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•· 
'Ihe meeting was called to order at 3.10 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 82: I~WORTANCE OF THE UNIVERSAL REALIZATION OF THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES 
TO SELF-DETERMINATION AND OF THE SPEEDY GRAJ.IJTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL 
COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES FOR THE EFFECTIVE GUARANTEE AND OBSERVANCE OF H~ffiN RIGHTS: 
REPORT OF THE SECRETARY~GENERAL (continued) (A/34/367 and Add.l, A/34/499, 
A/34/357, A/34/389 and Corr.l) 

l. ~·1r. HOLLITAY (Australia) said that at one time Australia had been a continent 
divided into colonies, and at another had itself had responsibility for the 
development of dependencies. Australians were therefore perhaps better able than 
many to appreciate that colonial relationships were fraught with contradictions 
and had within them corrosive factors which impeded peaceful solutions. Australia 
had also gained an understanding of the forces which impelled people to strive for 
their independence and their national identity. The twin issues of foreign 
occupation and alien domination were closely related to the problem of colonialism. 
It was therefore useful to consider those questions together in the evolution of 
human-rights policies. 

2. The right to self~determination was a principle of global dimensions now 
enshrined in the Charter of the United Nations and in both of the Covenants on 
Human Ri~hts. But it was also a right which had to be looked at in the context 
of the particular circumstances of the people demanding its exercise. Those were 
difficult problems. His delegation welcomed the decision of the Commission on 
Human Rights at its thirty-fifth session to give the widest possible distribution 
to the report prepared by Hr. Cristescu on the historical and current development 
of the right to self-determination (E/CN.4/Sub.2/404) and the report prepared by 
Mr. Gros Espiell on the implementation of United Nations resolutions relating to 
the right of peoples under colonial and alien domination to self-determination 
(E/CN.4/Sub.2/405). 

3. Australia had long taken an active interest in United Nations efforts aimed at 
guaranteeing all countries the right to self~determination. It participated in the 
work of the Council for Namibia and that of th~ Special Committee of 24, in which 
it played an active role in the Sub-Committee on Small Territories. That 
Sub-Committee was of considerable importance to Australia, as an independent nation 
in a region of the world where there were a number of small colonial Territories, 
each striving for its own individuality and, if it so wished, for independence. In 
the Council for Namibia, Australia would continue to work towards the goal of 
enabling Namibia to become a free and independent nation. 

4. The frequently asserted view that self-determination was a prerequisite for 
the enjoyment of all other human rights could give rise to some misunderstanding. 
What Australia believed was that no people could securely enjoy· full civil and 
political rights as well as economic and social rights until it had achieved 
complete self-determination. 

5. His Government's response to the note circulated by the Secretary-General in 
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implementation of General Assembly resolution 33/24 was contained in document 
A/34/367. He hoped that the Cmnmittee would soon consider draft resolutions on the 
important issue of self-determination. 

6. Mrs. !\TGUYEJIT BINH THA-Ti!H (Viet Nam) said that the Vietnal'lese people could not 
fail to be sensitive to the right of peoples to self-determination and national 
independence, since it had had to fight for more than 30 years to win and r,1aintain 
its national independence and its right to decide its own destiny. Her delegation 
was gratified at the fact that since the adoption of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, many countries had 
achieved independence, as a result of partly the nw~erous activities of the United 
Nations. It warmly welcomed the great victories of the peoples of Asia 0 Africa, 
Latin Anerica and the Caribbean region, which, freed from the colonial yoke, 
continued the strug3le to consolidate their political independence and achieve 
econo!'1.ic independence. 

7. But despite great advances, decolonization vras still being brutally thwarted 
by the forces of imperialism, colonialism, racisn, including zionism, apartheid, 
expansionis.r.l and hegemonism. The peoples of Palestine, South Africa, Zinbabvre, 
NaJ1li bia, Puerto Rico, Hestern Sahara and East Timor vrere still being denied their 
right to independence and self-determination. The racist ninority regirr1es of 
southern Africa survived only because the imperialist great Pmvers cynically 
supported then in their criminal policy of apartheid. Several thousand military 
bases, established by imperialisn in every continent against the will of the 
peoples of the regions concerned, threatened the sovereignty, territorial 
integrity and peaceful development of the States situated there and ir·1.peded the 
exercise of the right to self-determination by peoples under colonial and foreie;n 
domination. 

8. Even when obliged to vrithdraw fro1:1 a country which had vron independence by its 
own struggle, imperialists still stubbornly tried to undermine the endeavours of 
its people, or even to tighten their stranglehold on the country. The countries 
which had dared freely to choose their econonic and social system had beco::Je the 
targets of despicable manoeuvres. Those included unjustly imposed economic 
blockades, direct or indirect attempts at destabiliza,tion aimed against Benin, 
Guyana, Jamaica and Grenada, the training of mercenaries from anong the aggressive 
reactionary elenents of overthrown dictatorial regimes, the creation of so~called 
political parties, fronts or spurious governments in exile, as in the case of Iran, 
Hicara[SUa, Afghanistan, the Lao People's Democratic Republic and Kampuchea. There 
were also threats to suspend food assistance, ostentatious charity campaicns 
concealing ulterior political and military motives, the use of colonies of nationals 
living abroad as infiltrators, for subversion against their host countries, and, 
lastly, the shameless manipulation of the nass media in an attempt to mold public 
opinion, vii thout disdaining tbe use of lies and slander. 

9. The peoples 
had, on energine; 
seen their right 

of Viet NaH, the Lao People 1 s DeTI'.ocratic Republic and I(aTI'.puchea 
from one of the most agonizinc; national liberation 1-rars in history, 
to self-determination and independence seriously threatened by the 
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expansionistic and hegemonistic ambitions of an Asian great Pm.rer which regarded 
Viet Nam, in particular, as tbe key to attaining its goal of dominance in Asia 
and in the 1-rorld as a whole. Viet Nam, which bad gained its independence and 
sovereignty through thirty years of immense sacrifices~ would never allow itself 
to be intimidated in tbat way. The people of Viet Nam, closing ranks with the 
fraternal peoples of Laos and Kampuchea, was more determined than ever to continue 
the struggle not merely for its own effective exercise of tbe right to 
self-deterlll.ination and independence but a.lso for the effective exercise of tbat 
right by all the peoples of tbe Indo-Chinese peninsula and for peace, stability 
and co~operation in Indo-China and throughout South-East Asia. 

10. She thanked the delegations of friendly countries that had condemned those 
who pursued the policy of begemonism and expansionism for claiming the right to 
11teacb Viet Nam a lesson';. The Vietnamese people, while endeavouring to preserve 
and develop the solidarity and friendship which bad long bound it to the Chinese 
people, would defend with determination its country 1 s independence, sovereignty 
and terri to rial integrity and would denounce before the international community 
the great Power expansionist and hegemonist ambitions of the present Peking 
leadership. 

11. Despite immense difficulties, the Vietnamese people was fully confident of 
victory in its fight, >vhicb vras that of every people in the world, a fight for 
the achievement and defence of national independence and the right to self
determination. The advance of the vrorld 1 s peoples towards national liberation was 
assuredly going vell. 

12. Ivir. LAEl'VIIvffiRZAHL (German Democratic Republic) said that tbe right of peoples 
to self-determination, as embodied in the Charter of the United Nations, the 
International Covenants on Human Rights and the Declaration on the Granting of 
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, vras unquestionably one of the 
fundamental principles of contemporary international law. It implied the right 
of peoples to struggle for their liberation and to choose their path of social and 
economic development, it \vas expressed in their efforts to overcome colonial and 
racist exploitation and oppression and to restructure international economic 
relations on a democratic basis. The exercise of human rights could really be 
guaranteed only to peoples living in independent States, free from colonialism, 
racisn1, fascism, aggression, and foreign domination and pressures. 

13. The forces of peace and social progress were moving ahead, as could be seen 
in the new situation in Nicaragua and in the admission to United Nations 
membership of St. Lucia. The liberated peoples were, moreover, playing an important 
role in safeguarding peace and strengthening international security, as had been 
clearly shown by the documents of the Sixth Conference of Heads of States or 
Government of Non-Aligned Countries. 

14. In Africa, the peoples of Namibia, Zimbabwe and South Africa, led by their 
legitimate national liberation organizations and backed by all progressive forces, 
were shm.ring ever greater determination to put an end to imperialist aggression 
and oppression. The free countries, for their part, had set out to overcome the 
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consequences of centuries of colonial doE1inion. Some of them had undertaken 
profound social changes and wanted the improvements to bring major benefits to 
their peoples. they were seeking to base their self-determination on solid 
economic foundations in order to rid themselves of foreign interference, dispose 
freely of their own natural resources and thereby become able to promote political, 
economic, social and cultural development in complete independence. 

15. With highest priority the tasl\:s were the struggle against the colonial and 
racist regimes of southern Africa and the establishment of a lasting and stable 
peace in the Niddle East, w·here it was essential that people of Palestine, under 
the leadership of the PLO, should be able to exercise its right to self
determination including the right to a State of its own. In southern Africa, the 
ruling circles at Pretoria and Salisbury were trying to prolonG their domination 
by recourse to their brutal machinery of repressicn and by attacking African States. 
They >vere engaged in various manoeuvres to exclude SHAPO and the Patriotic Front, 
internationally recognized liberation organizations and the legitimate 
representatives of their peoples, from decisions about the future of their 
countries. While 11internal settlements!! were being enforced despite opposition 
by the national liberation movements, the African States and the United Nations, 
transnational corporations were continuing or intensifying their comprehensive 
su~port for the racist regimes. Those regimes were escalating their terror 
policies both inside and outside their borders, applying discriminatory racist 
laws more harshly than ever, imposing martial law over large areas of Namibia 
and Zimbabwe, and ans-vrering demands by the United Nations for the release of 
patriots by persecuting the national liberation movements -vrith still greater 
cruelty. 

16. In order to remove that threat to peace in southern Africa, measures should 
be taken without further delay to achieve effective isolation of the racist 
minority regimes and support the peoples of southern Africa unreservedly. The 
German Democratic Republic gave its full support to the decisions and resolutions 
of the United Nations aimed at countering the racists' policy of force by 
effective economic sanctions, a comprehensive arms embargo, an oil embargo, 
discontinuance of any support to the racist regimes in the economic, financial 
and military fields, and stringent measures that would put an end to the evil 
practices of mercenaries in Namibia and Zimbabwe and against the free States of 
Africa. 

17. Faithful to its basic foreign-policy principle of supporting the peoples 
fighting for their national liberation or in defence of their independence and 
freedom, the socialist German State viewed the struggle of peoples for the final 
elimination of colonialism, racism and apartheid as an integral part of the quest 
of progressive forces throughout the world for peace, security, detente and social 
progress. Clear evidence of that position could be seen in the negotiations 
conducted in February 1979 by leaders of the German Democratic Republic in LibyCl, 
Jl..ngola, Zambia and Bozmabique, as well as their consultations with the leaders 
of SHAPO, the Patriotic Front and ANC. 

18. With regard to the remark made by one representative concerning the German 
people, he wished to state that 30 years earlier the people of the German 
Deruocratic Republic had freely chosen to establish a State of their o-vm and were 
exercising their right to self-determination by shaping an advanced socialist 
society. 
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19. l~. HASSAN (Pakistan) said that the international community's recognition 
of self-determination as a fundamental and legitimate aspiration of every people 
had given iapetus to the struggle for decolonization and liberation. The right to 
self-determination, enshrined in the United Nations Charter, had been further 
mnplified in the Covenants on Human Rights and in a number of declarations and 
resolutions, including General Assembly resolutions 2649 (XXV) and 1514 (XV). 

20. The right to self~determination had, in general, found expression in the 
recent past sometimes through the achievement of national independence and 
sometimes through a people's free and voluntary association or integration with 
another State. Irrespective of the method however 9 an essential prerequisite 
vas that the exercise of the right of self-determination should be based on the 
freely expressea wishes of a majority. Otherwise the right of self-determination 
·vras violated and negated as in the case of the creation of Bantustans. 

21. He welcomed the endorsement by the Economic and Social Council, at its first 
regular session of 1979, of the recommendation by the Commission on Human Rights 
that the two studies on self-determination prepared by the Special Rapporteurs 
of the Sub-Commission on Prevention of Discrimination and Protection of Minorities 
should be given the widest possible publicity. 

22. Although the United Nations had done much to promote the right of self
determination, it remained a fact that some peoples were still being deprived of 
that right, for example in southern Africa, in Palestine and in Jammu and Kashmir. 
Disregarding decisions and resolutions of the United Nations, the racist minority 
regimes of Pretoria and Salisbury continued to subject their indigenous populations 
to the most vicious forms of racial discrimination and apartheid. Unless they 
came to their senses, southern Africa would continue to pose a grave danger to 
international peace and security. In Palestine, the principle of self-determination 
had been shamelessly violated. There could be no just and lasting settlement in 
the lvliddle East so long as the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people w·ere 
not respected and so long as its sole legitimate representative, the Palestine 
Liberation Organization, was excluded from peace negotiations. 

23. The Government and people of Pakistan, convinced that the day was not far off 
when the indomitable struggle of the peoples of southern Africa and Palestine 
would be crowned -vrith success·, would continue to extend full support to them. It 
was to be hoped that the international community would give those peoples concrete 
assistance in achieving their legitimate goals. 

24. l'-1r. l'lULISA (Rwanda) said that it would be unrealistic, even ironic, to argue 
that human rights could be guaranteed and respected if a people did not enjoy 
self-determination or was not permitted to choose its social, economic and cultural 
developme.nt freely. Oppression and colonial and racist exploitation were the w·orst 
of evils in that they denied the human person his most valuable assets: freedom 
and life. For that reason his Government was endeavouring to give all possible 
support to the peoples struggling for national liberation and those which, 
once liberated, were zealously defending their independence and freedom. As his 
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country's Hinister of Foreign Affairs had stated in the General Assembly, the 
existing situation in South Afria, Namibia and Rhodesia was too important for the 
United Nations to rest content with half-measures, and it was to be hoped that it 
would in future apply the measures and penalties demanded by the gravity of 
crimes perpetrated against humanity. His delegation would support any resolution 
and any decision of the Organization to impose mandatory sanctions against the 
racist regimes. 

25. He paid a tribute to the front-line countries which, despite their economic 
difficulties, were making enormous sacrifices to hasten the liberation of the 
peoples of Zimbabwe, Namibia and South Africa. The international community 
should increase its assistance to them and its aid to the national movements. 

26. Peoples were oppressed because they were trying to define their national 
identity; that was the situation of the Saharan people, which was fightinB in 
Western Sahara to gain its territorial sovereignty. There was no doubt that it 
had the right to self-determination, and the parties concerned should show 
moderation and wisdom in order to prevent the continued shedding of innocent blood. 
In that connexion, his Government paid a tribute to the Islamic Republic of 
Ivlauritania, which decided to renounce war and violence. 

27. Similarly, the Middle East crisis could be solved only when the Palestinian 
people had recovered its inalienable national rights, particularly the right to 
establish an independent State in its own territory. His country had always 
condemned Israel's expansionist activities in the Middle East and its acts of 
aggression against the Arab peoples, in particular the Palestinian people, since 
such acts were a serious obstacle to the Palestinian people 1 s attainment of 
self-determination and independence. 

28. His delegation had voted in favour of General Assembly resolution 33/24, thus 
indicating that it would never cease to give its support to the peoples struggling 
for independence. In deference to that resolution, his Government had in 
February 1979, ordered the arrest of a group of mercenaries recruited in Belgium 
by an adventurer and self-declared enemy of the regime of the Republic of Zaire; 
the mercenaries had hoped to pass through his country's territory posing as tourists, 
but their purpose was to stir up trouble in the neighbouring sovereign country. 
The 12 adventurers had been brought before the State Security Tribunal, and their 
trial had been held in the presence of their counsel and of observers from the 
Organization of African Unity, Zaire, Belgium and other countries 1v-hich had 
expressed a desire to be present. Two of the persons held had been acquitted and 
the other 10 had been given.prison sentences ranging from three to nine years. 

29. His Government, which -vras a party to the Organization of African Unity's 
Convention on the Elimination of Merc~naries in Africa, unreservedly condemned 
aggression by mercenaries, viewing their activities as criminal acts which seriously 
threatened the security of the African continent and jeopardized the lives and 
interests of foreigners in Africa. 
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30. :Mrs. DINGBEN ( Turl~ey) said that the United Nations had greatly helped to 
ensure that the right of peoples to decide their political status freely and to 
determine their economic and social development became one of the fundamental 
principles of international law·. Since the adoption of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples over 100 ne-vrly 
independent States had been admitted to membership of the United Nations, the most 
recent being Saint Lucia. 

31. In certain parts of the world, however, peoples were still struggling for 
self-determination and freedom. There could be no true justice, peace or 
international co-operation as long as certain peoples vTere denied the right to 
choose their destiny freely. 

32. Her Government and people had always rejected all forms of discrimination, 
exploitation and oppression. Having led the way for the liberation movements in 
the 1920s, they were following with concern developments in the situation in 
southern Africa, where the South African Government, despite repeated appeals, 
continued to apply the abhorrent policy of apartheid, depriving the majority of 
the people of equal political, economic and social rights. Her Government strongly 
condemned the policy of apartheid and believed that further, more effective 
measures should be adopted against South Africa. 

33. As a founding member of the United Nations Council for Namibia, her country 
reiterated that the illegal occupation of Namibia by South Africa was unacceptable. 
It fully supported the people of Namibia and SWAPO, its sole legitimate 
representative, in their justified struggle to achieve self-determination, 
genuine independence and freedom; the only realistic solution to the Namibian 
problem was to hold free elections for an independent and democratic Namibia, in 
conformity with Security Council resolutions 385 (1976) and 435 (1978). 

34. Her Government fully supported the rightful struggle of the people of Zimbab-vre 
and its authentic representative, the Patriotic Front, without whose participation 
no solution was possible. In that connexion, her delegation noted 1-ri th satisfaction 
the progress made at the Commonwealth Conference at Lusaka. It paid a tribute to 
the front-line States and to the United Kingdom, which had taken the initiative 
in organizing the Conference on Zimbabwe-Rhodesia, which would, it was to be hoped, 
pave the way for a peaceful solution based on the will of the majority. 

35. As part of the Middle East, her country follo-vred developments in that region 
with close attention. Her Government, believing that the Palestinian problem was 
the core of the conflict, fully supported the lebitimate rights of the Palestinian 
people to self-determination including the right to establish an independent State. 
It remained convinced that -vri thout the active participation of the Palestine 
Liberation Organization there could be no durable and comprehensive solution. It 
was to be hoped that the official visit of Mr. Yasser Arafat to her country 
earlier in the month, at the invitation of the Prime Minister, would bring about 
a further development in the relations between the two peoples. The two leaders 
had reaffirmed their belief that close co-operation between the Arab and Islamic 
countries of the region would greatly contribute to the solution of their problems 
without foreign interference. 
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36. In conclusiono she stressed the interrelationship between self-determination 
and independence, on the one hand, and economic ancl_ social developr1ent. i!lJile 
it should be given first priority, decolonization alone -vms not sufficient to 
remedy the ills of underdevelopment. There could be no peace and stability in 
a world where the disparity between the rich and the poor nations continued to be 
of such alarmine; :proportions. The continuin,'_';, though often disal')pointinp:, efforts 
to establish a new international economic order clearly demonstrated that the 
right to self-determination was not merely political in character and that the new 
international economic order would be the primary method for the protection and 
maintenance of the sovereignty of States. New impetus would have to be given to 
the efforts to establish a nevr economic order conducive to the development of 
the developjn(j countries with their full and active co~-operation. Her country 
was ready to make available its experience and its resources to the otr~r 
developing countries which were trying to develop and to achieve s~lf-reliance. 

37. Hrs. ANDERSON (Guyana) said that whatever sceptics might say about the role 
and effectiveness of the United ''Tations, it had done excellent work in implementin£\ 
the principles enunciated in General Asse~bly resolution 1514 (XV). That was 
shown by the growth, over the previous two decades, in the number of independent 
States, of which Saint Lucia -,ras the most recent. 

38. The right of peoples to self-determination was not merely their right to 
pursue their freely chosen political objectives in a manner which they themselves 
had determined. Self-determination 1vas the basic right of peoples to chart their 
own destiny, to live their lives free of all domination and exploitation, and to 
pursue their own development as they thought fit. To deny a people self
determination was therefore to deny it the exercise of its fundamental ri~hts. 

39. The classic instance of the denial of the ri~ht of peoples to self
determination was seen in southern Africa, where the institutionalized system of 
apartheid, which was an affront to human dignity suppressed the aspirations of the 
black majority. There was indeed universal consensus on the abhorrent nature of 
apartheid. Unfortunately, there was no consensus to dismantle that system or to 
place the human rights of millions of oppressed blacks before considerations of 
economic or strategic advantage. By buttressing the South African regime, that 
country's Hestern allies were enabling it to continue its policy of oppression 
of the black majorities. 

40. Recent events in Zimbabwe, where a bloody stru[):gle for self -detern1ination was 
in progress, confirmed what her delegation had consistently maintained about the 
so-called "internal settlernent 11

• It was to be hoped that a negotiated settlement 
could lead to a transfer of power to the majority of the population, which could 
bring an end to the war, whose outcome, namely the victory of the Patriotic Front, 
was inevitable. 

41. In the Middle East, the Palestinian people, which for centuries had possessed 
a clearly defined territory, continued to live scattered outside its territory or 
under occupation. The occupier of the territory, namely Israel, was preventing 
that people from enjoying its most basic rights, including the inalienable rights 
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to a homeland and the right to live in peace. There could be no peace in the 
re6ion until the Palestinian question was faced squarely, nrunely, as a matter of 
self-determination, and until the inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, 
including its right to establish an independent State, were fully recognized. 
The Palestinians would have to be equal participants in any negotiations for such 
a settlement, through their sole and legitimate representative, the Palestine 
Liberation Organization. 

42. In the Caribbean region, the people of Belize vrere still being denied the 
right to self-determination and independence. 

43. Her delegation remained committed to the cause of self-determination and 
independence and reiterated its support for the efforts of peoples struggling to 
achieve those rights and for their liberation movements, because it was convinced 
of the indivisibility of human freedom. 

44. iir. MASiilB:C (Malawi) expressed his delegation's solidarity with all peoples 
fighting for self-determination and independence. It had become more urgent than 
ever that all colonized people should be granted their independence and that the 
United Nations should assist in ending colonial wars. His Government had been 
greatly relieved to find both the Patriotic Front and the Rhodesian authorities 
accepting the Lusaka COl!llilonwealth plan, and it hoped that peace would soon be 
restored in Zimbabvre and that the people of that country would be able to choose 
the type of GJvernment it wished to have and to elect its leaders: that was the 
inalienable right of the people of Zimbabwe, which the peoples of the United 
Nations should be prepared to defend. 

45. His delegation fully supported the just struggle of the Nrunibian people for 
self-determination and independence. It had commended the five Hestern members 
of the Security Council for their efforts to arrive at a negdtiated solution of 
the Namibia problem and hoped that the other members of the Security Council would 
co-operate in bringing the 1var to an end. Only a solution that took into account 
the interests of the entire Namibian people, including SHAPO, and that allowed 
the Namibian people to choose the type of Government and the leaders it wanted, 
could lead to peace. 

46. \'lith regard to Uestern Sahara, his Government had been among the first to 
commend the action taken by Ilauri tania in withdrawing from the Territory, so that 
the people might freely choose the type of Government and the leaders it wanted. 
His Government appealed to all parties to the dispute to co-operate with the 
Organization of African Unity (OAU) in the organization of a referendum and thanked 
the OAU's corrllliittee of wise men, which had advised the holding of a referendum. 

47. Talks should also be arranged between the interested parties on the East Timor, 
Belize and Middle East problems without setting any pre-conditions. 

48. Mr. GARVALOV (Bulgaria) said that the right of peoples to self-determination, 
embodied in the Charter of the United Nations, the International Covenants on 
Human Rights and the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial 
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Countries and Peoples, was one of the fundamental principles of contemporary 
international law. The realization of that right, particularly with regard to 
colonial peoples, was one of the most important objectives of the United l'Jations. 
The eradication of colonialism was an inseparable part of the struggle of 
progressive and democratic countries to strengthen peace and security in the -vrorld. 

49. The suppression of the right to self-determination in various parts of the 
world was one of the causes of increasing tension. It led to serious violations 
of human rights and fundamental freedoms and was incompatible -vTith the norms of 
international law and the Charter of the United Nations. The process of national 
liberation, which had begun in 1917 with the Great October Socialist Revolution, 
had assumed greater proportions follmving the end of the Second 1Jorld Har and 
had led to the collapse of imperialism and colonialism. Some 80 countires had thus 
gained their independence, Saint Lucia being the most recent. In the majority of 
cases, independence had come about as the result of a hard-fought struggle, and 
the United :Nations had had the courage to recognize the legitimacy of the struggle 
and the right to use all means available, including armed struggle. The 
international comrnunity continued to accord priority to the struggle of colonial 
peoples to exercise their right to self-determination. 

50. As was well known, the situation in southern Africa, and in other regions vf 
the world, such as the Middle East, constituted a flagrant violation of human 
rights and fundamental freedom. The racist regimes in Salisbury and Pretoria 
were waging bloody colonial wars in various forms - mass oppression, massacres, 
imprisonment, illegal detention, the establishment of concentration camps and 
bantustans -against the peoples of Zimbabwe, Nawibia and South Africa in order 
to keep them in bondage. Nazi-like methods were being used on a large scale to 
thwart the aspirations of those peoples. Since it had become clear that the most 
brutal forms of oppression could not dampen the 1-rill of peoples to achieve 
independence, new plans were under way to grant sham independence to the peoples 
of Zimbab-vre and Namibia. Such manoeuvres could not succeed as long as their 
ultimate goal was not to grant genuine independence to the colonial peoples. The 
international conrrnunity vas justifiably concerned that those plans were the work 
of certain imperialist States and their transnational corporations. Those same 
States had recently sided completely with the former Portuguese colonial ern.pire 
and had tried by all means possible to thwart the national liberation struggle in 
Angola, lviozambique, Guinea~Bissau and other territories. 

51. It was high time that the \vest ern States, 1-rhich had never abandoned their 
support for the racist regimes in Pretoria and Salisbury and were refusing to 
recognize national liberation movements, such as SHAPO and the Patriotic Front, 
which were recognized by the United Nations and the internat.ional community, 
implemented the relevant resolutions of the United Nations with respect to the 
right to self-determination, in particular resolution 2621 (XXV) on the Programme 
of Action for the full implementation of tbP Declaration on the Granting of 
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. 

52. With regard to the Arab people of Palestine, the Bulgarian people not only 
sympathized with the liberation struggle in Palestine but supported the concerted 
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efforts of the Palestinian people, under the leFtdership of its sole authentic 
representative, the Palestine Liberation Organization, to exercise its right 
to self-determination and establish its mrn State. The Palestinian people uas 
entitled to exercise its ri~ht to self-determination, just as had 152 States 
~~embers of the United Nations, including Israel. To say that that right was 
secondary and that the P:c"lestinian people Has entitled only to autonomy or to 
distort the goals of its national liberation movement flagrantly violated the 
right of peoples to self-deter;:,ination and thereby the Charter of the United 
nations. 

53. 'l'here had been a number of instances of aggression sponsored by the 
ir;1perialists -vri th the aim of preventine; the exercise of the ric;ht of peoples to 
self~determination, in particular in Afghanistan, Angola, Ethiopia, K~puchea, 
the Lao People's Democratic Republic, l'Ticaragua and Viet Ham. The Bulgarian 
people were also concerned about the continuing colonial status of the small 
territories in the Caribbean, the Pacific, the Atlantic and the Indian Ocean. The 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples in 
resolution 1514 (XV) made no distinction betvreen colonial territories. The United 
Nations and the international cormnunity should therefore set high priority on the 
decolonize"tion of those territories, and the dismantline; of foreign military bases 
on some of them "IWUld speed up the process. 

54. The People 1 s Republic of Bulgaria had always actively supported the struggle 
of colonial peoples and vould continue to do so and to support, bilaterally and 
multilaterally, efforts to assist the peoples of southern Africa and other colonial 
territories to exercise their right to self-determination. 

55. l!rs. KRYSHTALEVICH (Eyelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that history 
showed that the realization of the rie;ht of peoples to self-deter;n_ina.tion was an 
iLlportant prerequisite for the exercise of human rights and for the social, 
economic and political development of peoples. The right to self-determination, 
affirn1ed in the United Nations Charter, had been confirmed by many instruments of 
international la-vr, in particular the Declaration on the Granting of Independence 
to Colonial Countries and Peoples, vhich had solenmly proclaimed the necessity of 
bringing all forms of colonialism to an end. Hany subsequent decisions by the 
United Nations, in particular General Assembly resolution 33/24, had stressed the 
importance of applying all the provisions of the Declaration. 

56. The struggle to eliminate the last vestiges of colonialism had reached a 
decisive stage. The strengthening of detente and the improved international 
climate offered neu opportunities to eliminate the last vestiges of colonial 
bondage once and for all. The admission of 69 new States to the United Nations 
since 1960 shmv-ed that the process of decolonize>.tion -vms irreversible. However, 
the colonialists -vrere still placine; l'lajor obstacles in its path. Currently 
international peace \YaS threatened by the efforts of the racist regimes in 
southern Africa, supported by imperialist forces, to breal~ the 1-rill of the 
Zimbab~:ean and jTamibian patriots and to install neo~colonialist puppet regimes. 
The refusal of the racist regimes to transfer all po-.;.rers to the peoples of 
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Zimbabue and l!amibia, and to the Patriotic front and S\VAPO, their only lecsi timate 
representatives, vras accompanied by cruel repression and acts of aggression against 
neighbouring sovereign States. 

57. That policy of the racist regimes liaS made possible only by aid from certain 
Hestern countries. In resolution 33/24, the General Assembly had condemned the 
policies o:f those members of NATO and of other countries l·rhich, by maintaining 
linl\:S l{ith the racist regimes in southern Africa, encourat;ed them to persist in 
their suppression of the aspirations of peoples for self~determination. Economic 
and financial aid from certain \·Jestern countries had allovred the Salisbury and 
Pretoria regimes to increase their military ex:9enditure by 230 per cent and 
200 per cent respectively over the past four years. The international community 
l·ras rightly alarmed by the efforts of the apartheid regime' aided by certain 
Hestern countries and transnational corporations, to achieve a nuclear potential. 
Participants in the United Nations Seminar on Nuclear Collaboration vith South 
Africa, recognizing that South Africa's nuclear potential constituted a threat to 
peace, had called for an end to nuclear collaboration vri th that country and the 
tal,ing of effective steps by the international community to prevent Pretoria from 
executing its plans. Similarly, the final communique of the Extraordinary 
Hinisterial ~1eetine; of the Co-ordinating Bureau of Non-Aligned Countries, held in 
r.Iaputo at the beginning of 1979' had denounced the supplying of the racist regimes 
in southern Africa with the means to produce nuclear Heapons. 

58. DesDite the arms embargo imposed against South Africa by the Security Council 
under resolution 418 ( 1977), that country •vas continuing to receive arras o 

equipment which could be used for military purposes, and electronic equipment. In 
1978, in other vmrds after the embargo had been imposed, South Africa's imports of 
military equipment had risen to 300 million rands. 

59. Certain '\-Test ern countries were seeking to impose a neo-colonialist solution 
through "internal settlement" and the installation of puppet regimes. Those 
efforts constituted a serious obstacle to the liberation of southern Africa. 

60. In the Iliddle East, the Israeli authorities were continuing to apply their 
colonialist policy in the occupied Arao territories and to refuse to recognize 
the rights of the Palestinian people. A just and lasting peace 1wuld be brought 
to the ree;ion only by an over-all settlement which provided for the return to the 
Arab countries of all the territories usurped in 1967, and uhich alloued the Arab 
people of Palestine to exercise their right to self-determination and to establish 
their own independent State. 

61. The Byelorussian SSR declared its solidarity I·Ti th those peoples •,;rho 1·rere 
fightins for their independent development and it condemned Pekinc' s great~Pouer 
policy in Viet Nam, Laos, Kampuchea and other South~East Asian countries, 1vhich 
threatened peace and derogated from the right of the peoples of that region to 
self-determination. It hoped that durin:: its thirty-fourth session the General 
Asseably 1Wuld contribute to the final elimination of racism and colonialism. 
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62. Hr. IIELAl'lED (Israel), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, rejected 
the venomous slander aimed at Israel. 

63. The right to self-determination had al-vrays been a just cause to which the 
United nations had contributed a great deal. Israel had indeed whole-heartedly 
supported the Organization's stand on that matter on many occasions. It had often 
aided countries which subsequently had joined the ranl~s of its detractors. 

64. The facts had to be vie1ved in their true historical perspective. In 1922 the 
British Government had announcecl that the provisions of the !1andate relati!).G to 
the establis:b.ment of a Je-vrish National Home· vould not apply to the territory east 
of the River Jordan, and had created in that territory the Emirate of Trans·~Jordan, 
nmv l:no~<m as the Kingdom of Jordan. In 1948, i-rhen Israel uas fighting for its 
independence, Trans-Jordan had invaded and.occupied part of the territory west of 
the River Jordan and Trans-Jordan had become Jordan. Prior to the Six-Day \-Jar of 
1967, that state of affairs had not been contested by the Palestinian·Arabs and it 
had been cenerally recognized that they vere citizens of the Kin:::;dom of Jordan. 
In fact, many of tJ'lem had reached political and economic prominance under 
Jordanian rule. 1lany of the a&ninistrative staff of the country, and even 
ministers and members of Parliament, had e.merged from their ranks. People ~f 
Palestinian origin constituted the majority of the inhabitants of that country. It 
•;~as interesting to note that during those 19 years (1948 to 1967) the issue of 
Palestinian Arabs had been raised only as a humanitarian refugee problem. Security 
Council resolution 242 (1967), which vas generally acc~pted by the Communist as 
well as the Arab countries, referred to the need to achieve a just settlement of 
the refugee problem. It had not been until 1970, vrhen Jordan had put an end to 
the presence of armed terrorists in its territory after the Yom Kippur \<Jar, and 
~Vhen a ne~-r manoeuvre had obliged Israel to abandon the cease-fire lines established 
after the Har, that the Arabs had jumped on the band~Vaggon of 11 self-determination". 
They had sensed holY favourable Horld opinion vras to the liberation of colonial 
peoples, and very conveniently forgot the plight and the struggle of minorities 
they used to oppress and still Q.id. 

65. Ilany delegations had affirmed that the Palestinian people had been fighting 
for 30 years for independence. But Hhy had self-determination been denied to 
Judea, Samaria and Gaza during the 18 years of Arab domination from 1949 to 1967? 
The only conclusion \Vas that the Palestinian Arabs had enjoyed fe~Ver rights in 
1960 than in 1967. The truth vvas that ideals outlined more than 60 years earlier, 
vrhich still constituted a source of sincere inspiration for some States, had been 
distorted by others. The Arabs considered tl1at they alone could exercise the 
right to self~determination. The Jew·s ~Vere to have no such right, not even the 
right to define themselves as a nation. \/hen Hell-intentioned speakers spol\:e in 
favour of the right to self~determination, they should kno"IV vrhat the PLO terrorist 
organization and its supporters raeant by that. For the PLO, the former mandate 
territory of Palestine -vras one indivisible whole - there vas no place there for 
any other nation. For the PLO, there uas no Israeli nation, although it 
condescended to accept the existence of Judaism as a religion. For the PLO and its 
supporters, a return to what they considered their land meant simply to plunder 
Israel's achievements, to destroy any trace of Je1dsb independence and return the 
country to the state of desolation and bacln-mrdness that had characterized it under 
the Ottoman Empire. 
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66. Hhoever understood those truths should not use the usual lane;uage when 
addressin~ himself to the problems related to the Biddle East conflict. The States 
of the Middle East had foue;ht for too lone; to allow· the opportunity of joining the 
current peace process to pass. The Biddle I'ast had been witnessinc; for the past 
hro years the most positive development to take place in that ree;ion for decades 9 

and perhaps for centuries. Only ree;imes which ·uere afraid of tall;:ing peace~ or 
terrorist ore;anizations --:rhich Hould lose their very raison d 1 etre by taking such 
a step) continued to oppose the peace process and i•rere trying to obstruct the road 
to solutions, either by manoeuvring in international forums or by planting bombs 
in market places. 

67. Uhatever rhetoric might be used~ the enlightened uorld l·rould come to realize 
that the current negotiations on granting autonomy to the Arab inhabitants of Judea, 
Samaria and Gaza constituted the only existing positive solution which did not 
negate the right of any people in the region to live in peace and prosperity~ side 
by side w·ith its neighbours. The chorus of speakers i-rho conc1ermed that solution 
Has not proposing any positive vTay out. It uas in fact preaching for the 
destruction of Israel and for the establishment of a base of international terrorism 
in the very heart of the rec;ion that had once been knmm as the cradle of 
civilization. 

63. rlr. 1·T.A1\fG Jie~chen (China), speakin,:3 in exercise of the rir;ht of reply, said 
that Viet J.Jam \Tas curr-ently pursuing its aggression in t=ampuchea in flagrant 
violation of the United Nations Charter. Instead of talking so much about the 
right of peoples to self~determination 9 Viet Nam 1-rould do better to tal~e concrete 
action and withdrau its troops from Kampuchea. In accusing China of hegemonism~ 
like a thief crying :'Stop thief! '7 to spread confusion, Viet Nam 1-ras in fact usin.n; 
the methods of its master and tryinc; to divert attention from the hegemonistic 
policy of a super-Povrer. 

69. Brs. l'TGUYEH DL1H TIT.AITII (Viet Ham~, speal:in[S in exercise of the right of reply, 
said that it uas -vrell lmown that, in the face of the refusal of the Vietnamese 
people to submit to its will, the reactionary clique -vrhich 1vas currently in poi·rer 
in Peldnc; had embarked on a campaign of systematic denigration of Viet Nam and did 
not hesitate to resort to the grossest calumny ar:ainst that country. The myth of 
Viet Ham 1 s allec;ed aggression against Kampuchea, uhich (:hina and other countries 
1-1ere tryinc; to propagate, bore a strildnr' similarity to the rn.yth propae;ated by the 
United States regarding the aller;ed age;ression of ~Torth Viet ITa.Ln ae;ainst South Viet 
Nam at a time Hhen the peoples of Viet Ham, Laos and r·~ampuchea had been fic:;htinr: 
side by side for their survival against a State "lvhich uas 20 times stronger. 
Tha.t unflinchine; solidarity among the peoples of the three countries had determined 
the victorious outcome of the struc;c;le against the old and new colonialists who 
had attacked Viet Ham. 

70. As the Vietnamese delee;ation had stated on many occasions, the Vietnamese 
troops were stationed in the territory of Kampuchea at the request of the 
People's Revolutionary Council of that country and in accordance Hith the treaty of 
friendship and co~operation sic;ned betvreen Kampuchea and Viet lJam. In keepinc; uith 
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the spirit of that treaty, the Vietnamese troops ivould vi thdra-vr as soon as the 
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threat of external ac;c;ression disappeared. Viet lTarn: s support for the just struggle 
uhich the people of Kampuchea l·rere waginf,, for their survival and for recor;ni tion 
of their ri2;ht to self--odetermination under the aec;is of the People 1 s Revolutionary 
Council, -vras fully in accord l·rith international lmr and the United Nations Charter. 
The soverei."Tl 2c'eoples of Viet Earn and F:arrrpuchea did not need to consult those 
committinr; ae;e;ression against them about the best -vray of ore:anizinc; the defence 
of their territory. 

71. I-'Ir. E!'i!G Jie- chen (China)" speakinc: in exercise of the richt of reply, said 
that he -vrould confine hir:lself to noting that the majority of States Hembers of 
the United ~TG-tions had been able to judge for themselves uhether Viet Nam bad in 
fact invaded Democratic Kampuchea. Perhaps the Vietnamese deler;ation needed to be 
reminded that Viet lTam had invaded Kampuchea on 26 December 1978 and had occupied 
Phnom Penh on 7 January 1979 o It was thus curious that Viet l'Tam had declared that 
it had sent its troops to ICa:mpuchea at the invitation of Henr, Sal'lrin -vrhen the 
latter's puppet regime had been installed on 8 January 1979. 

72. His delegation reserved the ri["ht to respond to any further allee;ations by the 
Vietnamese delec;ation. 

73. I irs. l·rGUYI:II..~Jiil~ TIIJ\HH (Viet Fam), speakin£'. in exercise of the right of reply, 
said that heapinc calumny on Viet ~.Tam and claiminc; to be the champion of the 
l~ampuchean people's rieht to self~-determination would not enable the Chinese 
delegation to reverse roles by representing the aggressor as the victim of 
accression and disguising China 1 s heger.1onistic and expansionist aims. 

74-. li_r o EE.JG-~!1_ (Der:o_ocratic Kampuchea) said that he reserved his delegation 1 s 
richt of reply. 

75. 1lro SAFE~H (Observer, Palestine Liberation Organization), speaking in exercise 
of the-ric;ht of reply, said that certain subjects, such as the sufferinr of a 
people ) should be approached Hi tb a sense of decency. That i-ras something which 
the representative of Israel~ whose statement had simply been one more 
rnanifestation of the arrogance of a colonial Pouer, would do -vrell to realize. 
The position of delegations >vhich had already spoken on the subject had demonstrated 
to him that arrocance had no place in the United Nations. 

76. U~TAS! (Jordan), speal;:inc; in exercise of the rip:ht of reply 9 said that the 
representative of Israel should refrain from participating in the debate on an 
item 1rhich had been included in the CoTI1~1ittee 's agenda precisely because of his 
country~ s attitude to the question of human ric:hts and the exercise of the rip:ht of 
peoples to self deterr;1ination o Since its creation, Israel had been usurping all 
the rights of the Palestinians and, as ,,ras proved by the resolutions adopted by the 
United nations , no other country had been the object of so much condemnation. 

The meet in."~ rose at 5. 20 n. m. 




