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was called to order at 

AGENDA ITEI:I 12: TIEPORT OF 'l'HE ECONOI1IC AliTD SOCIAL COUNCIL (A/C. 3/35/L. 70/Rev .l ~ 
L,74, L. , L.7J, 1.78, L.79, 1.96) 

AGEHDA ITEii 65 CRIID2: PREVENTION AND CONTROL (A/C. 3/35/L. 65/Rev .1) 

(a) c:,PITAL PUl!ISHl'IEIIJT: REPOilT OF THE SIXTH UlUTED NATIOriS COJ'TGR.ESS ON THE 
PREV12:NTIOH OF CREI:C AND THE TREA'IIIEHT OF OFFENDERS (A/C.3/35/L.67, L.75, L.GO) 

(b) sr::~TH UNITED JI~ATIOITS CONGRESS 01~ THE PREVENTION OF CRI!>IE !IJ'm TIIE TRF.ATl:lENT OF 
OFFEI!DERS (A/C. 3/ • 81) 

(c) Ir1PLElTENTA'riON OF THE CONCLUSIONS OF THE FIFTH UNITED 1\JATIODS CONGRESS OH THE 
PREVENTION OF CHIME A~D THE TREATHENT OF OFFENDERS 

AGEl~DA ITKl 132: TORTURE AIJD OTHER CRUEL, HTHU'1Al'1 OR DEGRADH!G TREATMENT OR 
PUNISIL1VJENT (A/C. 3/35/L. 82) 

(a) Q,UESTIONITAIRE ON THE :)ECLARATION OfT THE PROTECTION OF ALL PERSONS FROH BEIHG 
SUBJECTED TO TORTUI\:C .\JITD O'rHER CRUEL, INHUJ'.1AH OR DEGRADING TREATHEJITT OR 
PUHISlUIENT 

(b) UNILATERAL DECLARATIOHS BY 'T'.1BEJ1 STATES AGAINST 'l'ORTURE AND OTHER CRUEL, 
INHUI\WT OR DEGHADING '~REAT:JENT OR PUNISHilEHT 

(c) DBAFT CODE OF MEDICAL ETHICS (A/C.3/35/L.33) 

(d) DRl1.FT BODY OF PRINCIP:~ES FOR THE PROTECTION OF ALL PERSON 8 UNDER ANY FORM OF 
DETENTIO~T OR E'1PRISONI1ENT 

Dr§J:ft ~~solution A/C_. 3/35/l:. 78 

l. Hr. GAGLIAilDI (Brazil' said that draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.78 should have 
been dealt vri th under item 77 rather than item 12. His delegation had already 
pointed out J and substantiEcted uith quotations from the holders of the office of 
Secretary-General, that thE· Charter did not provide for the activities in 
question. \'iithout denyinc; the Secretary-General the option to get in touch vrith 
Governments in order to help them to alleviate human suffering, he considered that 
the term 11 r;ood offices··', Ht.ich, in international lavl, referred to a procedure for 
the settlement of disputes through mediation at the request of the parties 
concerned, could not apply to matters affecting the internal competence of States, 
such as relations bet11een 1:. State and citizens under its jurisdiction. 
Accordingly, the draft resclution could establish a precedent in the interpretation 
of' the Charter. Since the sponsors did not wish to vri thdra~r the text, his 
delegation suggested the addition of a seventh preambular paragraph to read: 

"Bearing in mind the Charter of the United Nations, particularly 
Article 2, paragraph 7,". 
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In the operative part, a new paragraph should be inserted to read: 

;;4. Affirms that nothing in this resolution should be understood as 
authorizing a qualitative change in the role of the Secretary-General or 
endorsing any action not in line with the principles set forth in the 
Charter, particularly in Article 2, paragraph 7;". 

2. Those amendments would contribute to a better understanding of the strictly 
humanitarian character of the draft and wnuld dispel all possible doubts 
concerning the intentions of the sponsors. 

3. (Jordan) said that the draft resolution should also refer to 
foreign occupation, which was in itself a mass and flagrant violation not only 
of the human rights of the populations living under foreign occupation, but also 
of the rights of peoples. A fourth preambular paragraph should therefore be 
inserted to read: 

"Considerin(S that foreie;n forcible domination and occupation are mass 
and flae;rant violations of human rights, r;. 

In the sixth preambular paragraph, the words 11particularly in territories under 
foreign forcible acquisition, domination and occupation" should be inserted after 
the words "flagrant violations of human rights 11

• In paragraph 3, the iVOrds 
11particularly in territories under foreign forcible acquisition, domination and 
occupation" should be inserted after the word ''ariseli. 

4. IIr. RANGASHARI (India) suggested that, in paragraph 3, the words 11with its 
consentn, which the representative of Canada '!'Tished to insert after the words 
"with the Government concerned1

' J should be replaced by the words 11upon its 
request 11

• The vording Hould thus correspond to that of resolution 33 (XXXVI) of 
the Commission on Human Rights concernine; Equatorial Guinea. The meaning of the 
vords 1\rhat forms of assistance the United Nations can provide to the Government 
concerned11 should be clarified. 

5. Mr. SHESTACK (United States of America), referring to the amendments proposed 
by the representative of Brazil, said that any explicit reference to the Charter 
would be superfluous: it was obvious that the functions of the Secretary-General 
-vrere laid down in the Charter and that the Secretary-General could not go beyond 
the mandate entrusted to him therein. 

6. With reference to the Soviet representative's statement limiting the scope 
of the 11 good offices li of the Secretary-General to conciliation in the event of 
conflict, he said that in addition to that role, the Secretary-General could use 
his good offices in cases of human rights violations. For example, in 1967, the 
representatives of Poland and Czechoslovakia, on behalf of the socialist States, 
had approached the Secretary-General to request him to use his good offices to 
stop the persecution of political militants then detained in Greece. 

7. Hith respect to the amendment proposed by the representative of India, the 

I . .. 



' 
JI./C.3/35 /SH.82 
English 
Pa~e 4 

( ~ r!..:._.Shestack¥ ~ed State~) 

f act t !1a.t the consent of ~overrunent s 1-rould be required for the Secretary-General 
to use h is '3o¢a o'ffices 110uld be an adequate e;uarantee o f non- i nterfer ence in the 
inte rna l affa irs of States. There woul d be no need to vait until the Government 
concerned had .requested the Sec r etary- General to use his good offices. 

G. i'.'lr . EDIS ; (Unit ed Iungd•)m) said that the d r aft resolut i on d i d not seek to 
g i ve the Secretary-General 'i neu mandate , but rather to formalize a ,.,ell- established 
and universally recoenized :?ractice , as indicated in t he sec tion of the report of 
the Sec ret ary.o.Gener a l on th·~ work of the Organization (A/35/1) dealing wi th good 
uffic es . A nUffib€r of count:~ies had already availed themselve s of the r-ood offices 
o f t he Secret4ry-Ge neral . 1Ihile i t vas true that discretion uas required, the 
draf t r esolut ion rner ely sought to support t he "'or k of t he Secretary--General ,.,ith 
respect t o vi~lations of hm1an riehts . 

I 
I 

9. i'·ir. ROi'iZ ! {Israel ) said t hat he r egrett ed that political implications wer e 
being introd uced into a resolut ion Hhich llad been inspired by hUinanitarian concerns. 
Jor dan' s amen4ments, i n which such allusi ons were obvious, could well be applied to 
the So•riet Uni on ; s forced occupation of Afr,hanistan. It could also be applie d to 
the occupat iort oi I<huzistan by Iraq, whose President r ecently declared that 
occunation coriferred rights. Since his deleeation Has resolved to maintain the 
stri~tly huma riita rian charac:ter of resolution A/C. 3/35/L.78 , it would vote against 
the amendment~ . 

l 

10 . f.1s . FjzLLd (Australia) s.a id that India 1 s proposal to r eplace the words 11 wi th 
its consent1

' by ';upon its re·quest ' ' in parae;raph 3 was based o n resolutio n 33 (XXXVI) 
concerning Eq~atorial Guinea of the Commission on HUI11an n i shts . Houe ver, the 
situation of :Aquat ori al Guir..ea vas entirely different because it was a question 
o f restorin{ ~ tl;Le s ituation a.fter violations of human rights had been committed, a 
t a.sl: in 1·Thich ;,the representative of Equatoria l Guinea \Tas quite prepared to 

I 
co-operate . 1 • 

11. ResolutiJA · 3~ (XXXVI) cf the Commission on Human Ric;hts conce rning Guat emala 
had r equested :~be Secret ary-General to make contact lrith t he Government o f 
Guatemala. I~ such c ases the success of the move obviously depended upon the 
consent of thd Goverrune nt . Therefore, the or i ginal wording of the draft resolution , 
vrhich >ras broader i n scope , should be maintained , it being under stood that good 
off ices could:only be used with the consent of the Government concerne d . 

i 
1?. . i•ir . GJ\GLt ARDt (Brazil), also referring to the r eport of the Secretary-General 
on the Hork o~ .the Organizat ion , sa i d t hat, where human rights were concerned, it 
was i moortant \ o act wi th t he greate s t d iscretion and 1·rith exclusively humanitar ian 
motive~ . Hhil;e it vas an established practice for all Secretaries -General to 
make direct a.Ad confidential contact 1ri t h Gover nments o n the subject of human 
rights , those \actions should not be given an offic ial s tatus . The sole aim 
of Brazil; s anieddmeht Ha s th.1s to ensure respect for t he principle of 
n;n- inter f'e.r erf:t! i n the inte:~nal affai rs of States . Any offici al confirmation of 
the pr actice ~ d i rect conta·~t s betvree n the Secretary.-Genera l a nd Governments 
vhich YTould t~nstorm them i :llO actual agood offices" 1vould mean a danger ous 
r einter pretat :aon of t he Char· ~er , which 1-1as certainly not the intenti on of the 
sponsors of tlie draft resolu·;ion. 

I . .. 
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13. Mr. MATELJAK (Yugoslavia) noted that the draft resolution under consideration 
was far from simple, since some of its provisions specified the role of the 
Secretary-General in given situations. In the opinion of his delegation, 
therefore, the decision to offer his good offices should be left to the discretion 
of the Secretary-General. 

14. Mr. McKINNON (Canada) said that the sponsors of the draft resolution had no 
difficulty in accepting the Jordanian amendments. The situations foreseen by 
those amendments ..rere actually supposed to be covered by the draft resolution, 
whose purpose >-ras to include all situations justifying the good offices of the 
Secretary-General. 

15. On the other hand, the sponsors could not accept the Brazilian amendments. 
The references to the provisions of the Charter \•Tere insulting to the 
Secretary-General, who was well aware that his mandate consisted in acting in 
accordance i¥ith the principles of the Charter. 

16. Canada did not see the need for the Indian amendment in viev·T of the amend.rnent 
to paragraph 3 proposed by Canada at the 8lst meeting. Obviously, a Government 
could decline the offer of the Secretary-General. In fact, cases had alreaCly 
occurred where the Secretary-General had made direct contact vith a Government 
to offer his good offices. It 1v-as necessary to leave the Secretary-General the 
necessary latitude and have confidence in his judgement. 

17. Mr. VOLLERS (Federal Republic of Germany) said that he vas surprised at the 
difficulties seemingly caused for certain delegations by the draft resolution 
under consideration. The importance accorded the Charter to the protection of 
human rights vTas obvious from its first Article. It was thus perfectly normal 
to encourage the Secretary-General to offer his good offices in an area >:rhich 
was among the primary concerns of the Organization. Horeover, it >ras precisely by 
direct contacts that a mission of good offices could be carried out. 

18. Finally, in to the argument o:f some delegations \Tho considered it 
superfluous to mention the functions 1-rhich the Secretary-General vras already 
performing, he felt that it was important to bring out the importance o:f the good 
offices of the Secretary-General, especially in the context of violations of 
human rights. 

19. Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that the mandate given 
to the Secretary-General by the draft resolution put the Committee and the 
Secretary-General himself in a difficult position. If, under resolution 
27 (XXXVI) the Commission on Human Rights, the Secretary-General could offer the 
good offices envisaged in the United Nations Charter in the area of human rights, 
the adoption of a new text on the question seemed useless: it could only add 
to the inflated number of United Nations resolutions and shovred a lack of 
confidence in the judgement of the Secretary-General. '['he adoption of such a 
document would not help to strengthen respect for human ri("hts. Other rr,easures 
could be envisaged. For that reason, his delegation invited the sponsors to 
examine the proposed amendments very carefully and not to insist on a 
controversial text. 

I ... 
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20. r,Ir. ROS (Argentina) s:~.id that the Rmendment proposed by Canada at the 8lst 
meeting did not lessen his delegation's misgivings about draft resolution 
A/C.3/ /L. 78. In the opi:1ion of his delegation, good offices ·Here originally 
included in the scope of t1.e Secretary-General's functions. 

21. Argentina felt that t1.e Third Committee did not have the :prcrriate ::.dtcrity 
to deal with the question Jf good offices and that it could not take a decision 
on such a draft resolution without benefit of legal opinion. In addition, the 
Secretary-General could not be expected to be in a position to evaluate the 
financial implications of nissions of good offices. 

22. Miss VOUHAKIS (Greece) said that her delegation had no difficulty in accepting 
the amendments proposed by Jordan; on the other hand, it \?ould be grateful if 
those of Brazil could be withdrawn. Her delegation shared the surprise of the 
representative of the Federal nepublic of Germany, for it did not see how the 
draft resolution could be ~ontroversial. She thanked the representative of the 
United States for clarifyi1g, during the preceding meeting, the subject of 
political prisoners in Gre~ce in 1967. 

23. Mr. O'DONOVAN (Ireland) said he 1.ras disturbed by the turn the discussions 
had taken. In the history of diplomacy, good offices Here a current practice, 
governed by no written law. His delegation felt that the amendments proposed by 
Brazil -vrere particularly unacceptable. Obviously, no Hember State -vrould object 
to paragraph 2 of the Char·:er, -vrhi c!l Brazil uanted to see mentioned in the draft 
resolution. If the sa:me L·end continued, other Articles of the Charter ~·rhich 
also referred to the functions cf the Secretary-General, for example, paragraph 3 
of Article l, might ,just a::; vrel1 be mentioned. It would be dangerous for the 
Organization to place rigid limits on the role of the good offices of the 
Secretary-General, especia:~ly in the area of human rights, i·rhicb vras particularly 
suitable for tl1at type of nission. As any diplomat knew, good offices uere 
bas(c:d on direct contacts, uhi ch served as a kind of indispensable lubr:i cant for 
the smooth Harking of UnitPd Nations machinery. 

24. tTr. RANGASHARI (India 1 said that he had carefully reread paragraph 3, as 
amended, ~·f draft resolution A/C. 3/35/L. 78. If the intention of the Canadian 
amendment was to invite the Secretary-General to offer his good offices to a 
Government -vrith a view to assisting it, the consent of that Government was not 
sufficient: it would have to reouest those good offices. His delegation would 
thus prefer to retain tbe vrording of the resolution which the Commission on Human 
Ric;hts had adopted -vrithout a vote. 

25. Mr. DERESSA (Ethiopia: said that his delegation shared the concern of other 
delegations over draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.78. The amendments proposed by 
Brazil and India 1.-ould makE; the text more consistent vi th the provisions of the 
Charter. Yet, despite thme amendments, his delegation considered the draft 
resolution to be superfluot s and -vrould 1·relcome its -vri thdrac.;ral by the sponsors. 

26. Mr. ~icKINli!ON (Canada) said that, in vievr of the number of speakers vrho had 
stai;ed that it 1-muld be uSEful to confirm to the Secretary-General the usefulness 
of his good offices role ir. the field of human rights, his delegation considered 
that the Third Committee stould take a ddcision on the matter. 

/ ... 
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'I'he CHAIRl''IAH said that, if he heard no object , he would take it that 
the members of the Committee 1-rished to accept the amendments proposed by Jordan. 

28. fir. ~.'TcKIIJNQl\r (Canada) requested that recorded votes be taken on draft 
resolution A/C.3/ /L.78 and the other proposed amendments to it. 

29. The CHAIRI.:!AI~ invited the Committee to vote on the first Brazilian amendment, 
uhich a seventh paragraph, which he had read out would be added to the 

preamble. 

30. Mr. O'DONOVAN (Ireland) said that his delep:ation would be obliged to vote 
against the first--Brazilian amendment since, as he had stated, there were no 
grounds for drawing a distinction between the different purposes and principles 
of the Charter. 

Afghanistan~ Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bangladesh, Benin, 
Bhutan, Bol , Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, 
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Verde, , Congo, 
Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Er:ypt, Ethiopia, German 
Democratic Republic, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, 
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao 
People's Democr~tic Republic, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Madagascar, JV!alaysia, Maldives, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, 
l''icarar:ua, Oman, Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, 
Qatar, Romania, Sao Tome and Prine , Singapore, Somalia, 
Sri Lanlca, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda, Ul<:rainian 
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, 
Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

Australia, Austria, , Canada, Cyprus, DenmarkJ Ecuador, 
Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, 
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, 
Lesotho, Luxembourr,, Nexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, 
Portugal, Senegal, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America. 

Abstaining: Bahrain, Barbados, Central African Republic, Colombia, Costa 
Rica, Dominican Republic, Fi,ji, Ghana, Ivory Coast, Janaica, 
;·'!ali, Mauritania, f1orocco, Niger, Nigeria, Panama, Papua New 
Guinea) Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Suriname, Swaziland, Thailand, 
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, United Republic of 
Cameroon, Venezuela, Zaire. 

The first Brazilian amendment was adopted by 67 votes to 31, with 
28 abstentions. 

I" .. 
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33. _The _91_1AIRJ1AN invited the Committee to vote on the amendment to parac;raph 3 
proposed by India, 

34. hJr SHES TACK (United States of America) said that his delen;ation 11ould vote 
against amendment, which it did not deem appropriate. 

35. A recorded vote was taken on the Indian amendment. 

In fa::ou .. :r.:..: Afr;hanhtan, Ano;ola, Ar~entina Bahrain, Banc;ladesh" Bhutan" 
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Cape Verde, Chile; Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic 
Yemen,~~ Ep::ypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Guatemala, 
Guinea-:E.issau, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Kenya, 
Kmrait, Lao People's Democratic Republic , Madagascar, dongolia, 
J'Tepal, Cman, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Sri Lanka, 
Sudan, tkrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates~ United Hepublic of 
Cameroor., United Republic of Tanzania, VietNam, Yugoslavia. 

Ar;ains~: Australia, Austria, Belrsium, Canada, Cyprus, Denm11rk, Ecuador, 
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Greece, Haiti, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, 
Japan, lebanon, Lesotho 1 Luxembourg, Hexico, Horocco, 
l'Tetherlands, New Zealand, Noruay, Papua New Guinea, Portu,sal, 
R\.Janda, Senegal, Spain, S\veden, Tunisia, Turkey, U,a;anda, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States 
of America. 

:{:\bstaininr: .. : Algeria, Barbados Benin, Botswana, Central African Republic, 
Colombia, Con~o, Costa Rica, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, 
Ghana, Guinea, Honduras, Jamaica, Liberia, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Malaysia, ~~1aldives) Hali, .Mauritania, ;v'fozambique, 
Nicaragua, Nir::er, Nigeria, Pakistan Panama, Philippines, 

36. The Indian 

Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Singapore, Somalia, 
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, 
Trinidad and Tobago, Venezuela, Zaire, Zambia. 

votes to 

37. i:1r. SAIF (Democratic 'iemen) said that his dele&;ation had intended to vote 
against the Indian amendment. 

. The CHAIRI·JA"N invited the Committee to vote on the second Brazilian amendment, 
by l-Thicha new paragraph 4, which he had read out~ would be inserted in the text. 

[lfrs_:_S!AR_..ZAZI (Morocco) asked the representative of Brazil to withdraw his 
second amendment. 

, 
40. ''Ir. GONZALEZ de LEON ~Mexico) said that his delegation -vrould vote against 
the second-Brazilian amendment. In common >v-ith the first Brazilian amendment and 

See para. 37 belo>v. 



A/C.3/35/SR.82 
English 
Page 9 

(Hr. Gonzalez de Leon, Mexico) 

the Indian amendment, 1•Thich had already been adopted, that amendment utterly 
vitiated the text under consideration. His delegation 1·rould therefore vote against 
the draft resolution as a whole. 

41. Mrs. HARZAZI (Morocco) said that her deler;ation would vote '=Lr,ainst the 3econd 
Brazilian amendment for the same reasons as the Hexican delegation. 

42. Hr. SPINELLI (Italy) proposed that the second Brazilian amendment, which 
his delegation considered futile, not be voted upon. 

43. The CHAIID1~J read out rule 128 of the rules of procedures of the General 
Assembly and said that the proposal made by the representative of Italy could not 
be considered a point of order in connexion v:ith the conduct of the voting. 

44. At the reo.uest of the representative of S\-Teden, a separate vote -vras taken on 
the -vrords "particularly in Article 2, paragraph 7". 

45. A recorded vote ·Has taken on the -vrords "particularly in Article 2, 
paragraph 7" in the second Brazilian amendment. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bangladesh, Benin, 
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Chile, Congo, Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, rcgypt, Ethiopia, Gerrnan 
Democratic Republic, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, GQyana, Hungary, 
India, Iran, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Nadagascar, Haldives, Hongolia, Hozambique, 
Nicaragua, Oman, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania, 
Sao Tome and Principe, Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, 
Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Cyprus, Denmark, Ecuador, 
Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, 
Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, 
Lebanon, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Pexico, Moroceo, Netherlands, 
JITew Zealand, Norvray, Papua l'Tevr Guinea, Portugal, Senegal, Spain, 
S-vreden, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and :·Torthern 
Ireland, United States of America. 

Abstaining: Bahamas, Barbados, Bhutan, Burundi, Central African Republic, 
Chad, Colombia, Costa Rica, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ghana, 
Guinea, Haiti, Jamaica, Kenya, Liberia, ~lali, Nigeria, Pakistan, 
Panama, fu.:randa, Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Suaziland, 
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United Republic 
of Cameroon, Venezuela, Zaire. 

46. The y.rords 11 particularly in Article 2, paragraph 711 vrere retained by 51 votes 
to 35, with 32 abstentions. 

I . .. 
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47. Mr. O'DONOVAN (Irelani), referring to the Italian proposal, said it seemed 
to him that the Committee ·,ras ahrays free to decide uhether or not to vote on a 
proposal. He therefore su,;sgested that neither the second Brazilian amendment nor 
draft resolution A/C. 3/35/ L. 78 as a 1vhole should be put to the vote. 

48. The CHAIRMAJT invited the Committee to vote on the proposal of the 
representative of Ireland. 

49. A recorded vote was t~ken on the proposal. 

In favour: Australi~, Austria, Bah~1as, Barbados, Belgium, Canada, Central 
African Republic, Chad, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Denmark, 
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Fiji, Finland, 
France, ~ermany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guinea, 
Haiti, H::mduras, Iceland, India, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 
Ivory Co~st, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Lesotho, 
Luxembourg, Mauritania, Mexico, Horocco, Netherlands, New 
Zealand, Niger, Norway, Oman, Papua Nev Guinea, Portugal, 
Rwanda, Senegal, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Togo, 
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, 
United States of America, Yugoslavia. 

Against: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Congo, Cuba, 
Czechoslcwalda, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic 
Republic, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, Iran, Kuwait, 
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Liberia, Madagascar, Mongolia, 
Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Romania, Sao Tome and 
Principe, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, Viet Ham, Zambia. 

Abstaining: Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Burundi, Chile, Guyana, 
Indonesia, Kenya, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Malavri, Malaysia, 
Maldives, Hali, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Philippines, Qatar, 
Saudi Arabia, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Suriname, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Thailand, Ulli ted Arab Emirates, United Republic of 
Cameroon, Venezuela, Zaire. 

50. The proposal 1-ras adopted by 64 votes to 33, with 29 abstentions. 

50a. Nr. GAGLIARDI (Brazil) vrclcomcd the result of the vote, vrhich showed that 
the delegations voting for the Irish proposal had realized what lay behind the 
proposed draft resolution, and had been unable to accept a text that would change 
the role of the Secretary;_General, contrary to their wishes. 
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51. Mr. CABRAL (Guinea-Bissau) requested that note should be taken of the fact 
that the Committee, by voting on the Irish proposal, had contravened the rules of 
procedure. The Chairman had already announced that a vote uould be taken on the 
Brazilian amendment, and it had not been possible for him to reverse his decision. 

52. The CHAIRl'lfAN said that he took note of the comment of the representative of 
Guinea-Bissau but considered that his decision had been entirely in order. 

53. tlr. NORDEJITFELT (Sweden) said he considered it very important that the 
Secretary-General should use his good offices under the provisions of Article 1, 
paragraph 3, of the United Nations Charter, since that vrould help to achieve the 
purposes of the United ~fations and to promote values vrhich Here upheld by all 
its Members. 

54. Miss SABATIER (Niger), supported by Hrs. HARZAZI (Morocco), said that she 
ivas very pleased vi th the vote because, if the Brazilian amendment had been 
adopted, the General Assembly ·.rould have been placed in a paradoxical situation. 
Draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.78 sought to give the Secretary-General certain 
duties while the General Assembly, which ivas the supreme organ, vas reluctant to 
provide him with a broader mandate. Delegations had therefore needed time 
to reflect on the attitude they vrould adopt to the question. For that reason, 
her delegation had voted in favour of the proposal of the representative of 
Ireland. 

55. f'iiss VOURAKIS (Greece) said that, unlike the representative of Brazil, she 
regretted that the Committee had not been able to tru~e a decision on the draft 
resolution and that the Secretary-General was thus prevented from using his good 
offices, despite the fact that they had proved very helpful in the past. 

56. Mrs. SEliliCHI (Algeria) said she Hould lilce to knovr 1·rhere in the rules of 
procedure the representative of Ireland had found a basis for his proposal. 

57. Hrs. HARZAZI (Morocco) asked the Chairman to state ;,rhether other committees 
had ever found themselves in a situation lil~e that of the Third Committee at the 
current meeting. 

58. l.'[iss KEKODO (Papua New Guinea) said that she would have voted for the draft 
resolution in its original form if it had been put to the vote because, in her 
view, the Committee was not sufficiently concerned 'ri th violations and the 
sufferings they caused. She also vdshed to support the vie-vrs of the 
representative of the Nie:;er, -vrhich l•rere very sound and correct. 

59. ~tr. EDIS (United Kingdom) said he hoped that, as the Committee had been 
unable to take a decision at the thirty-fifth session on the question of the 
good offices of the Secretary-General, he vrould continue to be guided by the 
provisions of resolution 27 (XXXVI) of the Commission on Human Rights, exerting 
his best endeavours on behalf of human rights 1·rhenever he considered that his 
actions might be of assistance to the persons or groups concerned, and continuin~ 
and intensifying the good offices envisaged in the Charter of the United Nations 
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in the field of human rights. That resolution, SDonsored by States representing 
all regions of the world, had been adopted without a vote. 

60. iir. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he had voted_ for 
the Brazilian amendments. If the sponsors of the draft resolution had not 
pressed a controversial pr:::Jposal, the Coi!l!!littee Hould have saved a great deal 
of time and ':·:ould not have got into its present paradoxical situation. The 
resolutions on human right3 and the good offices of the Secretal':'r-General which 
the General Assembly and the Commission on Human Rights had adopted by consensus 
in 1979 should therefore b= interpreted in the light of the decision that had just 
been taken. 

61. l>Iiss HELLS (Australia) said that she disagreed 1-rith the Soviet 
representative 1 s interpret 9-tion of the discussion at the current meeting. She 
endorsed the vie,.rs of the representative of the TTnited Kin{'!'do:m concerning 
the Commission on Human Ri,:shts resolution on the good offices role of the 
Secretary-General and t~1os = expressed in draft resolution A/C. 3/35/L. 78 in its 
original form. She deplor•=d the Committee's lack of confidence in the collective 
responsibility of States a::1el. in the actions of the Secretary-General. 

62. !Itt's. BJIJUSH (Costa Ri ;a) said that she 'l·muld have voted for draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L. 78 if it had be·:m put to the vote, as it 1-rould hav"! hroa.dened the 
mandate of the Secretary~G~~neral in the field of human rights. Hmrever, since the 
amendments which had been :)roposed vrould have i·real\:ened it, it had been better 
not to take a vote on it. 

63. '1rs. GUEU,IAN (Uruguay) said that she uould have voted for draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.78 if it had been put to the vote, because direct contacts between the 
Secretary-General and GoverP.ments could be extremely helpful. It 1-1as clear from 
the text that such contact~> could have taken place only with the consent of the 
Governments 'l·rhose situation it v;as proposed to study. 

64. l1r. Ivl.l\TElJAK (Yugoslavia) observed that the Committee 1rould not have found 
itself in such a situation if it had not decided to meddle l·nth the functions 
of the Secretary-General. 

65. Hr. CHADERTON l'-'lATOS (venezuela) said that he i-iOuld have voted for the draft 
resolution, but had abstained on the Irish pro~osal for the reasons just stated 
by the re11resentative of Costa Rica. However, his delegation Hi shed to emphasize 
that the Committee should co all it could to strengthen and broaden the role of 
the Organization and of the Secretary-General in the field of human rights; for 
there was still much to be done in the United Nations to uphold human rights in 
various parts of the vorld and in various countries. 

66. Mr. O'DONOVAN {Ireland, replying to the re)?resentative of Algeria, said 
that, as his delegation interpreted the rules of procedure of the General 
Assembly, the Cor.nmittee cot:.ld decide to interrupt the voting process at any time, 
as long as the results of the vote i·rere not Jmmm. 
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67. The CHAIREA!J requested the members of the Committee to resume consideration 
of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.7/Rev.l and the amen&nents to that draft 
resolution contained in document A/C.3/35/L.9G. 

68. Hr. SCHLEGEL (German Democratic Republic) announced that Togo and Seychelles 
had joined in sponsorinr:: draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. 

The sponsors of the draft resolution had continued their consultations with 
the sponsors of document A/C. 3/35/L. 96 \•rith a vievr to arriving at a generally 
acceptable formulation. In a spirit of co-operation and compromise, the sponsors 
of the original draft resolution had agreed to make a number of additional changes 
to the text. In the third preambular paragraph, the words "the unlimited validity 
of" in the first line should be deleted, so that the beginning of the text 110uld 
read: "Reaffirming the purposes and principles ••• ". The second part of that 
paragraph Hould read: ". . . \vhich are aimed at maintaining international peace 
and security", ':·rith the rest of the text identical to that of the amen&nent 
proposed in paragraph 1+ of document A/C.3/35/L.96. 'I'he words "and observance" 
should be added after the 1vord "promotion" in the fourth preambular paragraph. 
Lastly, the •mrds "in accordance i?i th the national constitutional systems" 
should be added at the end of operative paragraph 2. 

70. ).Jr. HALKATE (Netherlands) said that his delegation appreciated the spirit of 
compromise shown by the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. The 
nevr oral amendments uhich had just been submitted certainly improved the text. He 
had consulted the other sponsors of document A/C.3/35/L.96 and 1.:rould indicate the 
changes -vrhich they 1rished to introduce in that docUl'lent in view of the further 
amendments to the draft resolution. First, the title of the draft resolution 
could be taken from draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l, subject to the 
replacement of the Horld "nazist 11 by the -vrord "nazi 11 in the English text. The 
words "and all forms of totalitarian ideologies and practices" in document 
A/C.3/35/L. vould then be added to the end of the title. 

71. Paragraph 2 of document A/C. 3/35/1.96 had become redundant. Paragraph 3 
remained valid and should be acceptable to the sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l, since the words "aggressionn and "foreign occupation11 

appeared in the first preambular paragraph of their text. Paragraph 4 uas also 
superfluous, since the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/35/1.70/Rev.l had 
accepted the proposed amendments to the third preambular paragraph. The text of 
the fourth preambular paragraph prorosed in paragraph 5 remained valid, a.lthough 
the uords "and protection" should be replaced by the uords "and observance", in 
accordance with the suggestion :made by the sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. Paragraphs 6, 8, 10 and 11 remained valid. The texts of 
paragraphs 7 and 9 should be brought into line with the title by replacin~ the 
vords "nazism and fascism" by the words "nazi, fascist and nee-fascist activities". 
He expressed the hope that those changes uould permit the speedy adoption of the 
draft res0lution. 
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72. Hi.!::'s VOUKARIS (Grc:e~e) pointed out that, during consultations with the 
sponsors of draft :rcsulution A/C. 3/35/L. 70/Rev .1, she had concern at 
1o'hat she considered to be a l.ack of balance in the text of the draft resolution. 
It ·uas regrettable that t,h<o rewr,.:c;eutati ve of the German Democratic Republic had 
failed to take account of ,he constru.cti ve proposals submitted by her delegation 
-vTith a view to achieving a compromise. The draft resolution dealt -vTith a thorny 
problem. 1'1o member of the Committee 1-rished to defend ideologies and Practices 
based on nazism and fascisn; the text of the draft resolution, hovrever, dealt with 
only one aspect of the q_uention and failed to mention manifestations of 
totalitarian ideologies •trh:.ch uere also dangerous and could have unforeseeable 
conseq_uences. Her delegat:.on felt that the scope of the draft resolution should 
be broadened to include explicitly all forms of totalitarianism. That -vrould 
provide a sounder and more balanced basis for efforts to eliminate ideologies 
vrhich denied individuals and peoples the right to freedom and dignitv. 

73. In reply to the stater:tent made at the previous meeting by the representative 
of the German Democratic Republic, who had expressed surprise at her delegation 1 s 
position • she recalled thai. Greece had been one of the countries t-rhich had 
experienced Nazi aggression and occupation during the Gecond Horld Har and had 
courageously defended them~-elves against the armies of invasion and occupation. 
Her country was opposed to all forms of foreign military occupation and all 
totalitarian ideologies an( practices. 

74. :(1r. SCOBLE (Australia; said that all delegations present -vrere opposed to 
nazism and fascism. Certain delegations claimed to struggle more actively than 
others against those ideolcgies, but most representatives •rould agree that that 
argument \ms fallacious anc_ that democracies such as Australia had al1-rays opposed 
all forms of totalitarianifm. Australians enjoyed a pluralistic political 
system: over the past 10 years they had elected Governments of both the left and 
the right and they had not allowed the Communist Party to be prohibited. 
Australia had fought against nazism 40 years earlier in order to defend that 
freedom of expression and cppose ideological extremism. 

75. His delegation wondered 1-rhether it vras true that • in submittine: the draft 
resolution before the Committee, the delegation of the German Democratic Republic 
had simply wished to dra1-r the attention of the international community to nazism 
and neo-fascism. If that ·Has the case, the draft resolution 'lvould be 1-rorded 
moderately in order to command a consensus, 'l?hereas even in its amended form it 
was deliberately couched in language calculated to arouse the opposition of the 
\:'estern delegations. 

76. His delegation, recalling the consternation and impatience shown by the 
delegation of the Ukrainian SSR towards the delegations -vrhich had proposed 
amendments to the draft resolution, pointed out that one of the hallmarks 
of a totalitarian regime 1,Jas precisely that it did not brook the slightest 
opposition. His delegation, moreover, found it surprising that certain African 
delegations, particularly t :1e delegations of the Congo, Guinea-Bissau and Benin, 
had stated that the phenomee1on of nazism or fascism vras not limited to I'urope, 
~Vhich perhaps meant that su:!h movements also existed in Africa or elsevrhere. 
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77. Fascism 1ras one of the many forms of totalitarianism, was a political 
ideology of either the right or the left vrherehy the rights of the individual vere 
subordinated to the requirements of the St,ate. Fascism ·uas a type of military 
totalitarianism in which the army, the police and, invariably, the secret police, 
repressed the people and glorified the idea of the State. The test of a 
totalitarian State 1ms ~>rhether law-abiding citizens en,4oyed freedom of movement 
I·Tithin the country and 1vere free to leave it if they Fished. in t}1at regard, it 
should perhaps be asked uhether totalitarian States existecl the modern age and, 
if so, vlhere. Such terms as nazism, fascism and totalitarianism could be t•dsted 
and used as insults against those of -vrhose ideas or activities one disapproved. 
They uere principally the tools of trade of those 1-rho uisher.9. to maslr. their real 
intentions and -vrere used for propaganda purposes in Oni ted Nations debates. His 
delegation had joined in sponsoring the amendments contained in document 
A/C.3/35/L.96 because it felt it 1·ras time for draft resolutions submitted to 
the Committee to be -.;vorded in a clearer, more straightfonrard and less 
inflammatory manner. 

78. l1r. RAKOTOZAFY (l"ladagascar) said that his delegation ar)preciated the efforts 
of the representative of the ·~etherlands to uork out a compromise. Nevertheless, 
he wished- to add the Hords "based on racial intolerance, hatred and terror" t.o the 
title proposed by the representative of the Netherlands, after the words "all 
for:rrs of totalitarian ideologies and 'fractices 11

• That amendn:ent applied to all 
uarts of the text where the wording used in the title appr-:enrcd, :for exarr;plc:: the 
ninth preambular paragraph and operative paragraph L 

79. Mr. BIALY (Poland) said that several countries -vrere uitness increasing 
activities by groups and organizations propagating and nractising nazism, fascism 
and neo-fascism. The purpose of draft resoluti.on A/C. 3/35/L. 70/Rev .1, 1-1hi ell had 
t-v1ice been revised in a spirit of co--operation and compromise, -v:as to draH the 
attention of the international coillillunity to those hitthly dangerous activities and 
to request it to act accordingly, without atte:rr:pting to diminish the seriousness 
of the issue, as some delegations would prefer. 

So. His delep;ation did not agree ~:lith the isolated vie~:rs that nazism or 
neo-fascism 1-1ere serious phenomena only in a limited nuwber o:f cmmtries. 'J'be.t 
1vas tantrunount to implying, falsely, that the struggle against colonialism ann 
apartheid -vras of no concern to Europe. 

81. Bearing in mind Poland's experience during the Second Horld Har anCl. the 
l'Jazi occupation, his delegation felt qualified to appeal a£Sain to all d ons 
not to make the same error as in the 1930s by rdnimi the danr,ers of nazism 
and neo-fascism. That appeal -vms addressed particularly to States which, 
together vdth Poland, had been members of the anti-fascist coalition durinp: the 
Second Forld \Var. His delegation hoped that the suonsors of the amendments 1n 
document A/C. 3/35/L. 96 vrould 1:ithdrau them so that- draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L. 70/Rev.l could be adopted vrithout a vote. 
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82. ~.'l connexion ;.;ith the statement made by the representative of the United 
Kingdom the previous day, he 1d shed to remind that representative, ~>lith res-pect 
to certain reactions to nazism, that the term "appeasement" had not been a Polish 
contribution to European politics. He vrould suggest that the United Kingdom 
delegation should study carefully the details of the famous "Battle of Britain", 
including the contribution vlhich pilots from a central European State had made 
to it, before~ passing historical judgements and suggesting rational debate 1·rith 
the I,;azis. He hoped that the representative of the United Kingdom, despite his 
antagonism tmrards Eastern Europe, Hould recognize the validity of the statement 
by Sir 'Hinston Churchill, vr'lo had said that any man or State that fought against 
nazism vrould have Britain's aid and any man or State that marched with Hitler 
Has its foe. 

83. Hr. :GDIS (United Kingd::>m) said that he in no 1vay underestimated the role 
pla:yed the Polish armed forces and Polish pilots on the side of British troops 
in North Africa and Italy, and he paid a tribute to the heroism ~>rhich the Poles 
had displayed during the Har-sa11 uprising in 1944. Hmv-ever, perhaps it was not the 
resurgence of nazism vrhich today constituted the main threat to Poland. 

84. He regretted that some delen;ations had sought to distort the remarks vrhich 
he had made with respect to draft resolution A/C. 3/35/L. 70/Rev .I. He had named 
no names and had restricted himself to mentioning historical facts, such as the 
}·;olotov-Ribbentrop Pact of 1940. He understood that the representative of 
Guinea-Bissau might have a iifferent historical perspective, but he could not 
agree with vhat he had said regarding the role of the United Kingdom Government 
in Zimbab\·re 's accession to independence, a role vrhich had been aclmovrledged by · 
the Hinister of Zimbabwe hinself in the General Assembly. 

85. 'I'here uas no doul)t that the draft resolution under consideration ;,;ras 
inspired by the same concer1. for propaganda as that demonstrated by the Eastern 
European countries at the CJnference on Security and Co-operation in Europe at 
Belgrade, and the Committee should establish clearly the purpose of the draft 
resolution and tlmart any attempt to link it to a possible situation in Africa or 
in Latin 1\merica. The activities carried out by small right-vring extremist 
groups 1rerc:: not enoue;h to j~stify the draft resolution. It could more rie;htly 
be affirmed that the extremist activities of left-wing groups caused greater 
havoc. If the desire was tJ adopt a draft resolution on nazism, such a document 
should be drafted in realistic terms and should not he politicized. Failing 
that, it vould be better not to adopt a text on that sue. 

86. Mr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) said that he appreciated the initiative taken by the 
sponsors of the original dr 1ft in order to draw the attention of the international 
com~unity to nazi, fa~cist 3.nd neo-fascist activities. Ethiopia had been among 
the first victims of nazism and fascism 45 years before, and it vie1.v-ed the 
resurgence of fascist trend3 in the ;vorld vri th grave concern. On the Ai'rican 
continent, fascism ,,ras not ;:J.n isolated phenomenon, but a brutal system of 
orrression from which milli•)ns of Africans suffered. Until such time as apartheid 
>vas eliminated, it could no-~ be said that there w-ere no fascist activities which 
directly threatened African:3, and the situation in South Africa and Namibia was 
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the r ealization of all the expansionist dream~; of dictators \mo had f orme rly 
carried out their vile desi cns on the European scene . Despite the heroic strugr,lr~ 
vrhich it had liaged against fascist occupation , Ethiopia could not , any mor e than 
any other country , claim t he credit for the vic tory ove r fasc ism uon.at t he end 
of the Second \~orld Har . It had be en a collective victory of mankind, owed to 
all those '·rho had fought against that evil system and in particul,a.r 1o the 
activiti es of i nternal forces and neace- l oving peoples . Similarl~ ~ 1oday , only 
collective effort , constant vigilance and full commitment uould p.rev~nt the 
r e - emergence of a similar scour~e . He theref or e supported t t e drart ~resolution 
s ubmitted by the German Democratic Republic and would vote in favour :of it . 

87 . 1·1rs . SENICHI (.1\lgeria) moved that , under rule 117 of t he rule s of pr ocedur e , 
the debate should be close<'. and t he Commit tee should pr oceed to the vote . 

08. The CHAIRI'1AJ.•T said t hat , under that r ul e , permission t o speak H&~ accor ded 
only to tv;o speal;:er s o-pposing the clos ure , aft er Hhich t he motion ~-rol.lld be 
immediately put to the vote . ~ 

89 . Mr . GOODEN (Jamaica) said t hat his delegation attached great importance to 
t .he draft r esolution and uishec. to hear any comments ,.•hich delegations might have 
tn mal<e befor e proceeding to the vote . 

9.0 . The CHAIRMAN said that , under the rules of pr ocedure , he ~·las; re4uired to put 
the motion for closur e to the vote . He i nvited membe r s of the Commi t t ee t o vote 
on the moti on for closur e of debate put fon1ard by the repr esentative of Alger ia.. 

91 . The motion for closure put f oruar d b the r epr esent at ive of Alg ria ve.s 
adopted by 67 vot es to 11 , with 35 abstent i ons . 

92 . The CHAIRJIIAN put to the vote the subamendrnent submitted orallY ;Y t-1adagascar 
to paragraph 1 of document A/C . 3/35/L. 96 , as o r ally revised. Tha.t s~bamendment 
consi sted of adding the vrords "based on r acial intolerance , hat r ed ~d terror" 
after the lTOrds "totalitarian ideologies a nd practices" wherever simila r •ro r d i ng 
aJ:pea r ed i n the amendments submitted in C.oct.ment A/C . 3/ 35/L. 96 , nc.F..e l y, in t he 

• • • I amendments concernlng the t 1tle , the n1nth and t enth ur eambul ar parh~raphs and 
operat ive parag r aph 1 of dr aft resolution A/C . 3/35 /L. 70/Rev . l . I 

93 . The l-1ala.p;asy subamendrnent was adopted by 51 votes to 29 , VTi th 3i abstent i ons . 
. . . I 

94 . The CHAIRI',~N put to the vote document A/C . 3 / 35 /L . 96 , as amended t beginning 
vri th paragraph 1 as o r ally r evi sed and suharnended, The t itle of drat t r esolution 
A/C . 3/35/L. 70 / Rev . l in its amended f orm would be the following : "t4e~SL~res to be 
taken against nazi , fascist and neo- f ascist activities and all forms :of 
t ot alitarian ideologies and pr actices based on racial intolere.ncc , hat r ed and 
terror 11

• . 
. I 

95 . Paragr aph 1 of document A/C . 3/35/L. 96 , as amende,q , "'as adopt .ed ty 86 votes 
to none , with 25 abstentions . 

/ ... 



A/C . 3/35/SR. 82 
English 
Page 18 

96 . At the r equest of the representative of Gr eece , a recorded vote •ras taken 
on the r emaining paragraphs of document A/ C. 3/ 35/L.Q6 . 

97 . The CHAIRMAN put to tte vote par agr aph 3 , under vrhich the 11ords "ag,"\ression , 
foreign occupation" \-TOuld l:e added aft e r the vor ds "vict ims of" in t he second 
preambular par agraph of dra.ft resolution A/C . 3/ 35/ L. 70 / Rev .1. 

I n favour: Argentine., Australia , Aust r ia, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium , 
Bhutan , !~livia, Br azil , Burundi , Canada , Central A~rican 
Republic, Chil e , China, Costa Rica, Cyprus , Denmar k , Djibouti , 
Dominicar .. Republic , Ecuador, Egypt , Ethiopia, Fiji , Finland , 
France , Cabon , Germany , Feder al Republic of, Ghana , Gr eece , 
Guatemal£., Guinea- Bissau, Haiti , Honduras , Iceland , India , 
Iran , Ir~:1q, Ireland, Israel, Italy , Japan , Jordan, Kenya , 
Lesotho , Libyan Arab Jamahir iya , Luxembourg , Mauritania , 
Mexico, r.lorocco , Nepal , Netherlands , New Zealand, Ni ger , 
Nigeria, Norway, Panama , Papua New Guinea , Paraguay, Peru, 
Portugal ! Romania , Rvanda , Saudi Arabia , Senegal , Somalia, 
Spain , S1·i Lanka, Sudan , Suriname , Svraziland , S'•eden, Syrian 
Arab Republic, Tunisia, Turkey , Uganda , United Kingdom of Gr eat 
Britain and Norther n Irel and , Uni t ed Republ ic of Camer oon, 
United Republic of Tanzania , United States of America, 
UruGuay, Venezuela , Yugoslavia , Zaire , Zambia. 

Against : None . 

Abstaining : Afghanis1;an , Algeria , Barbados , Benin, Bul(5aria , Burma , 
ByelorusBian Soviet Socialist Republ ic , Chad , Congo , Cuba , 
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen , 0erman Democratic Republic , 
Guyana , Hungary , I vory Coast , Jamaica , Lao People 1 s Democratic 
Republic , Madagascar , Maldives , Mali , t.1ongolia , t1ozambi que, 
Nicaragua, Poland , Qatar , Sao Tome and Principe , Tr inidad and 
Tobago , l&rain i an Soviet Socialist Republic, Union o f Soviet 
Socialisi; Republics , Viet Nam. 

98 . Paragraph 3 vas adopt•~d by 84 votes to none , Hi th 31 abstentions . 

99 . The CHAIRMAN announced that paragraph h of the amendments had been accepted 
by the spon sor s of draf't ro~solution A/C . 3/35/L . 70/Rev .1. 

100 . He i nvited the CommiLee to vote on the first par t of paragraph 5 of the 
amendment s according to vh:Lch the vords "constitute a threat to", in the fourth 
preambular paragraph of dN.ft resolution A/C . 3 / 35/L.70/Rev . l, \·rould be r eplaced 
by the 'mrds "may j eopardi ~e ". 

In favour : Argentin~ , Australia, Austria , Bel gium, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Canada, ·~entral Afri can Republic, Chile, Colombia, Cos t a Rica, 
Cyprus , ~enmark , Finland , Fr ance , Ger many, Federal RepuP.lic of, 
Gr eece , •}uatemala, Honduras , Iceland, Ire l and, I s rael, Italy , 
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Japan, Lesotho, Luxembourr:, Morocco, I·Tepal, Netherlands, Nevr 
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nonray, Papua Ne-vr Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, 
Portugal, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, , Somalia, , 
So;mziland, Sileden, Tunisia, Turh:ey, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America, 
Uruguay, Venezuela. 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Benin, , Byelorussian 
Socialist Republic, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic 
Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, German 
Democratic c, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Hungary, IndiP., 
Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Lao People's Democratic Republic, 
Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, lladagascar, Hongolia, Mozambique, 
Poland, Romania, Sao Tome and Principe, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Ukrainian Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Soci 
Republics, Nam. 

Abstaining: Bahrain, , Barbados, Bhutan, Burma, Burundi, i, 
Gabon, Ghana, Guyana, Ivory Coast, , Kenya, rtaldives, 
Hali, I"exico, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
Surin&ae, Trinidad and Tobago, , United Republic of 
Cameroon, United Repuolic of Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Zaire, 
Zambia. 

101. The first part of paragraph 5 1v-as adopted by 49 votes to 33, Hith 29 
abstentions. 

102. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to vote on the second part of paragraph 5, 
according to -vrhich the -vrords "as well as", in the fourth preambular JlaragraPh 
of the revised ·draft resolution, -vrould be replaced by the 1·rords "and constitute". 

Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, 
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, DeTh~ark, Dominican 
Republic, Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Greece, Guatemala, , Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy, Japan, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Horocco, Nepal, Netherlands, 
NeH Zealand, Norway, Papua Ne-vr Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, 
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, , Stmziland, 
Sueden, Tunisia, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela. 

Against: Algeria, Angola, Benin, Byelorussian Socialist Republic, 
Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovalda, Ethiopia, German Democratic 
Republic, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, Iraq, Lao People's Democratic 
Republic, r-'Iadagascar, flozambique, Romania, VietNam. 

Abstaining: Bangladesh, Barbados, Bhutan, Burma, Burundi, Chad, Democratic 
Yemen, Ecuador, , Fiji, Ghana, India, Iran, Ivory Coast, 
Jamaica, Kenya, Libyan J\rab Jamahiriya, , Hali, 
Hexico, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Sri Lanka, 
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Sudan, Suriname, Syrian 1\rab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, 
Uganda, L'n:Lted. Eepublic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, 
Yur;oslavia, Zaire, Zrunbia. 

103. The second nart of paragraph 5 iras adopted by 50 votes to 17, vd th 36 
abstentions. 

104. Mr. VTALKATE ( Netherland:3) said that the sponsors of the amendments had 
'"ithdra'm the third part of :)aragraph 5. They had accepted the alternative 
proposal made by the sponsor:3 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l to add the 
vrords "and respect" after th•= word "promotion" in the fourth preambular paragraph. 

105. The CHAiill!JAN in vi ted the Co111.mi ttee to vote on paragraph 6 of the amendments, 
according to which the words "Universal Declaration of Human Rights" "Ould be 
inserted after the -vrords "im]!ortance of the 11 in the eighth preambular paragraph 
of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.[O/Rev.l. 

In favour: Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh. Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Dhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Burma, Burnndi, Canada, Central African Repuhlic, Chad, Chile, 
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, 
Denmark, D.iibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethionia, 
Fiji, Finl1md, France, Gahan, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Ghana, Gre·~ce, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, 
Iceland, India, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, 
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Ku11ait, Lao Peoplets Democratic 
Republic, :~esotho, Libyan Arah Jamahiri;ra, Luxembourg, Morocco, 
!1ozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, l'Iiq;er, 
I!igeria, Norvray, Pakistan, Panama, Papua Nevr Guinea, Paraguay, 
Peru, Portngal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, 
Saudi Arab:: a, Senegal, Somali a, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
Suriname, !hraziland, Sw·eden, Syrian Arab Republic, Trinidad and 
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of 
Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, 
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: TJone. 

106. Paragraph 6 was adopted by 109 votes to none. 

107. The CHAIRMAN read out paragraph 7 of the amendments, as orally revised by the 
sponsors, concerning the nin-~h prearobular paragraph of draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L. 70/Rev.l. The re·~ently adopted subamendroent submitted orally hy the 
representative of Madagascar also concerned that preambular paragraph. 
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108. Mr. RAlWIOZAFY (i'1adae;ascar) read out the amendment to the ninth preambular 
- , as crally revised. incorporating his delegation 1 s subamendment. The 

preambular paragraph Hould reproduce the vtarding of the amendment to the title~ 
as revised, subamended and adopted. The follo;.ring Herds ;wuld be deleted: 
"including nazi, fascist and nee-fascist activities, and those based on the 
systematic denial of human and fundamental freedoms, in particular, on the 
grounds of racial intolerance, hatred and terror11

• 'I·he preambular 
would read: "Bearing in mind that nazi, fascist and nee-fascist activities and 
all totalitarian ideoloe;ies and practices based on racial intolerance, hatred 
and terror are totally incompatible 1d th the Charter of the United Nations ••• ". 
The remainder of the paragraph vould remain 

109. Miss VOURAKIS (Greece) and Hr. FA..LKATE (Netherlands) said that could not 
endorse the text just read out; the Malagasy sub amendment had not called for any 
deletion from the text of the amendment to the ninth nreambular paragraph. 

110. (1'1iger) said that if the subamendment uas incorporated 
in the amendment to the ninth preambular paragraph, in other 1.rords, 
if after the >mrds "totalitarian ideologies an<'l practices" the w·ords "based on 
racial intolerance, hatred and terror" Here inserted, it 1vould be necessary, in 
order to avoid redundancy, to delete from the text of the amendment the words 
"in particular, on the grounds of racial intolerance, hatred and terror". 

111. t;Jr. HALKATE (Netherlands) read out the follovring revised version of the 
amendment to the ninth preambular paragraph ·Hhich the sponsors of that amendment 
would be prepared to accept: "Bearing in mind that all tot ali tar ian ideologies 
and including nazi, fascist and nee-fascist activities, and those based 
on the systematic denial of human rights and fundamental freedoms, are totally 
incompatible -vri th the Charter of the United Nations, ••• "; the rest 1muld remain 
unchanged. 

112. (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) reminded the Committee that, 
before the vote on the subamendment, the representative of Hadagascar had 
not been invited to specify hm·r his subamendJnent should be fitted into the 
amendment to the ninth preambular paragraph. The Halagasy subamendment having 
been ed, it vras now for the representative of Hadagascar to alter the 
amendment to the ninth preambular paragraph accordingly. 

113. Mr. SCHLEGEL (German Democratic Republic) 
the representative of 11a.ua.K 

the VTording read out by 

114. Hr. HAKO'rOZAFY (I1adagascar) said that he believed that the version of the 
amendment to the ninth preambular paragraph that he had read out vas 
accordance 1-Ti th the spirit of the amendment to the title of the draft resolution 
as , subamended and subsequently adopted by the Committee. 

115. Miss VOURAKIS (Greece) reminded the Cornmi ttee that the purpose of the Malagasy 
subamendrnent had been not to the amendment to the title of the draft 
resolution in its modified form, but to add the \mrds ""based on -racial into~cran<!e, 
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(Iliss Vourakis, Greece) 

hatred and terror~ 11 Hherever the words 11totalitarian ideologies and practices" 
appeared in the text of the ~@endments. In addition~ the sponsors of the 
amendment vrould accept~ for the sake of coherence, the deletion of the words 
"in particular, on the grounds of racial intolerance, hatred and terror", hut not 
the deletion of the words "and those based on the systematic denial of human 
rights and fundamental freedoms". 

116. Hr. CABRERA (Spain) said that he shared the views expressed by the 
representative of Greece. 

117. Hrs. HARZAZI (Morocco) f:aid that she believed that it uas the vrording read 
out by the representative of the Netherlands which should be retained, because it 
took into account the Halaga~.y subamendment. If the representative of Hadagascar 
also -vri shed to delete part of the amendment to the ninth preambular paragraph, he 
should request a separate vote on that question. 

118. Mr. SHESTACK (United Stl:~tes of America) supported the idea expressed hy the 
representative of Horocco. 

119. Mr. RAKOTOZAFY (tiadagascar) proposed that the Fording read out by the 
representative of the Netherlands be retained, since that -vras the 1mrding Hhich 
-vras acceptable to the sponsor·s of the amendment. 

120. At the request of the rE·presentati ve of Hadagascar, a separate vote Has 
taken on the retention of thE· uords "and those based on the systematic denial 
of human rights and fundamental freedoms, 11 in the text of the amendment to the 
ninth preambular paragraph (~eventh amendment). 

In favour: 

l~r;ainst: 

Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, 
Belgium, Ebutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Canada, Central 
African Re:tublic, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Demnarlr, 
Djibouti~ Iominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Fiji, 
Finland, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, 
Grenada, G1:.atemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Iraq, 
Ireland, hrael, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, 
Kmmit, Lel:anon, Luxembourg, Haldives, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal! 
Netherlands, New Zealand~ Niger, Nigeria~ Norwav, Pakistan, 
Papua Nevr Guinea, Port ur:al, O.atar, Saudi Arabi a, Senegal , 
Scrralia, Sfain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, 
Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, ~ganda, rnited Kingdom of Great Britain 
and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Carreroon;. United P£public 
of Tanzania~ United States of America, Urucuay, Venezuela, 
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Afghanistan, Angola, Benin, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic Repuhlic, 
Hungary, Lao People 1 s Democratic Republic, i"'ongolia~ Hozambique, 
Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repu"blic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, Viet Na"'ll. 
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Abstaining: Algeria, ConB;o, Cuba, Democratic Yemen, Greece, 7< Guyana, Li.hyan 
Arab Jamahiriya, Nadagascar, Mali, Nicaragua, Rwanda, Trinidad 
and Tobago. 

121. The HOrds "and those based on the systematic denial of human rights and 
fundamental freedcms," 1-J"ere retained in the text of the amendment to the ninth 
preambular paragraph by seventh amendment 81 votes to 15, •rith 12 abstentions. 

122. Hiss VOURAKIS (Greece) said that, althoup;h her vote had been recorded as an 
abstention, Greece had voted to retain the words in ouestion. 

123. Mrs. DOHNING (Secretary of the Committee) read out the text of the seventh 
amendment, which concerned the ninth preambular paragraph, with the successive 
alterations to it: "Bearing in mind that all totalitarian ideologies and practices 
based on racial intolerance, hatred and terror, including nazi, fascist and 
neo-fascist activities, and those based on the systematic denial of human rights 
and fundamental freedoms, are totally incompatible vlith the Charter of the 
United i'Jations, ••• "; the rest would remain unchanged. 

124. The CHAIRlviATJ put to the vote the amendment concernine; the ninth prearnbular 
paragraph (seventh amendment), as revised. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Prgentina, Australia, Austria, 
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, 
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa 
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, 
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, 
Finland, France, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, 
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Kmrait, Lesotho, Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Hadagascar, Mexico, Mongolia, 
l1'lorocco, Nepal, Netherlands, Ne1v Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, norl.ray, 
Paldstan, Papua NevT Guinea, Paraguay, Poland, Portugal, Oatar, 
Romania, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, 
Suriname, Svraziland, Svreden, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingctom of Great Britain 
and Norther Ireland, United Renublic of Cameroon, United Republic 
of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, 
Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Mali, Nicaragua, Panama, Sao Tome and Principe. 

125. The amendment, as revised, was adopted by 104 votes to none, with 4 abstentions. 

* See para. 122 below. 
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126. The CHAIRM ... I.\.J:l read out the eighth amendment in document A/C.3/35/L.96~ 
concerning the tenth preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l: 
"Deeply concerned at the increase of activities at the national and international 
levels which propagate totalitarian forms of ideology and practice, including 
nazism, fascism and neo-fascism, ". He wished to know whether the Halagasy 
subamendment which had been adopted earlier in the should be inserted 2n the 
text. 

127. Mr. RAKOTOZAFY (Madagascar) said that the 1-rords "based on racial intolerance, 
hatred and terror" should be after the word "practice 11

• 

128. Hr. \.JALKATE (Netherlands} said that the sponsors of the amendments accepted 
the proposed change. 

129. The CHAIR11AN put to the vote paragraph 8 of the amendments, as amended. 

In favour: 

Against: 

Afgha...nistan, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Belgium, Bhutan, , Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, 
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada, Central 
African Rep1;.blic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa , Cuba, 
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djibouti, 
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, , Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, 
France, Gabcn, German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal 
Republic of: Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, 
Iraq, Irelar.d, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan" 
Kenya, Kmva:it, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan 
Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg; , liexico, Hongolia, 
M:orocco, Ne];,al, Netherlands, New Zealand, l'Tigeria, !ilorl·ray, 
Pakistan, P€.pua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, 
Qatar, Romar..ia, R-vranda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal~ Somalia, Spain, 
Sri Lanka, E;udan , Suriname , S~·raz iland, SHe den , Togo , Tunisia, 
Turkey, Ugar.da, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Hepublic, Union of 
Soviet Socis,list Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom 
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of 
Cameroon, Urdted Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, 
Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Algeria. 

Barbados , Guyana, India, Iran, 
Panama, Syrian Arab Republic, 

11ozambique, Nicaragua, 
and Tobago. 

130. Paragraph 8 of the amenanents, as amended, 1vas adopted by 102 votes to 1, with 
10 abstentions. 

231.. l:'Ir. WALKATE (Netherlands :1 said that, in Vle\-J of the subamendment proposed by 

r-.Jadagascar and accepted by the sponsors, the 1vords "in particular on the grounds of 
racial intolerance, group hatred or terror" in paragraph 9 of the amendments~ 
relating to operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l, -vrould 
have to be deleted in order to avoid any redundancy, Paragraph 9, with the 
successive changes which had l)een made, would therefore replace operative 
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(r'1r. Walkate , netherlands ) 

para;,_;raph 1 of the draft resolution with the following: ::Condemns all forms of 
totalitarian ideologies and practices based on racial intole~-; hatred and 
terror, including nazi, fascist and neo-fascist activities, and those based on 
systematic denial of human rights and fundamental freedoms". 

132. The CHAIRMAN put to the vote paragraph 9 of the amendments, as amended. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, _Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria, 
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Canada, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia) Congo, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, 
Denmark, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia~ 
Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon 0 German Democratic Republic, 
Germany, Federal Re~ublic of, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, 
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, 
Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's 
Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, 
I-Jadagascar, Mexico, Hongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, l'Je'" 
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Papua Nevr 
Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda" 
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, 
Suaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, 
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon, United 
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Uruguay, 
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Against : None. 

Abstaining: Benin, Panama. 

133. Paragraph 9 of the amendments, as amended, was adopted by 109 votes to none, 
~dth 2 abstentions. 

134, Mr. OZADOFSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic), speaking in explanation of 
vote before the vote on paragraph 10 of the amendments (A/C.3/35/L.96), relating to 
operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l, said that the 
amendment in question was not in l~eeping with either the spirit or the letter of 
the resolutions to combat fascism adopted by the General Assembly in the late 1960s 
and early 1970s. Those resolutions had expressly urged States to take measures 
against activities of groups practising fascism, and he failed to see why that call 
should not be repeated in the draft resolution under consideration. The Ukrainian 
SSR w·ould vote against paragraph 10 of the amendments, which would, inter alia, 
delete any reference to such measures. 

1.35. Mrs. HOUNGAVOU (Benin) said she thought that the amendment proposed in 
paragraph 10 took away all the force of operative paragraph 2 of the draft 
resolution by substituting a vague appeal to States for a wording that envisaged the 
kind of specific measures which 1·rere necessary. 
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• Mr. GOODEN (Jamaica) felt that the provisions of operative paragraph 2 were too 
important to be weakened as proposed in paragraph 10, and said that he would vote 
against that paragraph. 

137. I',1r. SCHLEGEL (German Demccratic Republic) d that, since the amendment was 
contrary to a number of resolttions adopted on the subject at the preceding session~ 
he would vote against it. 

138. I·-1r. NAGY (Hungary) said that he saw no reason for the amendment, unless its 
sponsors themselves wanted to encourage the activities of fascist groups. 

139. Mrs. SEMICHI (Algeria) se;.id that paragraph 2 of the original text of the draft 
resolution was in line with tl::.e objectives of the Decade for Action to Combat Racism 
and Racial Discrimination and with the Programme of Action of the World Conference 
to Combat Racism and Racial Djscrimination. The effect of the amendment proposed in 
paragraph 10 would be to deprjve it of all force. 

140. Mr. LUNGU (Zambia) said that he could not accept the amendment proposed in 
paragraph 10, as it would vTeaken the text too much. 

141. !V1r. BIALY (Poland) said that the amendment -vras contrary to the ideals 
enunciated in United Nations instruments. 

142. Hr. GAGLI.A.RDI (Brazil) rE~called that Brazil had abstained from voting on 
General Assembly resolution 2ti39 (XXVI). 

143. Mr. BYKOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) said that he attached great 
importance to a resolution condemning nazism, fascism and nee-fascism and considered 
it unacceptable for the sponsors of the amendments in document A/C. 3/35/L.96 to try 
to evade the concrete measure•; proposed in the original document and to water them 
dmm into abstract and theoretical provisions that imposed no obligation. His 
comments applied to both paragraph 10 and paragraph 11 of document A/C.3/35/L.96. 

144. Mr. FLOREZ PHIDA (Cuba) naid that the amendment proposed in paragraph 10 would 
remove an essential part of the original text referring to activities of groups and 
organizations based on racial intolerance, hatred and terror. The only hope of 
eliminating such groups 1vas to take concrete measures against their activities. 

145. Hr. QUY (Viet Nam) said that Viet Nam, having been a victim of fascism~ 
attached particular importance to combating the activities of fascist groups and 
organizations and had therefo:~e joined in sponsoring the draft resolution. The 
sponsors had accepted a numbe:~ of amendments~ but the one proposed in paragraph 10 
of document A/C. 3/35 /L, 96 vTas contrary to the spirit of the original document. The 
purpose of draft resolution AIC.3/35/L.70/Rev.l was that measures should be taken 
against the kind of nazi and ~ascist terrorist activities which still haunted the 
memory of many peoples. He ~~ged the representative of the Netherlands and the 
co-sponsors of the amendment not to press it to a vote; if they did~ he would be 
obliged to vote against it. 
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146. Mr. AMPAT (Congo) said that the amendment proposed in paragraph 10 was intended 
to mislead world opinion: as a sponsor of the original draft resolution, he could 
not accept it. 

147. Miss BROSNAKOVA (Czechoslovakia) said that the purpose of the amendment 
proposed in paragraph 10 was to water down the original text of the draft resolution 
and prevent the adoption of measures at the national and international levels 
against ideologies based on terror. 

148. Mrs. ITGEL (Mongolia) agreed with the preceding speakers and opposed the 
amendment in paragraph 10 of document A/C.3/35/L.96. 

149. Hr. SREBREV (Bulgaria) said that he also agreed with the preceding speakers. 

150. The CHAIID~l put to the vote the amendment proposed in paragraph 10 of 
document A/C.3/35/L.96. 

In favour: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Denmark, 
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, 
Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Lesotho, 
Luxembourg, J::Iorocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nor-vray, Paraguay, 
Peru, Portugal, Somalia, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, Turkey, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of 
America, Uruguay, Venezuela. 

Against: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, 
Barbados, Benin, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, 
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic, Guinea­
Bissau, Hungary, India, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, 
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Iladagascar, Mauritania, Mexico, Nongolia, Mozambique, Niger, 
Nigeria, Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Sao Tome and Principe, 
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United 
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of 
Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zambia. 

Abstaining: Austria, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Djibouti, Fiji, 
Gabon, Ghana, Guyana, Ivory Coast, Mali, Nepal, Nicaragua, Papua 
New Guinea, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Suriname, Trinidad and 
Tobago, Uganda, Zaire. 

151, The amendment was rejected 
by 54 votes to 3 , 

152. Mr. SHESTACK (United States of America) said that the oral rev1s1on of 
paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l announced by the representative 
of the German Democratic Republic, namely, the addition of the words "in accordance 
with the national constitutional systems", should be borne in mind. In the English 
text, the words 11to taken should read "to taking", so as to match the wording "to 
implementingn in the first line. 
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153. 11rs. 'VIARZAZI (Morocco) reqt;.,;sted a separate vote on the words "all States 11 in 
paragraph 2 of the draft resolution, in vie\>r of the fact that not all States had to 
contend vTith the activities of' fascist extremist groups; !1orocco was a case in 
point . 

154 . The CHALR~~N invited the Committee to take a decision on paragraph 11 of 
doc ume nt A/C . 3/35/L.96. 

1 55 . ir . SRE.BREV (Bulgaria) , f;pea.ld ng on a point of order, said he would l ike to ask 
the sponsors of docum~nt A/C . ~: /35/L.96 for an expl anation of t he r eplacement of 
three paragraphs by only one. It would be unfortunate to delete those paragraphs, 
one of ,.,hich requested the Commission on Human RiGhts to consider the subject, and 
instead merely request the Secretary-General to bring the contents of the resolution 
to t he attention of States, ~;encies and organizations, which should be automat ic . 
It would be more understandabl e for the sponsors of the amendment ) if they were 
dissatis fied with the existing text o f operative paragraphs 3 to 6, to replace them 
~·rith other par agraphs. 

156 . The CHAIRl\iAN pointed out that under rule 128 of the rules of procedure, after 
the Chairman had annou..Tlced thE: beginning of voting, no representative should 
interrupt the voting . 

157. t!r . SCHLEGEL (German Democratic Republic) said that he ' ·ras strongly opposed to 
paragraph 11 of document A/C . J/35/L.96, the sole purpose of 1<Thich was apparently to 
del ete t he paragr aphs providing for concrete measures against the r eal dangers 
posed by fascist gr oups . 

158 . tlr. GOODEN (Jamaica ) saicl that the draft resolution vrould become pointless if 
three of the operative paragraphs we re deleted , an d he would therefo!'e vote against 
the a mendment. 

159. ~!r. BIALY (Poland) said ·;hat his del egation would vote against paragraph 11 for 
the same reasons as it had vo·;ed against paragraph 10 . The amendment w·as completely 
at variance vrith the rest of draft resolution A/C. 3/35/L. 70/Rev.l and with other 
United Nations i nstruments and was tantamount to r e fusing to t ake measures against 
groups which engaged in nazi, fascist and neo-fascist activities . 

160 . 1-Ir . NAGY (Hungar y) said ·;hat , in his view, the amendment \>Tould be acceptable 
if it supplemented oper ative :?aragraphs 3 to 6 of the draft resolution instead of 
deleting t hem. As it was, it would be ridiculous > once paragr aph 2 of the draft 
resolution had been accepted, merely to request the Secretary-General to bring the 
resolution t o t he attention of' I1ember States and or ganizations. 

161. Mr . WALKATE (Netherlands), replying to the r epresentative of Bulgaria, said 
t hat in the past the Commissi.;m on Human Rights had not always r esponded 
i mmediate ly to requests addr ess ed to it. Furthermore, fascist activities could be 
carried out at either the national or the international l evel; the attention of 
States s hould be drawn to the former , while the latter fell within the ccmp~tence 
of t he Security Council. It ·ilas theref ore important that the Secretary- General 
should transmit the r esolutiol on t he subject to I-.1ember States and inte r governmental 
or ganizations in order to dra:;.r their attention to the measures to be taken . 
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(Bulgaria) said that his delegation disagreed with the proposed 
did not give a clear idea of the measures to be taken. 

163. l·lr. OZ.A..DOVSKY (Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that he would like the 
question under consideration to be included among those dealt with by the Commission 
on Human s and the Economic and Social Council. In his view, the amendment 
:;roposed by the sponsors of document A/C, 3/35 /L. 96 was unrealistic. 

(Yugoslavia) said that he would vote against paragraph 11, which 164. 
\vould 

-=-:-....;;;;......;;;;......;;;;.....;.....;;..:. 

any action by the United Nations. 

165. Ur. DERESSA (Ethiopia) he agreed with the preceding speakers' criticisms 
of the amendment, 'lvhich -vrould have the effect of preventing the Commission on Human 
Rights from considering the subject, preventing States from making comments, 
preventing the Secretary-General from submitting a report and preventing the General 
Assembly from considering the q_uestion at its thirty-sixth session. 

166. Ilr. SHESTACK (United States of A'Uerica) said that, on the contrary, the draft 
amenfunent would simplify the task of States, which already had to too many 
reports of the Secretary-General, some of which involved duplication, and would also 
reduce the iwrl:load of the Commission on Human , whose agenda was already very 
heavy. 

167. I1r. WALKA_TE (Netherlands), replying to the objections raised by the 
representative of Bulgaria, that as a sponsor of the amendment he could accept 
t~1e addit at the end of the proposed paragraph of the phrase "•·rith a view to 
receiving their cmmnents ;; • 

168. The CIL/Uffi.:t.A_T'T said that u_nder the rules of procedure the sponsors of the 
amendment could not revise it 1vhen it vias being put to the vote. 

169. He put to the vote paragraph 11 of document A/C.3/35/L.96. 

Australia, Belgium? Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, 
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New 
Zealand, l'Jorv;ay, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey, United Kingdom 
of Great and Northern Ireland, United States of America. 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, 
Barbados, , Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Hepublic, Chad, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia" Democratic Yemen, 
Dominican c, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, German 
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea-Bissau, Hu_ngary, India, Iran, 
Iraq_, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic 
Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya~ Iviadagascar, lilexico, 
!!,ongolia, T'ozar~bique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Poland, 
Romania, Sao Tome and Principe, Syrian Arab Republic, Toe;o, 
Tunisia, , Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re};lu.blic, Union oi' 
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic 
of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, 
Zambia. 
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Abstaininr;: Austria, Bh·~tan, Bali via, Brazil, Burma, Central African Republic, 
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Gabon, Guyana, Ivory Coast, Mali, 
Nepal, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Qatar, Rwanda, Saudi 
Arabia, Sen,=gal, Somalia, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Trinidad and 
Tobago, Uru1~uay, Venezuela, Zaire. 

170, Paragraph ll of document A/C.3/35/L.96 was rejected by 58 votes to 25, with 
29 abstentions. 

171. The CHAIRI,·IAN invited the Committee to vote on draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. 

172, Hr, ROS (Argentina) said that he objected to the expression "in accordance with 
the national constitutional s )/'Stems", which seemed to him to be superfluous and 
might even provide States wit :1 a pretext for not taking action against terrorist 
groups. 

173, Mr. BYKOV (Union of Sovi=t Socialist Republics), noting that the Committee had 
already taken decisions on all the amendments, said that it was now being requested 
to revert to an operative par~graph of the draft resolution on the pretext of taking 
separate votes. He objected to that request, drawing attention to rule 129 of the 
rules of procedure, which proV'ided that if objection was made to the request for 
division, the motion for division should be voted upon. 

174. The CHAIID~N put to the vote the motion for a separate vote on certain parts of 
the draft resolution. 

175. The motion was adopted by 43 votes to 41, vTith 24 abstentions. 

176. At the request of the representative of Morocco, a recorded vote was taken on 
the word "all" appearing after the \Wrd "Urges" in paragraph 2 of draft resolution 
A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. 

In favour: 

Against: 

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, 
Bulgaria, Eyelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central African 
Republic, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Dominican 
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, France, German Democratic 
Republic, Hungary, India, Jamaica, Lao People's Democratic 
Republic, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Hadagascar, Mexico, 
!1ongolia, r:ozambique, Pakistan, Poland, Romania, Syrian Arab 
Republic, ~ago, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Republic of Cameroon, 
United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, 
Zambia. 

Australia, Austria, Canada, Germany, Federal Republic of, Guinea­
Bissau, Honduras, Italy, Japan, Lesotho, Morocco, Netherlands, 
Nev Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Papua New Guinea, Portugal, 
Somalia, Sviaziland, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Zaire. 
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Abstaining: Bahamas, Bangladesh, Bhutan, Brazil, Burma, Burundi; Chad, Chile, 
Colombia, Costa Rica, Fiji, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, 
Guyana, Ireland, Israel, Ivory Coast, Kenya, Mali, , Panama, 
Paraguay, Rwanda, Senegal, Spain 9 Sudan, Suriname, Trinidad and 
Tobago, Tunisia. 

111. The word 11all" in paragraph 2 Has retained by 44 votes to 22, with 
31 abstentions. 

178. At the request of the representative of Jamaica, a recorded vote was taken on 
the \·lords 0 in accordance with the national constitutional systems 11 at the end of 
paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Australia, Austria, Bangladesh, 
Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Canada, Central African Republic, Chile, 
Colombia, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, 
Dominican Republic, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon,* 
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, 
Greece, Guinea-Bissau, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Iran, 
Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Lao People's Democratic Republic, 
Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Mexico, 
Mongolia, Mozambique, rlepal, Netherlands) NevT Zealand, Nicaragua, 
Norway, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Poland, Portugal, 
Romania, Sao Tome and Principe, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Swaziland, 
Svreden, Syrian Arab Republic, Tunisia, Turkey. Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of 
Cameroon, United States of America, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, 
Yugoslavia. 

Argentina, Ecuador, Jamaica. 

Abstaining: Bahamas, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Chad, Costa Rica, Fiji, 
Guatemala, Guyana, Israel, Ivory Coast, Hali, Niger, Pakistan, 
Rwanda, Senegal, Suriname, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, 
United Republic of Tanzania, Zaire, Zambia. 

179. ~"irs. OLIVEIRA {Gabon) said that she had not wished to participate in the vote 
and that Gabon had erroneously been recorded as having voted. 

180. The CHAIRIM.N said that her statement would be noted in the record of the 
meeting. 

181. The words "in accordance 1rith the national constitutional systems '1 in 
paragraph 2 were retained by 78 votes to 3, with 24 abstentions. 

* See para. 179 below. 
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182. At the request of the representative of Denmarl~, a record<::d vote was taken on 
paragraph 2 as a whole of drs ft resolution A/C. 3/35/L. 70/Rev .l. 

In favour: Afghanistaro, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, 
Benin, Bhutan, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet 
Socialist Lepublic, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, 
CzechoslovE.kia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, 
Ecuador, Eeypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, German Democratic 
Republic, C·hana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, , 
Iceland, Irdia, Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao 
People's DE:mocratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, 
Madagascar: r'Iali, Hauritania, i'·!exico, Mongolia, I.,1ozambique, 
Nepal, Nic~:.ragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Romania, 
Rwanda, Sac> Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Sudan, Suriname, 
Syrian Ara1> Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet 
Socialist Itepublic, Union of Socialist Republics, United 
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United c of 
Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia" Zaire, Zambia. 

None. 

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, , Brazil, Canada, Central 
African Republic, Denmark, France, Gabon, Germany, Federal 
Republic of, Guyana, Honduras, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory 
Coast, Japan, Luxembourg, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
l:Jiger, Nor>ray, Panama, Portugal, Somalia, Spain, Swaziland, 
Sweden, Tr:.nidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, States of America. 

183. Paragraph 2 of draft renolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l was adopted by 75 votes 
to none, vrith 34 abstentions 

184. At the request of the representative of the Niger, a recorded vote was taken 
on the word "all" in paragraph 3 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bangladesh, 
Benin, BhW;an, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, 3yelorussian 
Soviet Soc:~alist Republic, Central African Republic, Chile, 
Colombia, Congo, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, 
Dominican Hepublic, Ecuador, , Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland,* 
France, Ge:~man Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, 
Hungary, India, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica, Kenya, Lao People's 
Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Ivladagascar, 
Mali, Mexi,~o, Mon15olia, riTozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Nigeria, 
Pakistan, :='eru, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and PrinciiJe. 
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian 
Soviet Soc st Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, 
United Ara·) Emirates, United of Cameroon, Republic 
of Tanzani:i, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Ham, Yugoslavia~ Zaire, 
Zambia. 

* See para. 185 below. 
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Against: None. 

Abstaining: Australia~ Bahamas, Barbados, Belgium, Burma, Canada, Chad, 
Costa Rica, Gabon, Germany, Federal Republic of, Guyana, Honduras) 
Israel, Ivory Coast, Japan, Luxembourg, Morocco, Netherlands, New 
Zealand, Niger, Panama, Portugal, Qatar, Somalia, Spain, Suriname, 
Swaziland~ Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America. 

185. Hiss RASI (Finland) said that she had not wished to participate in the vote 
and that Finland had erroneously been recorded as having voted. 

186. The CH.A.IR!'@N said that her statement would be noted in the record of the 
meeting. 

187. The word 11all 11 vias retained by 70 votes to none. with 31 abstentions. 

188. At the request of the representative of the United States of America, a 
recorded vote was taken on paragraph 4 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahrain, Bangladesh, 
Barbados~ Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, 
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Central African 
Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia~ Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, 
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador; 
Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, German Democratic Republic~ 
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea-Bissau, Hungary, India, Iran, Iraq, 
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuivait, Lao People's Democratic Republic~ 
Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, l'iadagascar, Hali, Mexico~ 
I''longolia, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, 
Paraguay, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and 
Principe, Senegal, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, 
TQ~isia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic 
of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, 
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia. 

Against: Australia, Greece, United States of America. 

Abstaining: Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, 
Federal Republic of, Guyana, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, 
Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, IiJ"ew Zealand, 
Norway, Panama) Portugal, Somalia, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, 
Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, Uruguay. 

189. Paragraryh 4 of draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l was retained by 80 votes 
to 3, with 29 abstentions. 
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190. 
draft 

(Netherlands), supported by i,Ir. NORDENFELT (Sweden), ed that 
A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l, as amended, should be adopted without a vote. 

191. l/cr, GOODEN (Jamaica) insisted on the need for a vote. 

192. At the request of the representative of the Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, a recorded vote was tru~en on draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l as 
a whole. 

In favour: Afghanistan, , Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahrain, 
Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia~ Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, 
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, 
Finland, France, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, 
Guatemala, sau, Honduras, Hungary, India, Iran, 
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, 
Kuwait, Lao 's Democratic Republic, Lesotho, Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, , Mauritania, Uexico, 
}.longolia, Morocco, Hozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, Nicaragua, 
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, 
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, 
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Spain, Sudan, Suriname, S1vaziland, Sweden, 
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian 
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Socialist Republics, 
United Arab , United Republic of Cameroon, United 
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Zaire, 
Zambia. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Australia, Bahrunas, Canada, Denmark, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Guyana, Iceland, Japan, ~J!ala\·Ti, Maldives, New Zealand, Norway, 
Panama, Trinidad and Tobago, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 
Northern Ireland, United States of America. 

193. Draft resolution A/C.3/35/L.70/Rev.l as a whole, as amended, was adopted by 
105 votes to none, with 16 abstentions. 

194. The CHAIRHAN said that, in view of the lateness of the hour, explanations of 
vote could be gi;en at the following morning's meeting. Before adjourning the 
meeting, he had the sad duty to inform the members of the Committee that 
Mr. Amerasinghe had died the day before. He paid tribute to the devotion and 
exceptional qualities of the eminent diplomat, 1-rho had been Chairman of the 
Conference on the La1v of' the Sea and whose death 1-ras a loss to the 
international community. 

The meeting rose at 10.05 p.m. 




