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Burundi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 20 
l!thi<lpia . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . It) 

Upper Volta . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4 

Uar•ing ohtaim•d the required majority, tli£' lrol:l' Comil 
nws <'i£'('t£•d a nwmb£'1' of' tlu.• ('onmti.~.\·ion 011 1/umau 
Rig/us. 

IS. The I,Rf.SIDENT announced that. since none of the 
other candidates lmd obtained the required ma,jority. a 
tl1rther ballot would he held. In ~•ccordance with rule 70. 
JX~mgraph ::!, of the ('ouncirs nales of procedure. the h~•llot 
would be restricted to the four unsuccessful candidates 
which had obtained the greatest number of votes in the first 
ballot, namely Burundi. l~gy pt, Morocco and Scneg~li. lie 
invited the Council to elect two members from among 
thuse candidates. 

A vote was take11 by secret ballot. 

Number of ballot papers: 
IIIJ•alid ballot.'~: 
Number ofl'alid btl/lots: 
R£'tl'lir£•d majority: 

Numb£•r of ••ote.~ obtaim•d: 

S4 
3 

51 
.:!6 

Sc11cgal . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3.1 
Egypt . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .:!5 
Morocco . . . . . . . . . . , . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .:!3 
llurundi . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 18 

lllll'illg obtai11£'d the n•quir£•d llllljority. SL'ueglll u·as 
d£•ct£'d a lll£'mb£•r oft II£' C'ommi.'isiou 011 /Iuman Nights. 

16. The I,RESIDENT said that. since none of the other 
candidates had obtained the re<luired majority. u further 
h~tllut would he held. h\ ;•ccordance with rule 70. pam· 
graph ::!, of the Council's · ·. 1 i~;, ·-f procedure. the ballot 
would ht.' restricted tu the two unsuccessful c~mdidtttes 
which lwd ohtuined the greatest number of votes in the 
second ballot. namely Egypt and Morol'Co. Furthermore. 
since only one place was to be filled, rule 69 of the rules of 
procedure would llpply. 

A mt£' was tak£'11 hy .'iecr£'1 ballot. 

Number oj' ballot paper.'i: 
/m•alid ballots: 
Numher c 1,(1'alid ballots: 
Absu•miom: 
Numb£•r of 11WIIIb£•r.'i •·oting: 
R£•quired majority: 

Numher oj' J'oi£'S obtaim•d: 

53 
3 

50 
5 

45 
.:!3 

l~gyJll " .. I ••• I •••• I ••••• I I .... I • I • .:!X 
Morocco . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17 

lltJJ•ing obtaill£'d til£• r£•quir('d majority. l:'gypt \\'as dec ted 
a 111£'/llher of th£' C'ommi.'i.'iicm o11 /lu11um Nights. 

Til£• lll£'£'tillg ro.\'£' at 12.55 fUll. 

2058th meeting .., 

Thursday. 12 May 1977. at 3.30 p.m. 

Pl'£'.'ihh•11t: Mr. L~1disluv SMil> (Czechoslovakia). 

AGENilA ITEM 3 

Dee~de for Action to Combat Racism ~nd Racial Discrimi· 
nation (cmuimletl}* (E/5920, E/5921. E/5922. E/ 
L.l759, E/L.I764, E/L.I76S, E/L.I767. E/NG0/62. 

I. The I,RESIDENT drew attention to un errol" in the 
French text of draft resolution E/l.l759, entitled ''lmple· 
mentation of the l'rogrmnme for the Dec:ule for Action to 
Combat R~1cism ~md Rucial Discrimination". At the end of 
paragraph 5, the word "activites" should be replaced by 
the word "£'ntreprbie.\' ·: 

2. Mr. BUFFUM (Under-Secretary-General for Politicai 
and General Assembly Affairs) s~1id th~ll pnmgraph 1 of 
draft resolution E/L.l76S. concerning the ~•ppointment of 
the Sccretarv-Gcncral of the World Conference to Combat 
l~cism ~md ·Racial Discrimination. rclitrictcd the powers of 
the Sccretary-Geneml of the United Nations by requesting 
that such ~•ppointment be made ~11 the level of Assistant 
Sccretary-Generul and after consultation with regionnl 

"'Rl•sum~d from thl' 2US2nd llll'l'lill!!. 

E/SR . .:!05H 

1-!I'OUps. The leg~•l Counsel had expressed the opinion that 
Art ide I 0 I of the Charter of the United N<tt ions laid down 
&~s the only procedural limit~1tion on the appointment of 
staff by the Secretary-General tlwt such appointments 
should he mude "under regulations established by the 
General Assembly". The proposed text of the draft 
resolution would therefore nut he in <~ccord~•nce with the 
Charter. Since the Secretary-General nttachcd great impor· 
tam.:e a.nd priority to the success of the World Conference, 
he recogni?-ed tlwt the individual ~•!)pointed to co-ordinate 
it must be highly competent, must enjoy wide confidence 
and must be of the highest level necessary to ens me the 
successful organization of the Conference. Flll" the suke of 
economy. the candidate would be appointed from anhmg. 
United Nations st:1ff. The Secretary-( ieneral therefore 
hoped that the Council would not limH his flexibility in 
choosing the most experienced and competent senior 
offici<1l avaih1ble ~•t the required time. 

3. Under pamgraph H of the dmft resolution, the ('ouncil 
would recommend "that the Conference be hdd in Geneva 
or New York or any other place which may be suggested hy 
:md accepted from, any Guvernm.:nt thut may subsequent!~ 
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offer to act as host to h ... On the other hand. paragraph 6 
of the draft resolution recommended in draft resc.)!ution 
E/L.I765. pamgraph ~0. for adoption by the General 
Assembly, authorize~ ''the allocation from the regular 
budget of the United Nations of the costs involved in 
holding th~ Conference.,. He drew the Council's attention 
to Gcneml Assembly resolution 3 i I 140. section. I. para· 
graph 5. in which it was stated that "United Nations bodies 
may hold sessions away from their established headquarters 
when " Government issuing mt invitation for a seision to be 
held within its territory has agreed to defray. after 
consultation with the Secretary-General as to their nature 
and possible extent. the actual i!dditional cost directly or 
indirectly involved.,. That provision had been interpreted as 
applying to United Nations conferences. and the Secretary· 
Gencr:.•.i therefore understood that paragraph 6 of the draft 
rcsolutian recommended for adoption· by the General 
Assembly should he interpreted in ~ manner consistent with 
resolution 31 /140. namely that. should the Conference be 
held in a location other th~m one of the headquarters. the 
host Government would have to cover the additional costs. 

4. Miss ILIC (Yugoslavia) introduced draft resolution 
E/L.I764. entitled ··world Conference for Action against 
Apartheid ... on behalf of the sponsors. which had been 
joined by Uganda. The draft resolution took into account 
the fact that apartheid w;.as a crime aga~.tst hmmmity ~md 
that action against apartheid should be one of the 1mtin 
features of the Decade fnr Action to Combat Racism and 
Racial Discrimination. On behalf of the sponsors. she said 
that the word ••further .. in the second preambular para­
graph should he deleted &md tlmt the following new third 
preamhuli.tr paragraph should be added: .. R(•mlling jitrtller 
its resolution (LXII) in which it recommended that 
the General Assembly should declare 197M lnte'rnational 
Anti-apart/wid Year ... The ex~sting third prcambular para­
graph would become the fourth preambular paragraph. 

S. The draft resolution had been approved by the African 
Group and ~ontaincd no controversial clements. The 
sponsors therefore hoped that no difficulties would arise in 
its. adoption. 

6. The PRESIDENT pointed out th~Jt the new prcambular 
p~tragraph referred tu a dcdsion which had not yet been 
adopted hy the Council. Draft resolution ~·/L.I764 could 
therefore not be voted on until a decision had bc\!n taken 
concerning the proposal to declare I 4.)78 lntcrmtHonal 
AnH-apar(/wid Y car. 

7. Miss BALOGlJN (Nigeria) said that she wished to 
<;Xpl:.~in the position of the Afri!.:1!rj Group on the item 
under consideration by the Council, :~.11d to introduce draft 
resolutions E/ L.l 759, on behalf of the sponsors to which 
should he added Somalia. and E/L.I765. also qn behalf of 
the spt.<tsors --to which should he :added Gabon, Togo and 
the Upper Volta. Various points on which the sponsors had 
heen in unanimous :.~grcement~ had nut been included in the 
draft resolution out of a desire to be conciliatory and in the 
hope thut l!!.~th resolutions would he &~dopted by the 
('mmcil by consensus. that the Dc\!ade for Action to 
C'ombat Rucism and Racial Discrimination would be suc­
cessful and that participation in it would ~c as broad as 
possihle. The sponsors of the draft resolutions were 
convi'nced tluAt the Second World Black and African 

J-'estival of Arts and Culture. held at Lagos from I 5 January 
to 12 February 1977. had highlighted the relations between 
the participants in the Festival and the rest of the societies 
from which they came. 

8. Racism and racial discrimination were world problems 
which existed, in various forms a.nd dimensions. in all parts 
of the p!anet. Because of the role they played in world 
affairs. certain countries should assume leadership in that 
sphere. In doing so. they must hear in mind that when they 
formed judgements about morality ~md social progress in 
other countries. their credibility would increasingly depend 
on the progress they themselves made in their own societies 
in that respect. 

9. The two draft resolutions had taken into account the 
fact that, as the Preparatory Sub-Committee for the World 
Conference to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination 
had indicated in its report ( E/5922). special attention 
should be paid to the situation prevailing in southern 
Africa. where the problem was uggravated by apartheid. 

10. With regard to paragraph 2 of draft resolution E/ 
l.l 765. she explained that it was not the intention of the 
sponsors to tic the hands of the Secretary-General, who 
c.:ould choose any one of the 20 Assistant Secretaries· 
General to he Secretary-General of t';c Conference. With 
regard to paragraph 8, the purpose of the phrase ••and 
accepted from" was to ensure that the Economic and Spcial 
Council would consider any offer from a Government to 
act HS host to the Conference. The sponsors did not, for 
instance, want South Africa as host country, even in the 
hypothetical case that an offer was made in that respect. 
With regard to paragraph 6 of the draft resolution recom· 
mended 'to the Gcneml Assembly for adoption in paragraph 
I 0 of the draft resolution, the sponsors thought that any 
country which wanted the Conference to be held in its 
territory should be prepared to pay the additional costs 
involved in holding the Conference somewhere other. than 
Geneva or New York. in accordance with the General 
Assembly resolutiotl to that effect. 

II. With reference to operative paragraph 5 of draft 
resolution E/L.I759. about which some delegations ap­
pcar\!d to have reservations, the sponsors thought that it 
should he considerc.~d in the context of the resolutions 
adopted by the General Assembly and ~he Security Council 
concerning economic sanctions against the racist regimes of 
southern Africa. The economic relations which some 
countries mHintaincd with those regimes had various as­
pects, hut the sponsurs believed that the sanctions covered 
not only trade relations but also industrial relations. They 
also believed that, if the vr.Hious countries had sufficient 
politic:.JI will. it was possible to adopt measures at the local 
level which would prevent certain corporations from 
continuing their investments in southern Africa. Those 
measures were necessary in order to bring about black 
tmt.iority rule in the area, an objective on which all members 
of the Council were agreed; then, once that objective had 
been achieved, it would no longer be necessary to adopt 
measures or sanctions of any type. 

12. Finally, her delegation asked that both draft reso­
lutions should be adopted by consensus; that would reflect 
the political will of Governments not only to eliminate 
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racism and racial discrimination. but also to support 
unreservedly the World Conference to Combat R:1cism and 
Racial Discrimination. · 

13. Mr. MARSHALL (United Kingdom) said that his 
delegation had difficulty in accepting some of the provi· 
sions of draft resolution E/L.1759, in particular the last 
preambular paragraph and operative puragraph 5 which. in 
his opinion. went beyond the competence of the Economic 
and Social Council and the c;eneml Assembly. For that 
reason. and despite the f:1ct that the remaining provisions of 
the draft resolution were acceptable. his delegation could 
not support the draft resolution and would be obliged to 
abstain in the vote on it. 

14. Mr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) drew the Council's 
attention to the fact that. in the English text. para· 
graph I (c) of the annex to draft resolution E/L.I765 
should read .. International Convention on the Suppression 
and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid" and not 
.. International Covenant ... ". 

15. Miss BALOGUN (Nigeria) informed the members of 
the Council that paragraph 4 (h) of draft resolution E/ 
L.l765 and paragraph 5 (b) nf the draft resolution recom· 
mended to the General Assembly in paragraph I 0 of tlmt 
draft resolution should read: •• ... to participate in the 
sessions and work of all international conferences convened 
under its auspices in accordance with Geneml Assembly 
resolutions 3237 (XXIX) of 21 November 1974 and 31/1 52 
of 20 December 1976". The· latter resolution referred to 
SWAPO and had not been mentioned in the original text 
because, when drafting it. the sponsors had not had the 
number of the resolution to hand. 

16. With regard to the reservations expressed by the 
United Kingdom representative concerning operative pam· 
graph 5 of draft resolution E/L.I759, she repeated what she 
had said on that point in her earlier statement and urged 
that both draft resolutions submitted be adopted by 
consensus and separately. 

17. Mr. MERKEL (Federal Republic of Gennanv) said 
that his delegation fully shared the views expressed by the 
United Kingdom representative and he pointed out that the 
economic sanctions adopted by the Security Council, which 
his country had continuously observed. referred only to 
Southern Rhodesia. Moreover, he had doubts concerning 
the possibility of effectivl!ly improving the situation of 
humun rights in South Africa by means of economic 
sanctions. 

18. Mr. FAURIS (France) said that his delegation shared 
the views expressed by the United Kingdom representative. 
Thus, it also considered that the last preambular paragraph 
and operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution E/L.I759 
dealt with matters which were within the competence of 
other United Nations organs, in particular the Security 
Council. His delegation would therefore abstain if that draft 
resolution was put to the vote. but it w<ts prermred to join 
in a consensus if one should emerge. 

I 9. With regard to the substance of the question. i1c 
referred to the statements made by the President of the 
French Republic on 21 April 1977 at the Franco-African 

Conference at Dakar. where he had said that it was 
important not to ignore the impact which the problems of 
southern Africa had on the deterioration of the geneml 
situation in Africa. since they were an aggravating cause of 
the tensions nmnifest there. Those questions and the 
mmmer of resolving them hud given rise to dangerous 
divisions which had allowed some ou'tside intervention 
among Africans and had resulted in the adoption of 
ideologic:ll positions which involved Africa in disputes 
which did not concern it. The indignation and anxiety of 
the Africans in the face of a situation which was an uffront 
to morality and human dignity was underswndable. France 
would do everything possible to base its position on 
immovuble principles in order to bring about a just solution 
in keeping with the dignity of the black man. In that spirit. 
France would contribute to the Decade for Action to 
Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. 

20. Mr. VISCONTI (Italy) said that his delegation would 
:tbst;Jin in the vote on draft resolution E/L.1759 for the 
s:tme reasons as those stuted by the United Kingdom, the 
Federal Republic of c;ermany :md France. 

21. Mr. IIAMMAO (Observer for the United Arab Emir­
ates). speaking at the invitation of the President. said he 
was glad that the· Palestine Liberation Organization was to 
be invited. together with SWAPO. to participate as :111 

observer in the World Conference to Combat Racism and 
Racial Discrimination. lie also welcomed the revision mudc 
by the sponsors in pantgmph 4 {h) of draft resolution 
E/L.I765 and in paragraph 5 (h) of the resolution recom· 
mended for udoption by the Genr-al Assembly. Becattse of 
the word "organizations'" in the plural mul the reference 
only to resolution. 3.:!37 (XXIX). the original wording had 
been misleD'iling:· since all knew that resolution 
3237 (XXIX) referred not to several organizations but only 
to the Palestine Liberation Organizution. which was the sole 
authentic representative of the Palestinian people. An error 
of the same kind had already been committed in the Sixth 
Committee during the thirty-first session of the General 
Assembly in connexion with invitations to participate in 
the United Nations Conference on Succession of States in 
Respect of Treaties and. in order to prevent annoying 
confusion. it would be advisable to avoid a repetition of 
such mistakes in the future. 

22. Miss BALOG UN (Nigeria~ ·.1pologized on behalf of the 
sponsors for the omission from the original text and 
expluincd that there hud been absolutely no ill will on their 
part. She interpreted the statements nmde by some dele­
gations at the current meeting as formal reserv;1tions. and 
hoped that they would not prevent the adoption of the 
draft resolutions by consensus. 

23. Mr. KAUFMANN (Netherlands) announced that his 
delegation would abst:tin in the vote on draft resolution 
E/ L.l759, because it had difficulty with operative para· 
graph 5, which referred to questions within the: competence 
of the Security Council. 

24. Mr. ALFONSO MARTINEZ (Cuba) said that his 
deleg<ttion·had been unable to participate in the drafting of 
the texts. which it considered could lu1ve been worded 
slightly differently. It had not insisted on its views, 
however, in the interest of achieving a consensus. He 
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regretted that. despite the efforts made hy the African 
Group to prepare u text acceptahh\~ to all. sum~ deleg&~tions 
had indicated tlmt consensus would nut be pussible: in th~•t 
case. the Cuhmt delegation would vote in favour of hoth 
draft resolutions. 

A l'ote \\'tiS takC'II by roU HI/ em Jra,li l'£'.'iolwiou 
l:'jl •. I 75 9. 

Somalia. llal'illg beC'II drawn by lot by tli£' l'n•siclc•m. wa.'i 
<'tiii£•J upon to I'Oic' ,lir.'it. 

In ,lin·our: Afghmtisttm. Algeria. Argentin<~. Austrit~. 
Bunghadesh. Boliviu. Brazil. Bulgaria. C't~nada. China. Cuhu. 
Czechoslov.-kia. Denmurk. Ecuador. Ethiopia. G:~hun. 
Cireece. lnm. lmq~ Jamaicu, .lupan. Kenyu. Mulaysia. Mtlllri· 
tunia, Mexico. New Zeahmd. Nigeria. Norway. P~1kist~111. 
Peru. Philippines. Poland. Portugal, Rwanda. Somali<~. 
Sudun. Syrian Arah Repuhlic. To~u. Tunisiu. llgandu. 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repuhlic. Union of Soviet 
Sucinlist Republics. Uppc1· Volttl, Vcnezueh1. Yemen. Yugo· 
sluvit~, Zuire. 

.. lgaimt: None. 

Ab.'ittliuing: France. C iermany. Federal Republic of. Italy. 
Netherlands. United Kingdom of Great Britain ~111d North· 
ern lrelund. 

/Jra,li I'C'.'io/11/ion /:'j 1 .. 1 759 was a<! opted by 4 7 J'otc'.'i to 
11011£', with 5 ab.'it£'111icm.'i (re.'iolution105fJ (/.XII)). 

:!5. Mrs. OGATA (Japan) said that. although her dele· 
gation had voted in ft1vuur of draft resolution E/L.I759, 
since it generally supported its objectives. it had reserv<J­
tions regarding the fourth prcamhuh1r paragmph mul 
paragraphs 5 and 6 (b). 

16. Mr. SPETSIOS (Greece) explai11ed that his dclegution 
lmd voted in favour of draft resolution E/L.I759. in order 
to demonstrate its cunsttmt support fur the implementation 
of the Programme for the Decade for Action to Cow\}at 
l~tcism and r~1cit1l Discrimination. Uowevcr. for legal 
reasons, the (;reck delegution had reservations ahout 
pllmgmph 5 of that draft resolution. 

'!.7. The PRESIDENT said that. if there were no objection. 
he would take it ihat the Council wished to adopt draft 
resolution E/L.I765 hy consensus. 

/Jrati l'£','iolutiou · 1:'/ 1 •. 17fJ5 was adoptc•d (re.'iolutiou 
1057 (/.XII)). 

1X. Mr. CORDOVEZ (Secrctury of the Council) pointed 
out that in puragraph 4 of dn1ft resolution E/L.I765 and 
parugraph 5 of the draft ret;olut ion contained therein " 
recommend<~tioll was made to the c;encral Asscmhlv 

~ . 
concernhig the observers to he invited to the World 
Conference to Combat Racism and Rucial Discrimination. 
Several United Nutions· committees and commissions were 
mentioned hy name mnong those observers and the 
Sccretury-General would assume that, in the case of the 
Economic and Social Council. the intergovernmental organs 
listed were those which were primarily interested in the 
question .. Paragraph 4 (i) of the dmft resolution also rc-

terred to other interested committees of the United 
Nations. In implementing purugraph 4. the Secretary­
G~neral would send invitations to the committees and 
commissions which were mentioned by name. and the other 
interested committees of the United Nt1tions would receive 
invitations when they informed the Secretary-G9neral that 
they considered themselves to he covered hy paragraph 4 (i) 
and thut they therefore wished to he invited to the 
Conference. 

'!.9. Mr. BROAD (United Kingdmn),spet•kingon behalfof 
those mcmhcrs of the Europemt Economic Community 
which were represented on the Economic and Socitll 
Council and on behalf of the observers for Belgium. Ireland 
mtd Luxembourg. said thtlt those delegations had been able . ... 
to uccept the consensus on druft resolution E/L.I765 and 
wished to express their uppreciation of the efforts made hy 
the sponsors. who had demonstmted skill and goodwill in 
preparing the te:-; t. 

30. The memhers of EEC hud repeatedly st<Jted that. if the 
Decade for Action to Comhat Rucism and Rllcial Discrimi· 
mttion were permitted to revert to the <~greed purposes and 
l'rogmmmc h1id down in General Assembly resolution 
3057 (XXVIII). they would he ready to reaft1rm their 
support for the Decade mtd. more particularly. for the 
Ctmferencc. In his view. the resolution just adopted and the 
statement of introduction hy the delegation of Nigerht gave 
re<Json to helieve that the Conference could proceed o~1 the 
original basis of resolution 3057 (XXVIII). without the 
intrusion of extraneous clements. The members of EEC had 
joined in the recent '-'onsensus on the assumption that thll t 
situation would continue: should that assumption prove 
unfounded. they would be obliged to draw the inevitable 
conclusions. 

31. With regard to the agenda for the Conference. the 
ntemhers of EEC endorsed the observations nmde during 
the session of the Preparatory Sub-Committee .by the 
delegations of the. Federal Republic of Germany, France 
and the United Kingdom. In addition. it was their under­
standing that paragmph 4 (j) of draft resolution E/ L.l765 
would he interpreted in tl liberul way and would not he 
abused to exclude non·government<~l organizations which 
bc,lieved that they could contribute to the success uf the 
Conference. 

3:!. Mr. QUARTIN-SANTOS (Portugal) said that. although 
his delegation had voted in favour of draft resolution 
E/L.I759. since it supported the Programme for the 
De~:ade. it had reservations regarding paragraph 5, where 
reference was made to a question which was within the 
competence of the Security Council. the implementation of 
wllir:h would pose intermtl legal problems. 

33. With regard to draft resolution E/L.I76S. he reiterated 
his delegation's support for the text tiS u whole. That should 
not, however, be interpreted as implying approval fur all 
the provisions and recommendations in the text: his 
delegation would have preferred a different wording for 
some aspects of the draft resolution and it considered. for 
example, that there was a contmdiction between para­
b'l'aph 4 (i) and previous subparagraphs enumerating ·the 
United Nations organs which would he invited to partici· 
pate as observers in the Conference. 
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34. Miss HOLZER (Austria) said that her deleg:ttion lmd 
supported the two draft resolutions becm.1se of her coun­
try's devotion to the cause of humim.rights and the struggle 
against rudsm. particuh.rly in southern Africa. It still 
believed. however. that the ob.jectives of the Dec~1de were 
those set out in General · Assembly resolution 
3057 (XXVIII). With regard to draft resolution E/l.1759, 
she placed on record her dele~a 1 ion's reservations regarding 
pamgraph 5. which were based on fund~m1entalleg~tl consid· 
erations; if a separate vote lmd been t&aken on· that 
p:mtgmph. the Austrian delegation wt;t'lh.llmvc abstained. 

35. She had some reservations with regard to dmft 
resolution E/l.l765. while appreci:tting the spirit of co· 
operation and understanding displayed by the sponsors. 
lastly. with regard to paragraph 4(j) of that text. l'on­
cerning invitations to nun-governmental organizations. she 
expressed the hope that a solution would be found which 
would result in the broadest possible participation in the 
funference. · 

36. Mr. KINSMAN (fanada), speaking in explanation of 
vute. said that Canada had been active in support of the 
l>cc:.sde for Action to Comb&lt Racism and Racial Discrimi· 
mlliun from the time of its inaugumtion by the unanimous 
vote of the General Assembly in 1973 until the intro· 
duction. under Gencml Assembly resolution 3379 (XXX) in 
1975. of :111 alien clement which had diverted the Decade 
from its original purposes and deprived it of that unanimity 
of support which was essential fur the achievement of its 
aims. Since that time. however. substantial efforts imd been 
m&adc to restore universal support. Accordingly. :md as •• 
dcmonstn1tion uf its commitment to the eradication of rc:tl 
mcism. tiS defined in the lntcnmtional fonvcntion on the 
Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination. his 
delegation had supported the two draft resolutions. Never· 
thclcss. it had reservations with regard to some of their 
provisions. 

37. l'&nagraph 5 Q>f dmft resolution E/L.I759 failed to 
make the necessary distinctions between the sitmllions in 
South Africa, Rhodesia and Namibia. His Government 
agreed that :my activity of a transmttiunal corporation 
which served to circumvent nr undermine the mand:1tory 
somctions of the Security Council ag:tinst Southern Rhode· 
sill was illegal. It likewise recognized that the illegal St)uth 
Afric&m administration in N~1mibh1 did not h&~vc legal 
authority to permit the operation of 11·ansnaiional corpo­
mtiuns in that territory and it had informed C:madhm 
l"orporations operating in Namibh1 that they did so at their 
own risk. There w:1s likewise Uttlc ~isagrcemcnt on the 
principle that the ~lctivitic~ of tnmsnational corpt·,ration!l in 
South Afric~1 should nut serve to perpetuate or intensify 
inequality on the ba~is of race. Nevertheless. some of the 
actions suggested in p<mlgraph 5 fell within the nmndlltc of 
the Security Council and could be effectively implemented 
only following ~~ dccisic.m of that body. If a scp:1ratc vote 
had been taken on p~1ragraph S. his delegation would have 
iJhstained, &~s it had <~bstained during the previous week in a 
vote un :1 draft resolution un the s&~me subject in the 
Commission un Tmnsnatiunal Corpmations. 

38. With regard to draft resolution E/L.I765. in pant· 
graph I of which the Council approved the draft provisional 
agenda for the World Conference to Cumbut J{acism and 
R:1cial Disl·r.imhmtion, his dele gat ion interpreted the item 

c;11ling for the formulation of mc:ms to secure ••full and 
univcrs~1l implementation of lJ1~ited Nations decisions and 
l'csolutions" ( E/59.2.2. pam. 13 ~ as referring to those dcci· 
sions and rcsolut ions that had been <~dopted by consensus 
since 1973. The international community should be united 
anc.l nul divided in its resolve to 11~111 racism. ('am1da 's 
decision tu attend the Conference would detlCntl on 
whl•thcr the aims of combating n1cism and racial discrimi· 
mttiun remained ~1s outlined by the General Assembly in 
rcsohllinn 3057 (XXVIII). 

39. M1·. AASEN (Norw&~y~. speaking in explanation of 
vote. so1id tlmt following the adoption of General Assembly 
resolution 3057 (XXVIII). Norway had actively p&ertici· 
paled in the implementation of the l'mgrmnme for the 
Decade for Action to Combat Racism and R&1cial l>iscrimi· 
nation; some aspects of its participation were referred to in 
the Secretary-General's report ( E/59 .21 ~. It lmd therefore 
witnessed with deep regret the introduction of an alien and 
inacceptable clement. which h:td threatened his country's 
further participation in the activities of the Decade. 
including the planned World funference. He accordingly 
welcomed the efforts of many delegations. p~1rticuh1rly 
those of African countries. to put the Decade back on the 
right track. Because of those efforts his delegation had been 
able to vote in favour of dmft resolutions E/l.l759 and 
E/l.l765. llis delegation's position was tlmt (ieneral 
Assembly resolution 3379 (XXX) was not relevant. mtd it 
would join in &~II concerted &~ctiuns ag&~inst racism and racial 
discrimin:1tion. :ts defined in :1rticlc I of the lniernatimml 
Convention on the Elimination of All Fmms of R;1ciotl 
Discrimin&~t inn. · 

40. Mr. LOWENSTEIN (United States of Americat said 
that although .. his··delegation had not participated in the 
vuic, he w.mtcd to explain its reasons for nut participating. 
They were the same rc~tsofls. known to all members of the 
Council &md expressed ;1t 1 he current session by the 
reprcscntal ivcs uf fan ada and Norway. which had pre· 
vented the United States from particiJXIIing in the activities 
of the l>c~.:ade in spite of its vote in favour of <ie1ieral 
Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII). The United States was 
still determined to particip&~lc in efforts. to go beyond a 
t(mnal consensus with a view to eliminating ruci~1l discrimi· 
nation from the pl:mct. Paratloxically. he himself lmd. ~1s :1 
privute dtit.en some years earlier. spoken at the United 
N~1tions as ;1 representative of the people of Namibia :md at 
its r<~quest. opposing the wurid community"s :1cccptance :1t 
tlmt lillll' of' the sitlmt ion in which tlwt people had been 
placed. lie .pointed out tlt:tt. like the l'ermancnt Reprcs<.~n­
t:ltive of the United States tu the United N:llions. Amb01s· 
sadur Andrew Young. he had been identified with the .. 
anti-racism activities of Martin luther King. 

41. lte commended the efforts of the representative of 
Nigeria tu devise wording capable of producing consensus: 
he hoped that those efforts ar.d tho~ or' other dcl~gations. 
together with u spirit that had led to the adoption of the 
first unanimous decision on upurtlwid :at <.icncva. would ~n 
the nc&n future lead to <~rrangemcnts that would con­
centrate the struggle against apartheid ami the worst forms 
of racism. In that way the Decade would again become a 
suitable instrument of concerted action against those 
scourges. which were a mcna~e to peace and the sense of 
justice. 
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41. Mr. SPHSIOS CGree'-"C), speaking in explanation of 
vote. said that his d.:legation had participa-ted in the 
consensus on draft resolution t:/ l.l765 and fully supported 
the World Conterence. He wished to make it clear. however. 
that. in the case of paragraph I. in which the Council 
approved the drt~ft provisional agenda, his delegation was 
entering a reservation with regard to resolutions thai it had 
not supported or on which it had abstained. 

43. Mr. KL:OOA Clraq) said that. to judge from the 
comments made by the representative of the United 
Kingdom and other delegation~ some members of the 
C'ouncil !e\:med to be trying to prejudge the terms of 
reference of the ('onterence and the Decade and to impose 
their own interpretation by introducing elements and 
criteria that in no way retlected the draft resolution just 
adopted. 

44. Mr. AL-IIliSSAMY CSyrian Arab Republic) said that 
his delegation had supported the two draft resolutions 
because it fell that they were in accordance with the spirit 
of the provisions for the Decade and the resolutions 
adopted by the Unite~ Nations on tJptlrthc•id. racial discrim· 
ination and self-detennination. and that the provisions of 
the two draft resolutions in no way jeopardized the work of 
the Conference. 

45. Mr. I•H>t:RSt:N (Denmark) said that his delegation 
had voted in favour of draft resolution f / l.J759 and had 
joined the consensus on draft resolution f/l.l765. Be had. 
however. had some difficulties in ac"-cpting paragraph 5 of 
draft resolution t:/l.l759. 

46. Ms. BEAGLE (New Zealand) said that her country was 
re10lutely oppoted to racial discrimination wherever it 
occurred, and to none more strongly than the institu­
tionalized discrimination that was practised in South 
Africa. ller {iovemment had been a consistent contributor 
to the three United Nations funds that rendered humanita­
rian assistance to the victims of tJ(Jtlrtlwid a d colonialism 
in southern Africa and had during the current year renewed 
and increased those contributions. New Zealand had like· 
wise been a strong supporter of the aims and objectives uf 
the J>ccade fur Action tu Combat Racism and Racial 
l>iscrimination from the start. and it deeply regretted that 
the uriginal consensus on the objectives of the l>ecade had 
been destroyed and that the entire J•rogramme fur the 
llccade, including the Wurld Conference, had been placed 
in jeopardy. In voting in favuur uf lieneral Assembly 
resolutions 31 /77 and 31 / 78, her delegation had reaffirmed 
its ~ommitment to the universally accepted definition of 
racial discrimination contained in article I of the lnterna· 
tiunal Convention on the t:limination of All Forms of 
Racial Oiscriminatiun and it hoped that an international 
consensus on the Programme based on resolution 
3057 f XXVIII) might be rebu!lt. 

47. ller delegation had folluwcd the work of the l'repara· 
tory Sub·fommittce fur the World Conference and it was 
gratifred by the degree of co-operation exhibited by its 
members and by the extent to which it had been able to 
reach consensus on the majority of its recommendations. 
Problems remained. but the resolutions just adopted by the 
fouflcil undoubtedly reflected a Fnuine desire on the part 
of the great majority of delegations to continue their 

efforts to eliminate racial discrimination. Iter delegation 
had accordingly supported both resolutions. It was dis­
appointed, however, to tind that certain elements of draft 
resolution t:/l.l759, particularly par.tgraph 5. had made it 
impossible for so1rre delegations to join in the consensus. 
Although New Zealand had no significant investment in 
South Africa. it had reservations about that paragraph, 
which went beyond the tern1s of (jeneral Assembly 
resolution 31/6 K and. unlike that resolution, was not 
addressed to the Security Council. 

48. Mr. Bt:NHOCINE CAigeria) said that. as a sponsor, he 
wished to make a statement in the light of the explanations 
of vote which had just been made. Be welcomed the fact 
that some countries. which had been trying to impose their 
views about the Conference and applying all kinds of 
pressure to that end, had given up the effort and were 
supporting the Conference in accordance with the wishes of 
the majority . It seemed, however. after the explanations of 
vote of some countries. that that was not the case with all 
of them. As a sponsor, he therefore wished to state his 
delegation's understanding of the two resolutions which 
had been adopted. 

49. lie wanted to make it clear once again that Algeria 
considered zionism to be equivalent to racism as lung as it 
continued to resemble racism in its actions and to give rise 
to a discriminatory and expansionist policy. The Ge~cral 
Assembly had adopted resolution 3379 CXXX) on that 
subject. and it was therefore clear that by racism and racial 
discrimination, which were condemned in draft resolution 
UL 1759. was meant all forms of ro~cism. including 
zionism. Mureuver, all delegations were well aware that the 
expression "relevant resolutions" in draft resolution !=/ 
L 1759 referred particularly to resolution 3379 (XXX). His 
delegation held that the Committee on the hercise of the 
Inalienable Rights of the l'alcstinian People had just as 
much interest in the matter as the other bodies specitically 
rrrentioncd in that draft resolution. 

SO. lie emphasized that his delegation. as a member of the 
African {iroup. had participated in the efforts of that 
(jruup to find a version acceptable, with regard to form. to 
the greatest number of delegations. but that should not be 
interpreted as a change with regard to substance. Both 
resolutions. in any event. covered Algeria's position on the 
substance. which was that. like many sponsors of the draft 
resolution, it considered that the ('onterence should cover 
all forms of racial discrimination. including zionism. 

5 I. Mr. BARCt:LO CMexico) said that. in accordance with 
its traditional position, Mexico had supported the two draft 
resolutions which had just been adopted. Such support id 
nothing to change the scope of the meaning attributed by 
Mexico to United Nations resolutions adopted on the 
subject. as clearly expressed in the explanations of vote 
which were to be found in the records of the past two 
~ssions of the {ieneral Assembly. 

51. Mr. Ml!SSA CSomalia) said that, as a sponsor of the 
two draft resolutions just adopted, he fully supported the 
statement made by the representative of Algeria. 

53. Mr. AU:ONSO MARTINI:Z Cfuba) said that. in view 
of· some of the explanations of vote given. he wished to 
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state that although the Cuban delegation had been able to 59. The PRESIDENT said that the Sociul Committee hud 
approve the text of draft resolution t·:/L.I765. in the adopted without a vote draft resolution II, entitled .. Truin-
interests of securing a consensus. it interpreted the terms ing of women for the preparution and implementation of 
racism and racial discrimination as Lised in the title of the project propoS<Jis''. If there were no objection. he would 
Conference in the light of the provisions of General tnke it that the Council ulso adopted the draft resolution 
Assemblv resolution 3057 (XXVIII) and of the lnterna- without a vot1•. 
tional Convention on the Eliminution of All Forms of 
Racial Discrimination, and in the light of other United 
Nations resolutions on the subject, particularly (;eneral 
Assembly resolution 3379 (XXX). 

54. Mr. OULD SID'AIIMED (Mauritania) said that his 
delegation was pleased that u consensus had been reached 
on draft resolution E/L.I765 because. in its opinion. such a 
c:Jr.sensus denoted a change of position on the part of some 
delegations and a deeper awareness on the part of certain 
countries. Be wished to make it clear that the adoption of 
the two draft resolutions in no way changed the Maurita­
nian position regarding General Assembly resolution 
3379 (XXX) on the question of zionism. 

55. Miss BALOG UN (Nigeria), speaking in exercise of the 
right of reply. said that after having heard the explanations 
of vote. the sponsors of the draft resolutions wished to 
reiterate their hope that the World Conference to Coml:..tt 
l{acism and Racial Discrimination would be as successful as 
possible. She considered the position stated by the repre­
sentative of the lin ited States to be unacceptable. since 
although he had said that he had not participated in the 
voting, he had been present when the draft resolution had 
been adopted by consensus.' and consensus implied the 
favourable opinion of all those present. The United States 
could not fail to participate in the Conference, because 
there were more than 20 million blacks in its territory. and 
the fate of all blacks, wherever they might Jive, was a 
problem which concerned everybody. She therefore urged 
that the Government of the United States should reconsider 
its decision not to participate in the Conference. 

56. The PRESIDENT said that. according to his interpre­
tation, the explanation of the representative of the United 
States referred to his decision not to participate in the 
voting. not to whether or not his country would participate 
in the Conference. 

AGENDA ITEM II 

Activities for the Advancement of Women: United Nations 
Decade for Women: Equality, Development and Peace 
(E/5909,E/S925,E/S926) 

REPORT OF THE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5963) 

57. The PI~ESIDENT said that, 1n paragraph 56 of its 
report on agenda item II ( F./5963 ), th~ Social Committee 
recommended that the Economic and Social Council should 
adopt six draft resolutions and two draft decisions. 

58. He said that the Social Committee had adopted 
without a vote draft resolution I, entitled .. Draft Conv0n· 
tion on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women". 
If there were no objection, he would take it that the 
Council also adopted the draft resolution without u vote. 

/Jra.fi resolllfion I wa.~ ad up ted (resolution ]058 (/.X II)). 

/Jra.fi resolution II was adopted (resollllion ]{)59 (I. X II)). 

60. The PRESIDENT said that the Social Committ~e had 
adopted without a vote draft resolution Ill. entitled 
.. Review and appraisal of progress made in the implementa­
tion of the International Development Strategy for the 
Second United Nations Development Decade and in the 
implementation of the World Plan of Action for the 
Implementation of the Objectives of the International 
Women's Year". lie pointed out that the reference to the 
Committee on Development Planning in paragraphs 3 and 4 
of the draft resolution would be deleted. since that 
Committee had already held its thirteenth session. If there 
were no objection, he would take it that the Council 
adopted the draft resolution without a vote. 

Dra.ti resolutirm Ill was adopted (resolution 
]()()(J (I. X II)). 

61. Th~ PRESIDENT said thut the Social Committee had 
adopted without a vote draft resolution IV, entitled 
''Improvement of the data base for measuring the imple­
mentation of the World Plan of Action for the Implementa­
tion of the Objectives of the,lnternational Women's Year". 
If there were no objection, he would take it that the 
Council also adopted the draft resolution without a vo_te. 

Dra.fi resolution IV was adopted (resolllfion 
20fJI (/.X II)). 

6~. The PRESIDENT said that the Social Committee had 
adopted without a vote draft resolution V, entitled .. Prepa­
ratory work for the World Conference of the United 
Nations Decade f(>r Women, 1980". If there were no 
objection. he would take it that the Council also adopted 
the draft resolution without a vote. 

/Jra.fi resolution J' was adopted (resolution ]()(j] (/.X II)). 

63. Tl11~ PRESIDENT said that the Social Committee had 
adopted without a vote draft resolution VI. entitled 
"Influence of the mass communication media on attitudes 
towards the roles of women and men in present-day 
society". 

64. Mr. WASILEWSKI (Poland) said that his delegation 
had proposed in the Sodal Committee that the first part of 
paragraph 8 of draft resolution VI should be amended to 
read "Request~· the Secretary-General. in co-operation with 
the Director-General of UNESCO .... ". That amendment 
had been voted on in the Committee and rejected by a very 
narrow margin, a result which could well be reversed in the 
Coundl. Although he had no intention of pressing the 
point. he wished to stress that the special mpporteur to be 
appointed should bear in mind that the roles of women and 
men in present·day society were determined by the 
socio·el·onomic system to which they belongt-d and by the 
cultures and truditions of individual societies, anJ that. as 
such cultures and traditions were complex ami were 110t 

readily grasped by an outsider, hi~ delegation would have 
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preferred to sec llNL::SCO mnl the llnited Nations SccJ'C· 
tariat combine their efforts in the preparation of th~ report. 
In any event. he hoped that the speci<~l rapporteur would 
draw on the specialized knowledge of UNESCO in that Held 
and would take into uccount the necessity of giving 
coverage in the report to ~•II the diflercnt groups in various 
countries and regions and uot simply base the report on the 
experience of the particular group to which the SJiccial 
mppmteur belonged. 

65. Miss BALOGUN (Nigcriu). referring to paragraph 8uf 
draft resolution VI. said that her delegation had already 
expressed doubts in the general debate as to whether it 
would be appropriate to appoint ~t special rapporteur. In 
any event. it interpn.•ted the mnendments introduced in the 
Social Committee as meaning that the specinl rapporteur 
not only had to gather information but must also condu..:t 
broad and original research on the subject. including an 
~m~•lysis of the roots of the problem. mtd thut in so doing he 
should discard the prejudices to he found in the studies 
c~•rried on t in various countries. whose account of the 
situation of women in developing countries was in many 
cuses ill-hal:mced. 

66. Mrs. MAIR (Jmnaica) ussociated herself with the 
comments of preceding speakers and stressed that her 
ddeg~ltion would lwve preferred to entrust the prepuration 
of the study to UNESCO. 

67. The PRESIDENT !mid th~ll. if there were no objection. 
he wuuld tukc it th~1t the Council 11dopted draft resolution 
VI without a vote. 

Ora.li r£•solu tion VI wa.~ aclopt£•d (resolurion 
1063 (/.XII)). 

6S. Miss RICIITER (Argentina). speaking on a point of 
order. asked whether ~t vote on draft decision A had been 
rcques«cd. 

69. Mr. ALFONSO MAI{TINEZ (Cuba), speaking on a 
point of order. said .that there had been no request for a 
vote :md that a vote should be :tvoided lest. by reason of a 
ncg:.tive decision of the Council, the Social Committee 
might be relJuired to embark on a fresh consideration of 
draft resolutions VII and X in the report of the Commission 
on the Status of Women. 

70. The PRESIDENT informed the Council that a vote 
had been requested. 

/Jntft d£•cision .4 was adopted by 30 l'otes to I 3. with 
4 ahstenOous (decision 123 (/.XII), para. I). 

71. The PRESIDENT said that. if there were no objection. 
he would hike it that the Council adopted draft decision B 
without a vote. 

Drati dedsion 8 u•as adopt£•d (d£•cision 123 (/.X II). 
para. 2 ). 

72. Miss BALOGUN (Nigeria). referring to paragraph 3 of 
draft' resolution V. said that the preparatory committee of 
the 1980 World Conference of the United Nations Decade 
for Women should consider the appointment of a Secretar,y· 
General of the Conference. with the rank of Assistant 
Secret:Jry-lieneral. 

nte 11l£'eting rose at (), 05 /). 111. 

2059th meeting 
Frid~ay, l.l May 1977, at 11.10 a.m. 

l'residem: Mr. Ladish1v SMID (l'lcchoslovakia). 

AGI!NI>A ITEM 13 

N:ucotic dmgs fE/5912. E/5933 and Con·. I and 2) 

REI'ORT OP TilE SOCIAL COMMITTEE (E/5966) 

I. Miss RICHTER (J\rgentiml) informed the Council tlwt 
the South Ame•·icmt Agreement on Narcotil: Drugs mtd 
Psychotmpk· Substances and the Additiomtl Protocds 
thereto, which had hl~en signed hy representatives of the 
Governments of VcncLuela. Uruguay, l'~m1guay. Ecuador. 
('olomhia. Bmzil. Bolivia and Argentinu. had entered into 
fnrt:c on 30 March 1977 and had been registered w~th the 
Secn.•tariat in "ccordancc with Article I 0~ of the Chart1:r of 
the United N:~tions. 

E/SIC:!OS9 

2. The PI~ESIDENT invited the Council to consider the 
report of the Social Committl.!e on agenda item 13 
0:/5966 ). lie suggested that the Council should proceed to 
vote on the six draft resolutions uml one dmft decision 
recommend(.•d for adoption in p~1ragraph 14 of the Com­
mittee's report. ~tml that ~my members wishing to explain 
their votes should do so later. 

It was so decided. 

J>ra.ti resolution I wa.~ adopted by 41 l'otes to 11011£'. witlt 
5 abstemious (resolution 2064 (I.X II)). 

3. Mr. L/\ VAll ( l>ircctor uf the Uudget Oivision) said that 
the Sccretury-Gcncml would experience a number of 




