supported whole-heartedly, to the 
effect that the Committee on Missing Persons in Cyprus, which was an autonomous 
inter-community body established by joint agreement by the two communities on 
22 April 1981, was the only authority competent to discuss the matter. Any 
discussion outside that framework was a flagrant violation of the agreement 
establishing the Committee, and the Turkish Cypriot community regarded it as 
unacceptable that the Third Committee had been seized of a draft resolution on the 
matter. The Committee on Missing Persons in Cyprus was not a subsidiary body of the 
United Nations. Its establishment, terms of reference and procedure did not derive 
from a resolution or decision by a United Nations organ but from an inter-community 
agreement, and the General Assembly had no power to pronounce judgement on the 
matter. The Secretary-General and his representatives had played an important part 
in the process that had culminated in the Committee's establishment, and the Turkish 
Cypriot community had conveyed its gratitude to the Secretary-General whenever it 
had had an opportunity to do so. It was nevertheless convinced that he would abstain 
from any initiative which might constitute interference in the Committee's 
activities. 

6. The Committee could only carry out its mandate in a climate of trust and, in 
accordance with the practice followed by the International Committee of the Red 
Cross in the case of similar humanitarian activities, it had decided that its 
activities should be conducted in complete secrecy. That rule, which had been 
scrupulously observed by the Turkish Cypriot party, had frequently been violated by 
the Greek Cypriot party. Thus, for example, the Committee's confidential terms of 
reference had been divulged by Father Christophorou, during a press conference on 
30 October 1981, before being published in the Greek Cypriot press. The 
confidential discussions had also been reported-- in tendentious fashion, 
furthermore-- by the Greek Cypriot press. It was moreover contrary to the most 
elementary logic and to the general rules of law that the organs of an 
international organization-- in the case in point the Third Committee and the 
General Assembly-- should be called upon to act on confidential texts that had been 
illegally divulged or to refer to them. The Turkish delegation hoped, therefore, 
that the Third Committee, one of whose tasks was to work towards ensuring respect 
for the rule of law, would conform to the rule whereby a wrongful act could not be 
the foundation of an act of law, in the present case, a resolution of the General 
Assembly. 

7. As to the revised draft resolution (A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l), he said that of 
course everyone could welcome the fact that agreement had been reached between the 
two communities, but the General Assembly could not pass judgement on an instrument 
without knowing its subject-matter. Moreover, it could not seriously be claimed 
that President Denktas, acting in his capacity as President, could have concluded 
an intercommunity agreement of public law with a private person or with the 
association over which that person presided. There had indeed been two meetings 
between President Denktas and Father Christophorou on 19 and 26 March 1981, at 
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which, as announced by President Denktas in his statement to the press on 
29 March 1981, a concordance of views had been reached on three points: firstly, 
that the Committee's decisions would be reached by consensus; secondly that 
Father Christophorou had personally guaranteed that the question of missing persons 
would not form the subject of propaganda either within the island or abroad and that 
the question would not be discussed in international bodies; and, thirdly, that the 
representatives of families of missing persons would take part in the Committee's 
work as observers. That was plainly nothing more than a concordance of views, and 
President Denktas had undertaken to ensure that it was reflected in the 
inter-community agreement, which had not been concluded until 22 April 1981. 
President Denktas had kept his promise, but the some could hardly be said of the 
other party to the dialogue. 

8. His delegation could not understand why reference was made in the third 
preambular paragraph to the agreement reached on 19 May 1979 during the high-level 
meeting, since no enforceable instrument had been adopted at that time; only one 
agreement had been concluded on the subject between the two communities: the secret 
agreement which had been formalized on 14 July 1981. 

9. Pointing out that the Turkish Cyrpiot side had consistently shown its 
willingness to take part in all the meetings of the Committee on Missing Persons 
which had been planned but which it had not been possible to hold because of the 
persistent refusal of the Greek Cypriot party, he deplored the fact that the Greek 
representative in the Third Committee, pretending to be unaware of the truth, had 
thought fit to accuse the Turkish Cypriot party of obstructing the smooth 
performance of the Committee's work. The exact opposite was true. The Greek 
Cypriot party should understand that violation of the rule of secrecy, boycotting 
of the Committee's meetings and attempts to discuss the question outside the 
Committee on Missing Persons could not convince the Turkish Cypriot party of the 
validity of its arguments. In the d~aft resolution under consideration, the parties 
coneerned were called upon to co-operate. Such co-operation could be achieved only 
in the Committee on Missing Persons, in accordance with its terms of reference and 
it3 rules of procedure. 

10. The Turkish Cypriot community would not yield to blackmail and would not be 
scared by dubious methods of pressure or by clamorous press campaigns. On the 
other hand, it was prepared to co-operate, in a spirit of perfect goodwill, with 
the other party in the Committee on Missing Persons in Cyprus. Having witnessed 
the serious violations committed by that party, the Turkish community in Cyprus 
reserved its right to seek to ensure, once and for all, full respect for the 
mandate and rules of procedure of the Committee on Missing Persons and to prevent 
any unauthorized disclosure of its work. 

11. Lastly, he said that the adoption of the draft resolution under consideration 
would be a flagrant encouragement to those responsible for the serious violations 
in question, and would be bound to create a situation in which the two 
communities could not continue to co-operate in the Committee on Missing Persons. 
Turkey would therefore vote against the draft resolution, which, if adopted, it 
would consider null and void. 
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12. Mr. MAVROMMATIS (Cyprus), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, said that, 
in accordance with the promise he had made during the consultations referred to in 
draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l, he wished to refrain from polemics, and he 
would therefore confine himself to reminding the Turkish representative that all 
States Members of the United Nations, with the unfortunate exception of Turkey, 
had recognized the Government of the Republic of Cyprus. 

13. Mr. FAREED (Pakistan), speaking in explanation of vote before the vote, said it 
was understood that the agreement establishing the Committee on Missing Persons in 
Cyprus, to which reference was made in the fourth preambular paragraph of draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l, and the work of that Committee, were of a 
confidential nature. The Committee on Missing Persons was an autonomous 
non-governmental body unconnected with the United Nations system, and it was well 
known that its latest round of discussions had taken place only during the previous 
week. Any observations on its work might, in his delegation's opinion, impede that 
work and the efforts being made to establish confidence between the parties. His 
delegation would therefore be obliged to vote against the draft resolution. 

14. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria, Barbados, Benin, 
Bhutan, Botswana, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, 
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, 
Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, 
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea, 
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Ivory Coast, 
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, 
Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldives, Mali, Malta, 
Mexico, Mozambique, Nepal, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Norway, Oman, 
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Philippines, Poland, Rwanda, Samoa, 
Sao Tome and Principe, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, 
Singapore, Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republic of Cameroon, 
United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, 
Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe. 

Against: Bangladesh, El Salvador, Guatemala, Indonesia, Pakistan, Saudi 
Arabia, Turkey. 

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahrain, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Colombia, 
Dominican Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy, Japan, Malaysia, Mauritania, Netherlands, Niger, Nigeria, 
Paraguay, Portugal, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Suriname, Thailand, 
Tunisia, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America. 

15. Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev~l was adopted by 89 votes to 7, with 
30 abstentions. 
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16. Mr. ALI (Bangladesh) said that his delegation understood the humanitarian 
nature of the problem of the fate of missing persons in Cyprus, and hoped that it 
could be solved without delay, to the satisfaction of all parties; it welcomed the 
fact that the two Cypriot communities had begun negotiations in the Committee on 
Missing Persons, and it had only voted against draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l 
in its concern to avoid supporting a text that might still further delay the process 
set in motion with a view to reaching a mutually acceptable solution. 

17. Mr. FERGUSON (Australia) said that his delegation had voted for draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l for purely humanitarian reasons. The operative 
part of the strictly procedural text was in conformity with the Secretary-General's 
report (A/36/702), and his delegation hoped that the Committee on Missing Persons 
could fulfil its task in a satisfactory manner. 

18. Mr. ALMOSLECHNER (Austria) said that his delegation had voted for draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l for purely humanitarian reasons and in the hope that 
the Committee on Missing Persons could fulfil its mandate. No political significance 
should be attached to its position on the subject. 

19. Mrs. FAWTHORPE (New Zealand) said that her delegation had voted for draft 
r8solution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l because it considered the text to be strictly 
~~ocedural and to relate to activities that met with the approval of all the parties 

Jncerned. It had no intention of interfering in the work of the Committee on 
Missing Persons or of making a value judgement on its procedure, and it wished to 
express reservations on the reference to the oral agreement of 26 March 1981 made 
in the fourth preambular paragraph. 

20. Mr. MASSOT (Brazil) said that his delegation was in favour of draft resolution 
A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l in general, but since it had no knowledge of the provisions of 
the agreement or of the procedural difficulties referred to respectively in the 
fourth and fifth preambular paragraphs, it had preferred to abstain in the vote. 

21. Mrs. PETERS (Bahamas) said that, if she had been present when the vote was 
taken, she would have voted for draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l. 

22. Mr. NORDENFELD (Sweden) said that it was for purely humanitarian reasons that 
his delegation had voted for draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l, which it 
~onsidered to be of a procedural nature. It wished to urge the parties to continue 
o co-operate with the Committee on Missing Persons and with the representatives 
: the International Committee of the Red Cross and the Special Representative of 
'e Secretary-General in the fulfilment of their humanitarian task. 

3. Mr. TIMOTHY (Papua New Guinea) said that his delegation had voted for draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.72/Rev.l because it had always recognized the importance of 
humanitarian questions, and considered that all human beings should have equal 
rights. 

24. Mr. GERSHMAN (United States of America), speaking in exercise of the right of 
reply, said that to reply to the charges made by four Soviet bloc countries against 
the United States at the 70th meeting would be to give them an undeserved importance 
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he therefore preferred to recall the statement of Andrei Sakharov to the effect that 
two contradictory trends in the development of societies characterized the modern 
epoch, one leading towards economic, cultural and ideological pluralism, and the 
other towards totalitarianism, dictatorship and cruelty. 

25. Mr. Sakharov, one of the great moral leaders of the age, for whom the 
international defence of human rights was the main front in the struggle against 
totalitarianism, had now been internally exiled to Gorky; there, he and his wife 
had undertaken a hunger strike to protest against the refusal of the Soviet 
authorities to allow the emigration of Elizaveta Alekseyeva, the fiancee of his 
step-son, who wished to join the latter in the United States. 

26. He added that Izvestia had reported that both Mr. Sakharov and his wife had 
been hospitalized, and he read out a resolution adopted unanimously by the United 
States Senate in which the Congress associated itself fully with the hunger strike 
protest by Andrei Sakharov and urged the Government of the Soviet Union to permit 
Elizaveta Alekseyeva to emigrate. 

27. The actions of the Soviet authorities were a violation of article 13 of the 
Universal Declaration of Human Rights, and also of article 12 of the International 
Covenant on Civil and Political Rights. The matter was not an internal affair, 
since Andrei Sakharov was a symbol of the defence of international human rights, 
and his fate was a matter of concern to all who believed in freedom and justice. 

28. Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the statement just 
made clearly showed the anti-Soviet spirit in which the United States delegation had 
worked in the Third Committee throughout the current session, and he rejected the 
slanders whose sole aim was to sully the reputation of the Soviet Union. It was 
clear to all that the United States never missed an opportunity of interfering in 
the internal affairs of other States, and its attitude to the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights and the International Covenants on Human Rights was well known. 
He would therefore content himself with reminding the United States representative 
of the Russian proverb that a hunchback could never straighten out until he lay in 
his grave. 

CONCLUSION OF THE COMMITTEE'S WORK 

29. The CHAIRMAN said that during the thirty-sixth session the Third Committee had 
considered 23 agenda items and adopted 58 resolutions and 4 decisions. He was 
particularly pleased personally that the Committee had been able to .adopt without 
a vote two important draft resolutions relating to item 83, and five other equally 
important draft resolutions relating to item 12. It also seemed that the discussion 
on social questions had been more coherent ~han in earlier years, and it was 
particularly gratifying in that connexion that the Committee had been able to adopt 
the draft resolution on the United Nations Decade for Women without a vote. The 
adoption of draft resolutions on the illicit traffic in and consumption of narcotic 
drugs augured a better understanding of the problems concerned, and the progress 
with respect to the situation of migrant workers and the protection of individuals 
who were not citizens of the country in which they lived was also worthy of mention. 
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30. Another successful achievement of the thirty-sixth session had been the adoption 
of the Declaration on the Elimination of All Forms of Intolerance and of 
Discrimination Based on Religion or Belief, and he wished to appeal to Member States 
to apply its provisions, in particular articles V and VI, and to take action to 
publicize them. With respect to the surveys relating to the human rights situation, 
he said it would be useful if the Committee could in future invite the authors of 
the relevant reports to participate in the discussions on that question. 

31. He added that care should be taken not to critcize the action of the United 
Nations as if it was some outside body. Members of the Third Committee should remembet 
in particular that they were responsible for the decisions they took, and it was for 
them to see that political considerations did not unduly affect the carrying out of 
their humanitarian mandate. It was true that co-operation undertaken at the international 
level to end human rights violations was just beginning, and that the Organization 
could progress in that field only with difficulty, no doubt because it was still 
seeking the correct path to follow in that area; despite all its short-comings, 
however, the United Nations was the last hope of mankind, and it was of the highest 
importance that everyone should strive to help the Organization to carry out its task. 

32. In conclusion the Chairman paid a tribute to all those who had assisted the 
Committee in its work. 

33. Mrs. SHAHANI (Assistant Secretary-General for Social Development and 
Humanitarian Affairs) said that the Third Committee had adopted some important draft 
resolutions directly concerning the Centre for Social Development and Humanitarian 
Affairs and the Department of International Economic and Social Affairs, and both 
those bodies would spare no effort in carrying out the mandate entrusted to them. 
She wished to thank all those delegations that had taken part in the Committee's work 
for their continuing support of the Centre, and paid a tribute to the Chairman and 
officers of the Committee for the admirable way in which they had performed their 
difficult task. 

34. She regarded it as a great privilege to have the opportunity to take part in 
the work of the Third Committee, which was continuing to make a valuable contribution 
to the life of the international community, particularly with respect to the 
protection of the dignity of the human person; her colleagues at the Centre for 
Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs were looking forward with pleasure to 
continuing that fruitful co-operation. 

35. After an exchange of courtesies, in which the participants were Mrs. LEGWAILA 
(Botswana), speaking on behalf of the Group of African States, Mr. FIDER (Philippines), 
speaking on behalf of the Group of Asian States, Mr. VOICU (Romania), speaking on 
behalf of the Group of Eastern European States, Mr. AGUILAR (Nicaragua), speaking on 
behalf of the Group of Latin American States, Mr. GUISTETTI (France), speaking on 
behalf of the Group of Western European and other'States, Mr. BOUYOUCEF (Algeria), 
speaking on behalf of the Group of 77, and Mr. RAZZOOQI (Kuwait), speaking on behalf 
of the Group of Arab States, The CHAIRMAN declared that the Committee had completed 
its work for the thirty-sixth session. 

The meeting rose at 5.40 p.m. 


