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The meeting was c â l l o d . to'-order at 3 . 1 5 P.m. 

THE RIGHT OF PEOPIES TO SEIi'-PETERI-IEmTÎON', AKD; ITS APPLICATION TO PEOPLES UHDER' 
COLONIAL OR ALIEN РОЖНАТ ЮН OR FOREIGN OCCUPATION (agenda.item 9).. (gontinued.) 
(E/CN .4/L.1559V E/CN .4/L . I5655 E/CN . 4/L . I 5 6 S ; E/CN .4/L ; i56g)'1 

D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/L .1559 

1 . Mr. GMVALOV (Bulgaria) said, that he would, vote against d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n 
E/CN .47b .1559? since i t v/as inspired, by p r e j u d i c e against the Karapuchean people and. 
completely overlooked, the h e r o i c e f f o r t s of that people to r e c o n s t r u c t a country 
v/hich had been devastated by the p o l i c y of genocide pursued, by the previous régime. 
Such a t e x t would., i n h i s opinion, .do nothing but r e v i v e the morale of the P o l Pot 
c l i q u e and. serve the a s p i r a t i o n s of the i m p e r i a l i s t s , 

2 . Mr. OGURTSOV (Byelorussian Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic) s a i d that he vrould a l s o 
vote against d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4/L . I 5 5 9 , because i t r a i s e d d.oubts about the 
n o r m a l i z a t i o n of l i f e i n ICampuchea. There had., i n f a c t , been p o s i t i v e and. t a n g i b l e 
changes i n the l i f e of the Khmer people s i n c e the time vihen i t had. throvm o f f the 
yoke of the murd.orous P o l Pot c l i q u e . Even The Times had. recognized, that i n an 
a r t i c l e s t a t i n g that the process of s t a b i l i z a t i o n was o b v i o u s l y being c a r r i e d out 
s u c c e s s f u l l y . The claims that human r i g h t s were being v i o l a t e d , i n Kampuchea 
amounted, to sheer f a b r i c a t i o n and. i t vJas not normal i n o f f i c i a l United. Nations 
documents to mention the name of a State which haxl not e x i s t e d f o r two years. I t 
v/as i n a d m i s s i b l e that a former State should.'be'used, to sland.er a sovereign.State. 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n represented an attempt to i n t e r f e r e i n the a f f a i r s o f a 
sovereign State through tho Commission on Human R i g h t s . 

3 . Mr. ORTIZ RODRIGUEZ (Cuba) consid.ered that d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . 1559 was 
o f f e n s i v e as i t vjas based, on a p u r e l y s u b j e c t i v e viev; of liampuchean r e a l i t y . ' Par 
from promoting a s o l u t i o n to tho' pioblems of Eámpuchea, such a t e x t would, only 
encourage the a c t i v i t i e s of the bands of c o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r i o s , M s d.elegation 
Vi/ould. t h e r e f o r e vote against a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n vrhich v/as e s s e n t i a l l y invalid.ated. 
by the p o l i t i c a l i n t e n t i o n s und.orlying i t . 

4 . Mr, ZORIN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republics) s a i d that he wa.s f i r m l y opposed, 
to the adoption of a d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n submitted, v/ith the covert i n t e n t i o n of 
d.elaying a s o l u t i o n to Kampuchea's problems. I t represented, an attempt to 
i n t e r f e r e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of a sovereign State and r e v e a l e d a t o t a l l a c k of 
regard, f o r a people v/ho, theinks to t h e i r admirable courage, ha,d. managed, to overthrow 
tho puppet régime of P o l Pot. I t would merely complicate the task of the 
Kampuchean people and. prevent t h e i r Government from strengthening peace and. 
s t a b i l i t y i n tho r e g i o n . 

5 . In h i s view. General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s 34/22 and 35/6? which were mentioned 
i n the preamble, vrorc n u l l and. void, as they- had. been adopted, vrithout the 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of ICampuchoa; the second, p a r t of operative paragraph 1 vras 
sland.erous and. operative paragraph. 2 vras e q u a l l y mendacious since i t was i n c o r r e c t 
to speak of f o r e i g n occupation i n Kampuchea. . Paragraphs 3 and. 4 represented, 
i n t e r f e r e n c e i n Kampuchea's a f f a i r s ; i n that connection, the sponsors of the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n seemed, to bo unavrare that f r e e e l e c t i o n s vrere d.ue to be held, s h o r t l y i n 
Kampuchea. I t was ina.dmissible and. u n l a w f u l f o r the Commission to give the 
Secretary-General advice v^rhich he had. not asked, f o r , as was d.one i n paragraph 5> and 
to arrogate to i t s e l f the r i g h t s of the Economic and S o c i a l C o u n c i l , as was done 
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i n paragraph 6 . V/ith regard, to T)aragraph 7? he r e c a l l e d , that at tho time of the 
United. States honbardnents of n e u t r a l Kampuchea, vihen Lon Ifol of e v i l memory had. 
been prosid.ing over tho des t i n y of that unfortunate country, t-horo had. been no 
question of a draJt r e s o l u t i o n expressing univorsa,l d i s a p p r o v a l of ac t s v/hich v/ero 
no l e s s r e p r e h e n s i b l e from tho standpoint of laví. 

6 . V/ith the a l l e g a t i o n s contained, i n the dra,ft r e s o l u t i o n , a l l e g a t i o n s víhich ho 
did. not thJLnli. could, stand, up to tho f a c t s , he contrasted, tho w i l l i n g n e s s r e c e n t l y 
expressed, by the M i n i s t e r s f o r Foreign A f f a i r s of V i c t Ifem, Kampuchea and., Laos, 
v/hen they had. mot at Ho Chi Hinh C i t y , to convcno a. r e g i o n a l conference aimed, at 
e s t a b l i s h i n g peace, s t a b i l i t y and.-prosperity i n South-^East A s i a on the b a s i s of .the 
p r i n c i p l e of the i n t e g r i t y and. sovereifcnty of Stat e s . Evoryono concornod. about 
respect f o r human r i g h t s should, wolcono t h ^ t i n i t i a t i v e . 

7 . Mr. MUBAI'TGA-CIUPOY;. (Zaifola) s a i d that ho found, c e r t a i n aspects of the draJt 
r e s o l u t i o n d i f f i c u l t to accept. R e f e r r i n g to operative para^graph 2 , ho f o l t there 
was a danger that the d.eparturo o f the f o r e i g n f o r c e s nig-ht leave the v/ay о]роп f o r 
the retvirn of P o l Pot, which v/ould. only ma-ko tho s i t u a t i o n v/orse. I t v/as true 
that, blame could, bo imputed, to both p a r t i e s , but perhaps I h o present s i t u a t i o n 
represented, progrc-ss i n so f a r a.s the presence .of f o r e i g n .forces night provide 
favourable cond.itions f o r tho o r g a n i z a t i o n of froo and. d.onocralic e l e c t i o n s . But 
3.S he f o l t i t v/as perhaios naïve on h i s p a r t to suppose that that n i g h t happen, h i s 
d.clegalion had. decid.od to a b s t a i n i n tho vote. 

8. Mr. Tl'/ESIGYE (Ugand.a) said, that h i s Governinent had. r e c e n t l y ord.ored. a, study of 
Kampuchea, but i t s conclusions v/ere, not yet knov/n. Conséquently, as i t v/as anxious 
not to oncoura.g'o an i n i t i a l i v o whose r e s u l t s night be to f a c i l i t a t e the r e t u r n of 
the a.boninablo P o l Pot régino, h i s d.ologation had. d.ocid.ed. to a b s t a i n i n the vote. 

9. Mr. lulLINQV/SKI (Poland.) said, that h i s dologation would, voto against a â.raft 
r e s o l u t i o n which ajiiountod. to approval of tho heinous c r i n e s c o n n l t t o d by the 
P o l Pot regime. 

1 0 . Mrs. HAVCHAA (Mongolia) considered, that the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n fomed. part, of the 
sland.or cajupalgn unleashed, against Kampuchea and. rcprosentod. i n t o r f o r o n c o i n tho 
i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of a country v;hich v̂ /as nalcing huge e f f o r t s to bind, i t s v/ound.s a f t e r 
having overthrown tho bloody régino of P o l Pot and M s c l i q u e . As the d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n nad.o no nontion of the a d n i r a b l c e f f o r t s being nad.o by a whole popple 
to r e c o n s t r u c t t h e i r counti^-, h i s d.ologation v/as opposed, to i t . 

11. At tho request of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Aust r a l . i a , a vote was talcen by r o l l -
c a l l on d r a f t rc&™ution E/CH././L.l^^g i 

12. Yugoslavia, having boon dravm by l o t by the.Chairman, was called, upon to vote 
f i r s t . 

In favour ; Argentina, A u s t r a l i a , B r a z i l , Burund.i, Cana^d.a, Costa R i c a , Dennark, 
F i j i , Franco, Gomary, Fed.oral Republic ox, Ghana, Grooco, Morocco, 
Mexico, Hcthorland.s, H i g o r i a , PaJcistan, Poru, P l i i l i p p i n c s , 
P o r t u g a l , Senegal, Uiiited. ICingd.on of Groat• B r i t a i n and. 
Horthem Ireland., United. States of Anorica , Uruguay, Yugoslavia, 
Z a i r e . 

Against % Bvtlgaria, B y e l o r u s s i a n Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic, Cuba,, E t l i i o p i a , 
I n d i a , Mongolia, Poland., S y r i a n i r a b Republic, Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s . 

A b s t a i n i n g ; A l g e r i a , I r a q , Jordan, Panana, Ugand.a, Zaxibia. 

13. B r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C M . A / L . 1'359 vas ad-outod, by 2б votos to 9 . v i i t h 6 abstentions. 
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P r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . 1 5 6 5 

1 4 . lîr. SALAH-BEY ( A l g e r i a ) saiô. he wished t o draw the a t t e n t i o n of the i n t e m a t i o n a , l 
commujiity t o the extremely serious situa,t:lon which continuer, t o e x i s t i n 
Western Sahara. V/estern Sahara -.ra?: a p r ? . c t i c a l l y unicrae case i n modern h i s t o r y of 
a c o l o n i z e d country vrhose European c o l o n i a l Power had vri.thdra,vm i n favo-'or of another 
Povrer on the A f r i c a n continent which, v/hile c l a i m i n g s o - c a l l e d h i s t o r i c r i g h t s , had 
ced-ed part- of those r i g h t s and of the t e r r i t o r y i n question t o another country, 
namely, M a u r i t a n i a , Confronted oy the r e s i s t c n c e of the Sahra\,á people and pressvjxe 
from the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commvuiity, Mauritania, had i n 1979 viithdravm from, the part of 
Western Sahara v/hich i t had occupied and Morocco had iiamediciely s e i z e d i t . That 
v-ias the s i t u a t i o n of a country vfhose t e r r i t o r y v.̂a.s Lein.g carved, up i n contempt of 
a l l the p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l l i f e , 

1 5 . The serious s i t u a t i o n about vihich the Commission hai.d already expressed, concern 
at i t s previous s e s s i o n had grov.n v.'orse i n s e v e r a l viays. The v;ar, i n vfhich tvro. 
armies, that of the' occupying f o r c e and that of the Salxca.v/i people, vrere c o n f r o n t i n g 
each other, had increased i n i n t e n s i t y , vrith a l l i t s consequences f o r the c i v i l i a n . 
p o p u l a t i o n of the country. Moreover, i n s p i t e of the many c a l l s by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
community f o r the-Sahravri, people t o be allovred t o e x e r c i s e t h e i r r i g h t t o s e l f -
determination, Morocco refused t o embark on the only path vrhi-oh vrould l e a d t o peace, 
namely, t o recognize the existence of the Salira-ri people and t h e i r r i g h t t o s e l f -
determination 3.nd ind.ependence. On the contrary, a fevr days p r e v i o u s l y the K i n g of 
Morocco had repeated h i s r e f u s a l to fo l l o v r the path of reason by r e a f f i r m i n g that 
Western Sahara vra.s permanently Moroccan. Furthermore, some cou.ntries viere again 
p r o v i d i n g the occupying f o r c e vrith arms, Hovrever, h i s t o r y provided numerous examples 
of such a sequence of events, vrhich had ended i n the f i n a . l v i c t o r y of the peoples 
f i g h t i n g f o r t h e i r independence, 

1 6 . A l g e r i a ' s p a r t i c u l a r d e s i r e that a s o l u t i o n t o the question of Western Sahara 
should be found could be explained not only by i t s concern about a c o n t i n u i n g s t a t e 
of vrar on i t s f r o n t i e r s , but a l s o by i t s support f o r peoples f i g h t i n g f o r , t h e i r 
freedom, 

1 7 . The amendjïient to operative paragraph .2 of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / L . 1 5 6 5 
proposed by the A u s t r a l i a n d e l e g a t i o n and supported by Uganda on beha.lf of the 
sponsors vras acceptable i n that i t vras understc.nda.ble that some cou n t r i e s should 
p r e f e r a more d i p l o m a t i c form of vrords, namely, d e p l o r i n g r a t h e r tha.n condemning the 
continuance of the occu-pation of Western Sahara by Morocco, The very vride r e c o g n i t i o n 
of the Sahravri people's s t r u g g l e vra.s exemplified, b j ' t h e f a c t that 45 c o u n t r i e s , 12 
of vrhich vrere members of the Commission, had so f a r granted d i p l o m a t i c r e c o g n i t i o n 
t o the Sahrawi Republic. His d e l e g a t i o n had no doubt that the Commission vrould adopt 
the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n by a very l a r g e m a j o r i t y i n order once more t o express c l e a r l y 
i t s concern that the p r i n c i p l e of the r i g h t of peoples to self-determina,tion and 
independence should be respected, 

1Q» Mr. SIÍALLI (Morocco) s a i d that he f e l t - o b l i g e d t o r e p l y t o the mendacious 
a l l e g a t i o n s of the A l g e r i a n d e l e g a t i o n , altho-agh he had already had an o p p o r t u n i t y 
t o e x p l a i n the problem i n a calmer atmosphere. He vrould l i k e to inform the A l g e r i a n 
d e l e g a t i o n that he possessed a r e c o r d i n g of a statement made f i v e years p r e v i o u s l y 
by the la.to P r e s i d e n t Boumédienne i n vrhich the l a t t e r had expressed, h i s approval of 
the d e c o l o n i z a t i o n process i n the r e g i o n of Spanish Sahara r e s u l t i n g from the 
agreement betvieon M a u r i t a n i a and Morocco. That statement shov^red that at t h a t time 
A l g e r i a had been on the side of Morocco and had not spoken of the Sahra.vri people, 
P o l i s a r i o , e t c . The A l g e r i a n delegation's a l l e g a t i o n s vrore sheer f a b r i c a t i o n s vrliich 
had unavovred purposes. 

http://understc.nda.ble
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1 9 . The d e c o l o n i z a t i o n of the former Spa.nish ЗаЬглга ha.d heen accomplished vrith 
respect, f o r i n t e m a t i o n a d 1олг and i n ptirsuance of General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 1514 (XV). 
A l g e r i a had. o n l y ' r e c e n t l y expressed i t s h o s t i l i t y tovrards Morocco and had even had 
recourse t o d i r e c t m i l i t a r y i n t e r v e n t i o n i n Moroccan t o r r i t o r y i A l g e r i a seemed t o 
f i n d i t prefers.ble at the moment to adoT)t the r o l e of defender of the r i g h t to 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and human r i g l a t s . 

20. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community vr-as, hovrever, vrel l acquainted vrith tho r e a l i t i e s 
of the problem. A l g e r i a i t s e l f Icnevr t h a t 40,000 Moroccans haxl been e x p e l l e d from 
A l g e r i a , t h a t the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Comnittoe of the Red Cross (iCRC) had not been 
allovred-.to v i s i t Moroccan s o l d i e r s imprisoned i n A l g e r i a , tha,t f a m i l i e s had been 
deported-, so as t o be presented as s o - c a l l e d Sahravri refugees and that c o l l a b o r a t o r s 
had been abducted so ais t o exert pressure on the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community. Everyone 
vras \réll avrare, moreover, t h a i members of the s o - c a l l e d " P o l i s a r i o " vrere ma^ssacring 
the: black people they came across d.uring t h e i r cla.shes and that the U n i t e d Nations 
had never been allovred t o take a census of the people vrho, i t vra.s claimed^, cajne 
from Western Sahara. I t might a l s o be asked vrhy A l g e r i a had never c a l l e d f o r the 
e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t t o s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n of the peoples concerned vrhen 
Western Sahara had been under Spanish domination. 

21. I4r.. SALivH-BEY ( A l g e r i a ) s a i d that he r e g r e t t e d the unjust atto-cks made against 
h i s . country on t i l e qu.estioii of Western Sahara and c a t e g o r i c a l l y denied t h a i the 
A l g e r i a n army had intervened^, i n the r e g i o n . Quite c l e a r l y , 'Morocco cotild. not accept 
the f a c t that a people v/ere talcing up arms against f o r e i g n occupation, ' 

22. ? f c . _ J K i ^ L i . (Morocco) s a i d thaot he vrould l i k e t o know vrhat explanation the 
A l g e r i a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e could give f o r tho f a c t that p r i s a n e r s of the A l g e r i a n r e g u l a r 
army he l d at Rabat vrere able t o communicale v/ith t h e i r f a m i l i e s and v i t h ICRC 
re p r e s e n t a t i v e s ^ while the same f a c i l i t i e s vrere not accorded t o Moroccan p r i s o n e r s . 

2 3 . I''Ir. I'IUBAI'TGA~CHIPOYA (Zambia) s a i d that he had no o b j e c t i o n t o the replacement 
of the vTOrd "Condemns", i n operative paragraph 2 of. the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , by the word 
"Deplores". He hoped th a t the Commission vrould be a,ble t o adopt the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n 
thus amended, 

2 4 . Mr, SCHIFTER (United States of America) s a i d that he vrould l i k e t o hear the 
r e c o r d i n g of the sta.tement by P r e s i d e n t Boujiiedienne mentioned by the Moroccan 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , 

2 5 . Mr. GONZALEZ de LEOH (Mexico) s a i d he understood that the substantive debate 
on the question o f Western Sahara, ha,d already been closed. It. would be p r e f e r a b l e 
f o r the Commission t o concéntrale i t s a t t e n t i o n on c o n s i d e r a t i o n of d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4/L . I 5 6 5 , 

2 6 . Mr, H A S S O N (observer f o r Democratic Yemen) sa i d . t h a t h i s d e l e g a t i o n wished t o 
j o i n the sponsors of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . E / C N , 4 / L . 1 5 б 5 » v/hich v/as c o n s i s t e n t víith i t s 
p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e concerning the r i g h t of peoples t o s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , but 
vrithout p r e j u d i c e t o the r e l a t i o n s of brotherhood which bound the peoples of 
Democratic Yemen and Morocco. Only by r e c o g n i z i n g the j u s t s t r u g g l e of the people 
of Western Sahara, f o r the e x e r c i s e of t h e i r r i g h t s could peace a,nd co-operation be 
r e s t o r e d t o the r e g i o n , . 

•27, Mr. NGONDA BEMPU ( Z a i r e ) r e g r e t t e d that d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N , 4 / L . I 5 6 5 d i d not 
ha,ve a; hoarding s i m i l a r t o that' of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n r e l a t i n g t o Afghanistan 
( E / C N , 4 / L , 1 5 6 8 ) , Hovrever, h i s d e l e g a t i o n remained opposed to the t e x t not f o r t h a t 
reason of form, but becanse i t could not a,gree vrith the condemnation contained i n 
the operative p a r t , even i f the v.'ording of para.gra.ph 2 was s l i g h t l y ajuended. 
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28. Иг. ,М/ШТШЕ2 ̂ CRpZ (Panama) s a i d that the anendiüent to operative paragraph 2 
proposed b y the A u s t r a l i a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e at the preceding neeting was acceptable¿ 
The d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n r e l a t e d to a case recognized by the United Nations and the 
Organization of \ f r i c a n U nity (OAU) as problem of decolc i z a t i o n , which must be 
re s o l v e d through n e g o t i a t i o r p between the two p a r t i e s to tue di s p u t e , namely, 
Morocco and the Sahrawi Republic л 

2 9 . Mxt M'BAYE (Senegal) s a i d that h i s d e l e g e t i o n vrould vote against d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 . That d i d not meen that Senegal was opposed to the 
p r i n c i p l e of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n of peoples 1 on the contrary, i t v;as very devoted to 
that p r i n c i p l e - as i t had shown, i n t e r a l i a , by r a t i f y i n g the tvio Internationa,l 
Covenants on Human Rights and tho Opt i o n a l P r o t o c o l . I t had als o taken part i n the 
d r a f t i n g of the A f r i c a n Charter of human r i g h t s , vrhich had been adopted at Banj u l by 
an OAU conference of m i n i s t e r s and vrhich s t r e s s e d the p r i n c i p l e of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . 
Hovrever, h i s del e g a t i o n f e l t that one should not prejudge the choices or tho p a t t e r n 
of development of the peoples f o r whom the p r i n c i p l e vr̂a-s invoked., and that a 
propaganda-type r e s o l u t i o n would complicate the s o l u t i o n of the problem of 
Western Sahara-, In i t s vievr, d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 s u f f e r e d from those 
shortcomings. Even i t s t i t l e vra.s unusual Í "Denial to the people of Western Sahara 
of i t s r i g h t to self-deter-Hination and other fundamental human r i g h t s , as a r e s u l t 
of the occupation of i t s t e r r i t o r y by Morocco"; a n e u t r a l t i t l e such as "Problem of 
Western Sahara" vrould have been b e t t e r . Moreover, operative paragraph 2 , even a f t e r 
replacement of the verb "Condemns" by the verb "Deplores", r e f l e c t e d a biased approach 
to the substance of the matter, 

3 0 . The A f r i c a n c o u n t r i e s ' deep concern a.bout the problem of Western Sahara was w e l l 
known. The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Uganda had observed t h a t the Commission d i d not 
n e c e s s a r i l y have to wait u n t i l OAU had taken a p o s i t i o n on that problem i n order to 
f o l l o w i t ; however, i t vrould be p r e f e r a b l e not to f o r e s t a l l that o r g a n i z a t i o n , which 
vra.s l o o k i n g i n t o the problem and cons i d e r i n g a l l p o s s i b l e courses. The Ad Hoc 
Committee of Heads of State of OAU had adopted a r e s o l u t i o n on Vfestern Sahara v-rhose 
terms d i f f e r e d from those of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N , 4 / L . 1 5 6 5 . . F i r s t and foremost, OAU 
was c a l l i n g f o r t a l k s between the par t i e l s - an approach w i t h which Senegal agreed i n 
a d e s i r e f o r a x a s t i n g peace, A m i l i t a r y s o l u t i o n vrould ^.eave o n l y b i t t e r n e s s . F o r 
the reasons i t had j u s t mentioned, "nis d e l e g a t i o n requested that there should be 
separate votes on the t i t l e and on operative paragraph 2 and that a l l the votes should 
bo taken by r o l l - c a l l ^ 

31V, Ш, SOYER (France) pointed out th a t h i s country's p o l i c y had c o n s i s t e n t l y been 
one of not committing i t s e l f on the substance of the problem of V/estern Sahara. For 
that reason, i n a s p i r i t of n e u t r a l i t y h i s d e l e g a t i o n vrould a b s t a i n i n the vote on 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N , 4 / L . 1 5 6 5 as a whole. In i t s view, i t would be b e t t e r to seek 
agreement than to pour o i l on the f i r e . In that connection, he r e f e r r e d to two 
s i t u a t i o n s - the se i z u r e of hostages belonging to dip l o m a t i c s t a f f , and an i n c i d e n t 
provoked by the untimely oommvmication of i n f o r m a t i o n - i n which moderation had 
p r e v a i l e d . His del e g a t i o n found no such moderation i n the t i t l e of d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E / C N C 4 / L . 1 5 6 5 or i n operative para^graph 2 , where a sovereign State was 
named. I t would the r e f o r e vote against the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

3 2Ifa-^BEAULIiJE (Canada) s a i d t h a t h i s d e l e g a t i o n woviLd a b s t a i n i n the vote on 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L , 1 5 6 5 and vrould have p r e f e r r e d i t not to have been submitted, 
so that h i s d e l e g a t i o n vrould net have had to choose between tvro f r i e n d l y coitntries» 
Operative paragraph 2 seemed to conti-adict the s p i r i t of c o l l a b o r a t i o n vrith OAU víhich 
underlay the seventh preambular paragraph and oi^erative paragraph 1 ; moreover, the 
reference to the f o r e i g n occupation prejudged the p o l i t i c a l settlement to vrhich the 
ovirrent n e g o t i a t i o n s should l e a d . 
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3 3 . .HILALY (Pa k i s t a n ) , requested that op§,ya,tiy.e. paragraph 1 ahoxild.. also be voted 
upon"separately^ 

3 4 . Иг... S/¿bidi-BEY ( A l g e r i a ) p o i n t e d out .that i n , the Prenoh t e x t , t h e second.line of 
thé' seventh'ргеаглЬи1э.г paragraph should rea,d "la. Conférence des Chefs d'Etat et de 
Gouvernenent ...". 

3 5 . - At the request, of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Senegal^ a vote was taken by r o l l - c a l l 
on the t i t l e of d r a f t resolution'Ё7сн.4/Ь.13б3. " ' 

36. The Netherlands, having been drawn by l o t by the Chainnan, was c a l l e d upon to 
vote f i r s t . 

In favour;. , A l g e r i a , B u l g a r i a , B y e l o r u s s i a n Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic, 
Costa, Rica,, Cuba,, Cyprus, E t h i o p i a , Ghanav, I n d i a , Mexico, Mongolia, 
N i g e r i a , Panai^a, Poland, S y r i a n iVrab Republic, Uganda, Union of 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p t i b l i c s , Y t i g o s l a v i a , Zambia. 

Against.! 

A b s t a i n i n g ; Argentina, A u s t r a l i a , B r a z i l , Burundi, Dennark,. E i j i , Germany,-

Cana,da, Prance, I r a q , Jordan,..,.Мо.госсо, .Paru, . P h i l i p p i n e s P o r t u g a l , 
Senega,l, United States of Ij-ievica, Uruguay, Z a i r e . 

F e d e r a l Republic of, Greece, Netherlands, P a k i s t a n , United Kingdom 
. of G r e a t . B r i t a i n _ a n d Northern Ireland... 

3 7 . The t i t l e of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n was adopted by 19 votes to 1 2 , 
w i t h 11 a b s t e n t i o n s . 

38. At the request of the: r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of P a k i s t a n , a vote was talcen by r o l l - c a l l 
on operative paragraph 1 . , 

3 9 . Uruguay, having been йга\-т by l o t by the Chaiman, wg,s c a l l e d xxpon to vote f i r s t . 

In favour; M g e r i a , /irgentina, AuEtra,lia, B r a z i l , Bulga,ria,, B y e l o r u s s i a n Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republic, Canada,, Costa R i c a , Cuba, Cyprus, Denmark, 
E t h i o p i a , F i j i , Ghana, Greece, India,, Jordan, Mexico, Mongolia, 
Netherlands, N i g e r i a , P a k i s t a n , Panana, Peru, Poland, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Uganda, Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p ublics, 
United Kií3gdon of. Great B r i t a i n and Northern I r e l a n d , .Yugoslavia, 
Zaj-ibia. 

i l g a i n s t ; Morocco, Senegal, Urugua,y, Z a i r e . 

A b s t a i n i n g s Burundi, France, Geimany, Fed e r a l Republic of, I r a q , P h i l i p p i n e s , 
P o r t u g a l , United States of America. • ' 

4 0 . Operative; paragraph 1 was adopted by 31 votes to 4? vfith 7 abstentions. 
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4 1, At the request of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Senegal, a vote was taken by r o l l - c a l l 
on operative paragraph 2 , 

42. P o r t u g a l , having been drawn by l o t by the Chairman,, was c a l l e d upon to vote 
f i r s t . 

I n favour; A l g e r i a , A u s t r a l i a , B r a z i l , Bulgaria,, B y e l o r u s s i a n S o v i e t 
S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c , Costa R i c a , Cuba, Cyprus, E t h i o p i a , F i j i , 
Ghana, India,/Mexico, Mongolia, N i g e r i a , Panama, Peru, Poland, 
S y r i a n Arab Republic, Uganda, Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s , 
Y u g o s l a v i a , Zambia. 

Against ; ' Canada, France, I r a q , Jordan, Morocco, Palcistan, P h i l i p p i n e s , 
P o r t u g a l , Senegal, u n i t e d States of America, Unigaay, Z a i r e . 

Abstainings A r g e n t i n a , Burundi, Denmark, Germany, Federal Republic o f , Greece. 
Netherlands, United Kingdom of Great B r i t a i n and Northern I r e l a n d . 

45. Operative paragraph 2 was adopted by 23 votes to 1 2 , w i t h 7 a b s t e n t i o n s . 

44. At the request of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of Senegal, a vote was taken by r o l l - c a l l 
on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E 7 C N . 4 / L . 1 3 & 3 as a whole. 

4 5. Y u g o s l a v i a , having been drawn by l o t by the Chairman, was c a l l e d upon to vote 
f i r s t " 

I n favours A l g e r i a , A rgentina, A u s t r a l i a , B r a z i l , B u l g a r i a , Burundi, 
B y e l o r u s s i a n S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Rei^ublic, Costa R i c a , Cuba, Cyprus, 
E t h i o p i a , F i j i , Ghana, Greece, I n d i a , Mexico, Mongolia, N i g e r i a , 
Panama, Peru, Poland, S y r i a n Arab R e p u b l i c , Uganda, Union of" 
S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s , Y u g o s l a v i a , Zambia. 

Against ; I r a q , MoroccoSenegal. United States of America,- Z a i r e . 

A b s t a i n i n g ; Canada, Denmark, France, Germans'-, Fed e r a l Republic o f , Jordan, 
Netherlands, P a k i s t a n , P h i l i p p i n e s , P o r t u g a l , U nited Kingdom of 
Great B r i t a i n and Northern I r e l a n d , Uruguay. 

4 6. D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4/b . l 565 as a whole was adopted by 26 votes to 5 , w i t h 
11 abstentions. 

D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 / L . I 5 6 8 

4 7 . Mr. KHERAD (Observer f o r Afghanistan) s a i d that the Democratic Republic of 
Afghanistan was s t r o n g l y opposed to d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L , 1 5 ^ 8 , C e r t a i n 
countries had been amassing l i e s and slanderous a l l e g a t i o n s against r e v o l u t i o n a r y 
Afghanistan i n order to j u s t i f y t h e i r attempts to aggravate the t e n s i o n i n the 
r e g i o n , subject the Afghan people to f u r t h e r t r i a l s and divert-them'from-the 
course they had f r e e l y chosen. I n doing so, those countries continued to i n t e r f e r e 
i n Afghanistan's i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s and to use the s o - c a l l e d "Afghan question" i n 
order to create c o u n t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r y h y s t e r i a . D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N , 4 / L . 1 5 6 8 , 
which was groundless, unacceptable and i n s i g n i f i c a n t , was merely one of t h e i r 
manoeuvres. 
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48„ The events which had taken place in. Afghanistan г̂ еге e x c l u s i v e l y i n t e r n a l 
matters. I t wa.s ohvious t h a t , i n any country, a r e v o l u t i o n made many enemies. 
Since the A p r i l r e v o l u t i o n , and i n p a r t i c u l a r a f t e r the n a t i o n a l u p r i s i n g o f 
27 December 1979? i m p e r i a l i s t , hegemonist and r e a c t i o n a r y c i r c l e s had stepped up 
t h e i r interfer-ence and i n t r i g u e s and had i n i t i a , t e d an undeclared war against 
r e v o l u t i o n a r y Afghanistan. I f they had not sought to d e s t a b i l i z e the 
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan through c e r t a i n neighbouring c o u n t r i e s , the 
Revolutionary C o u n c i l of Afghanistan vrould never hs.ve c a l l e d upon a l i m i t e d 
S o v iet contingent,, pursviant to a r t i c l e 4 of the Treaty of F r i e n d s h i p , 
Good-Neighbourliness a,nd Co-opei-ation signed betvreen the Soviet Union and 
Afghanistan i n 1978 and A r t i c l e 51 of the Charter of the United Nations, i n order 
to defend Afghan independence, t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y and sovereignty. As soon as 
f o r e i g n i n t e r f e r e n c e ceased, there vrould no longer be any need f o r m i l i t a r y 
a s s i s t a n c e i n Afghanistan. 

4 9 . Afghanistan's r e l a t i o n s w i t h other peace-loving c o u n t r i e s ; i n c l u d i n g the 
Moslem c o u n t r i e s , vrould continue to develop.; i n p a r t i c u l a r , the S o v i e t Union had 
granted considerable economic, s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l a s s i s t a n c e to that country. 
The c i r c l e s which, continued to make much ado about the f i - a t e r n a l a s s i s t a n c e 
granted by the Soviet Union to the Afghan people, at the request of i t s l e g a l 
Government, vrere seeking to unleash a. campaign of hatred and slander i n order to 
d i s t o r t the f a c t s , confuse world o p i n i o n and denigrate independent Afghanistan's 
r e l a t i o n s w i t h the S o v i e t Union and other peace-loving c o u n t r i e s . 

5 0 . V/ith regard to the s o - c a l l e d Afghan refugee problem, the Government of the 
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan had c l e a r l y set f o r t h i t s p o s i t i o n i n i t s 
statements of 10 March and 14 May 198O, as contained i n documents A / 3 5 / I 5 4 and 
A / 3 5 / 2 3 8 . The Democratic Republic of Afghanistan v,ras ready to víelcome those 
persons v4io had l e f t the country because of the atmosphere of oppression created 
by the f a s c i s t Amin Government before 27 December 1979s and a l l those who had 
been.deceived by the propaganda of the enemies of the r e v o l u t i o n . More than 
2 0 0 , 0 0 0 Afghans who had been abroad had already returned to Afghanistan and had 
resumed a normal l i f e . Hovrever, the P a k i s t a n Government vras impeding the r e t u r n 
of a l a r g e number of Afghans l i v i n g beyond Afghan f r o n t i e r s = 

5 1 . On 14 May I98O the Democratic Republic of Afghanistan had announced a 
d e t a i l e d programme r e l a t i n g to the p o l i t i c a l settlement of the s i t u a t i o n i n 
Afghanistan, the removal of misunderstandings and the n o r m a l i z a t i o n of r e l a t i o n s 
w i t h tvro neighbouring c o u n t r i e s by peacefvi.l means and through d i r e c t b i l a t e r a l 
n e g o t i a t i o n s . I t had been s t r e s s e d , i n that programme, that r e l a t i o n s between 
those covmtries and Afghanistan should be based on u n i v e r s a l l y recognized 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l standards such as respect f o r t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y and sovereignty, 
mutual non-interference i n i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s and a r e f u s a l to allovr n a t i o n a l 
t e r r i t o r y to be used f o r h o s t i l e acts against neighbouring c o u n t r i e s . The 
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan had also requested the Soviet Union and the 
United States to be the main guarantors of the process of détente i n the r e g i o n ; 
but only the S o v i e t Union had so f a r responded to those proposals. 

5 2 . I n conclusion,; h i s d e l e g a t i o n f e l t that the despicable manoeuvres by c e r t a i n 
members of the Commission against an independent State Member of the United Nations 
vrere l i a b l e s e r i o u s l y to undermine the Commission's p r e s t i g e and a u t h o r i t y . The 
people of Afghanistan vrould continue stea.dfastly to f o l l o v j the path i t had f r e e l y 
chosen. 
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53* Иг. ZOnin" (Union of S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Republics) p r o t e s t e d s t r o n g l y a g a i n s t the 
attempts made i r . d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C Î T O 4 / L . 1 5 6 8 to induce the Comiaiosion to examine 
the s o - c a l l e d hurio.n r i g h t s s i t u a t i o n i n Afgha:aistan. I t лта.с. the f o r c e s of 
i m p e r i a l i s m and hegemony'and i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e a c t i o n a r i e s tha,t were waging an 
undeclared war ¿vgainst revolutionary'' Afghanistan from P a l t i s t a n , where m i l i t a r j ' " 
eqiiipment s u p p l i e d by China, iJgTpt and the United States was f l o w i n g i n c o n s t a n t l y , 
and through mercenairies. ' Those ac t s of aggiression .consti"Luted interference, i n the 
i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of Afghanistan and i n i t s i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . 

5 4 ' The sponsors of the d r a f t r e s o l t i t i o n were merelj'' seeking to increase the tensions 
arotmd'Afgiaánistañ, which was s t r i v i n g to b r i n g i t s s i t u a t i o n back to normal a,nd to 
conclude agireenonts w i t h i t s neighbours, a,s the Afghan Government had proposed i n i t s 
statement of 14 liay 1 9 S 0 . That statement c o n s t i t u t e d the sole, b a s i s f o r p e a c e f u l 
settlement which took i n t o accoimt the i n t e r e s t s of a l l p a r t i e s . The sponsors ha^d 
d e l i b e r a t e l y ig.iored the a c t u a l s i t u a t i o n i n Afghanistan and d i s p l a y e d an u t t e r l a c k 
of p o l i t i c a l r e a l i s m , as could be seen i n p a r t i c u l a i r from the f o u r t h , seventh, 
eighth' and tenth preambular paragraphs and operative paragraphs 4, 5, 7 and 8 . 
The S o v i e t Union was proud to have a s s i s t e d the Afghan Government, at i t s , j:equest, 
i n crovming the ^"tighan r e v o l u t i o n of A p r i l 1978 w i t h sviccess aîid ending the aj^ned 
aggression organized by Washington and Peking a g a i n s t Afghanistan. A p a r t of i t s 
contingent had r e c e n t l y returned to the S o v i e t Union; the remainder i/ould follovr as 
soon as the Afgha:! Government's proposals had been accepted and the gangs of 
counter-revol"ationaries had put an end to t h e i r a t t a c k s against independent and 
sovereign A f g l i a n i s t a n , as Ih?. Breshnev had s a i d when adô^ressing the 
twenty-sixth Congress of the Communist P a r t y of the S o v i e t Union. 

55• H i s d e l e g a t i o n would vote a g a i n s t the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

I-Ir. GARYALOV ( B u l g a r i a ) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n would vote against 
d r a f t r e s o l u l i o n Р.'СН.4/Ь.15бо f o r the f o l l o w i n g reasons: the t e x t took no accOun-;:. 
of the settlement proposals made by the Govei-nment of the Democratic Republic 
of Afghanistan on I 4 May 1 9 8 0 , v h i c h had been based or. the a s p i r a t i o n s of the • 
Afghan people; i t f a i l e d to mention that Goverrmient, which was however recognised 
by the United Ha/tions and whose l e g i t i m a c y and sovereignty were i n no doubt; i t 
ignored the prerogative of a sovereign State to have rcecourse to the means" provided 
f o r i n the Charter of • the United Nations i n order to combat i n t e r f e r e n c e from abroad; 
i t s a i d nothing about the grave t h r e a t s , by c r i m i n a l s vdio would stop a t nothing "a,nd 
were a s s i s t e d by the United States and China, to tlie r i g h t to se I f - d e termina t i o n 
udiich the Afghan people, had e x e r c i s e d and to the sovereignty and independence of the 
Democratic Republic of Afghanistan. I n s h o r t , the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n tool; into' account 
none of the f a c t o r s which would make i t p o s s i b l e to a r r i v e at a peaceful settlement •-
namely, an end to i n f i l t r a t i o n i n t o Afghan t e r r i t o i y , w i t h guarantees against any 
future i n f i l t r a t i o n , ana the establishment of f r i e n d l y r e l a t i o n s beWeen Afghanistan 
and i t s neighbou.rs. 

57» R i s d e l e g a t i o n would therefore vote against the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

5 8 . Mr. .SPIER (Prance.) r e c a l l e d that both the General Assembly (on ti.ro'occasions), 
and the Commission ( a t i t s t h i r t y - s i x t h session) had a.dopted by overvmelming 
m a j o r i t i e s r e s o l u t i o n s condemning f o r e i g n i n t e r v e n t i o n i n Afghanistan as a f l a g r a n t 
v i o l a t i o n of that country's sovereignty and independence. I t was deeply r e g r e t t a b l e 
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that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community's disa p p r o v a l had ha.d no e f f e c t . The u n c e r t a i n t y 
regarding the prospects f o r a p o l i t i c a l settlement of the s i t u a t i o n , despite the 
effuj . - i - 'P ' of the United Nations, the I s l a m i c Conference and the European Economic 
Community i n p a r t i c u l a r , created a serious t h r e a t to peace. Tlie Commission vras not 
i n a p o s i t i o n to ó-ictate the terms of such a settlem.ent, hut i t could draw a t t e n t i o n 
to the f a c t tha,t the Afghan people must be allowed to ex e r c i s e the r i g h t s recognized 
i n a r t i c l e 28 of the U n i v e r s a l D e c l a r a t i o n of Human Rights ana i n a r t i c l e 1 of the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants on Human Rights, r i g h t s which were at present denied them. 

59« H i s de l e g a t i o n would therefore vote i n favour of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

lie 60. Mr. М Ы Н Ш З К ! (Poland) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n w o u l d Yote a g a i n s t t h 
d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n since i t served to promote n e i t h e r human r i g h t s n o r a settlement of 
the s i t u a t i o n i n Afghanistan. I t was d i r e c t e d a g a i n s t the Afghan r e v o l u t i o n and the 
sovereign r i g h t s o f the Afghan people, and was r e j e c t e d by the Afghan Goverment. 

61. I4rs. NAVCHAA (Mongolia.) r e c a l l e d that Mongolia had c o n s i s t e n t l y supported the 
r i g h t of peoples to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and independence; however, h e r d e l e g a t i o n 
would r e j e c t the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n because i t was based on completely f a l s e premises. 

62. Mr. LINCKE (Federal Republic of Germany) s t a t e d that h i s Government was concerned 
about the s i t u a t i o n i n Afghanistan. By t h e i r a c t i v e and passive r e s i s t a n c e the 
Afghans, one i n ten of w h o m had gone i n t o e x i l e , showed that they r e j e c t e d the system 
imposed upon them. H i s Government considered t h a t the So v i e t Union should end 
f o r t h w i t h i t s i n t e r v e n t i o n i n Afghanistan. That i n t e r v e n t i o n haxl..been condemned 
by a l a r g e m a j o r i t y of the General Assembly as a breach of the .Afghaii people ' s r i g h t 
to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and a t h r e a t to the s t a b i l i t y of the re g i o n and the maintenance 
of peaceful rela/tions among n a t i o n s . 

63. H i s d e l e g a t i o n would v o t e i n favour of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n , wjiich alone would 
malœ i t p o s s i b l e to r e s t o r e the Afghan people's r i g h t to self--deterniination. 

64. - The СНАТШ'ШТ i n v i t e d the Commi s s i on.:, to \rote on d r a f t . r e s Q l i a : f c i o n E / C N . 4 / L . 1 5 6 a . 

65. The vote was telcen by r o l l - c a l l . 

66. Cuba., having been drawn by l o t by the Chairman, was c a l l e d u p o n t o vote f i r s t . 

•• In._í'.ayPi?-í'° Argentina, Australia:-, B r a z i l , Burundi, СэпзДа., Costa R i c a , Denmark, 
F i j i , France, Germany, Federal Republic o f , Ghana, Greece, I r a q , 
Jordan, Mexico, Morocco, Netherlands, N i g e r i a , P a k i s t a n , Panama, 
Peru, P h i l i p p i n e s , P o r t u g a l , Senegal, Uganda, United Xingdom of 

• Great B r i t a i n and Northern I r e l a n d , United States o f iimerica, 
Urugu-ay, Y u g o s l a v i a , Z a i r e , Zambia,. 

Against: B u l g a r i a , B y e l o r u s s i a n S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Republic, Cuba, E t h i o p i a , 
Mongolia, Poland, S y r i a n Arab Republic, Union o f S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t 
Republics. 

Abstainings A l g e r i a , Cyprus, I n d i a . 

67• D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 , / L . 1 3 6 8 was adopted_by_31 votes to 8, w i t h 3 abstentions. 
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D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / L , 1 5 6 9 

6S« I l r . OGimTSOV ( B y e l o r u s s i a n S o v i e t S o c i a l i s t Republic) s a i d that d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n E / C Î Î . 4 / L . I 5 6 9 , which v/as i n l i n e w i t h the substantive statements made 
on agenda item 9 , was w e l l balanced and r e a l i s t i c . His d e l e g a t i o n would aec o r d i n g l y 
vote f o r i t . 

69. The CHAXEMAN announced that the Greek d e l e g a t i o n had requested a separate vote 
on operative paragraph 2 of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

70. The vote was talcen by r o l l - c a l l . 

71. : Uganda, having been dravm by l o t by the Chairman, \ias c a l l e d upon to vote f i r s t . 

I n favour; A l g e r i a , A rgentina, B r a z i l , B u l g a r i a , Bujiamdi, B y e l o r u s s i a n 
Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p ublic, Cuba,, Cjqpru.s, Ethiopia., Ghana, I n d i a , 
I r a q , Jordan, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, H i g e r i a , P a k i s t a n , Panama, 
Peru, P h i l i p p i n e s , Poland, Senegal, S y r i a n Arab Republic, Uganda, 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s , Yu.goslavia, Z a i r e , Zambia.' 

Against; A u s t r a l i a , Canada, Denmark, F i j i , Prance, Germany, Federal Republic 
Greece, Netherlands, P o r t u g a l , United ICingiom of Great B r i t a i n and 
Northern I r e l a n d , United States of America, Uruguay. 

A b s t a i n i n g ; Costa R i c a . 

72. Operative paragraph 2 of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . 1 5 6 9 v/as adopted by 29 votes 
to 12, V f i t h 1 a b s t e n t i o n . 

73. The CHAIRMAN announced t h a t the Greek d e l e g a t i o n had. requested a separate vote 
on operative paragraph 9 of the d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n . 

74. The vote was taken by r o l l - c a l l . 

74 b i s . Morocco, having been dravm by l o t by the Chairman, v/as c a l l e d upon to vote 
f i r s t . 

I n favour; A l g e r i a , A rgentina, B r a z i l , Bu.lgaria, Burundi, B y e l o r u s s i a n Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t R e p ublic, Costa R i c a , Cuba, Cyprus, E t h i o p i a , F i j i , Ghana, 
I n d i a , I r a q , Jordan, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, H i g e r i a , P a k i s t a n , 
Panama, Peru, Poland, Senegal, S y r i a n Arab Republic, Uganda, 
Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p ublics, Y u g o s l a v i a , Z a i r e , Zambia. 

Against; A u s t r a l i a , . Canada, Denmaxk, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, 
Greece, Netherlands, P o r t u g a l , United I'Zingdom of Great B r i t a i n and 
Northern I r e l a n d , United States of America, Uruguay. 

A b s t a i n i n g ; P h i l i p p i n e s . 

75. Operative paragraph 9 of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/L.I569 v/as adopted by 30 votes 
to 11, v/ith 1 a b s t e n t i o n . 

76. The CHAIRMAN i n v i t e d the Commission to vote on d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/L .I569 
as a v/hole. 

77. The vote was talcen by r o l l - c a l l . 
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78. Benin, having been д.-гглт by l o t by. the Chairman, iras c a l l e d upon to vote f i r s t . 

In favour; A l g e r i a , Argentina, B r a , z i l , B u l g a r i a , B u r r n d i , B y e l o r u s s i a n Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republic, Costa. R i c a , Cuba., Cyprvis, Ethiopia., F i j i , Ghana, 
I n d i a , Iraq., Jordan, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nigeria., P a k i s t a n , 
Panama, Peru, P h i l i p p i n e s , Poland, Senegal, S y r i a n Arab Republic, 
Uganda, Union of Soviet S o c i a . l i s t РерггЬИсз, Y i i g o s l a v i a , Z a i r e , 
Zambia. 

Against; A u s t r a l i a , Canada, Denma.rk, France, Germany, Pedera.l Republic o f , 
Netherlands, United Kingdom of Great B r i t a . i n and Northern I r e l a n d , 
United States of iünerica. 

Ab s t a i n i n g ; Greece, Portuga.l, Uruguay. 

79. D r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/L .I369 a.s a whole wa.s adopted by 3I votes to 8, w i t h 
3 a.bstentions. 

E;qo].an3.tion of votes 

8 0 . I'h". I-IARTINEZ (Argentina) s a i d that i n accordance w i t h the p o s i t i o n i t had 
ejqpressed a t the Commission's t h i r t y - s i x t h s e s s i o n and the Genera.l Assembly's 
t h i r t y - f i f t h s e s s i o n , h i s d e l e g a t i o n had voted i n fa.vour of r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4/L . I 5 6 5 . 
I t was convinced t h a t the p a r t i e s concerned accepted the fundamental p r i n c i p l e of the 
r i g h t of the Sahrawi people to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , even i f t h e i r views d i f f e r e d on how 
c e r t a i n f a c e t s of the question should be a.pproa.ched. 

81. I t had a l s o voted i n favour of r e s o l u t i o n E/CN.4/L.I56G, although i t was not 
e n t i r e l y i n agreement w i t h some of i t s paragraphs, which to a. c e r t a i n extent exceeded 
the Commission's competence. 

82. I t had voted i n favour of paragraph 9 of r e s o l u t i o n E/CN .4/L . I569 on the 
understanding that the condemnation contained t h e r e i n p.ppliod to the p o l i c y of the 
States which supported and protected the r a x i s t régime i n southern A f r i c a and 
encouraged that régime to s t i f l e the l e g i t i m a t e aspira.tions 01 peoples to independence 
and freedom, 

^ 3 " Mr. NOVAIi (United States of iünerica) s a i d h i s d e l e g a t i o n had voted against 
r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4/L . I 5 6 5 because i t considered that the condeîmiation of any of the 
pa.rties concerned could only p r e j u d i c e the e f f o r t s of OAU, i n vrhich Morocco had 
undertalcen to p a r t i c i p a t e , and t h a t , i n coaformity w i t h General Assembly 
r e s o l u t i o n 1541 (XV), the e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t to seli-deterrûination d i d not 
n e c e s s a r i l y come about through the ex e r c i s e of the r i g h t to independence. Nevertheless, 
h i s country favoured a prompt settlement of the question of Ifestem Sahara and the 
ex e r c i s e by the Sahrawi people of the r i g h t to decide t h e i r s t a t u s . 
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8 4 . Mr. А Ш В Ш А RIBEIRO (Portugal) s a i d t h a t h i s d e l e g a t i o n had abstained i n the 
vote on r e s o l u t i o n E/CIT . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 as a whole f o r the f o l l o w i n g reasons; the Portuguese 
Government considered that a m i l i t a r y s o l u t i o n was not appropriate; i t supported the 
r e g i o n a l understandings or agreements on c o n c i l i a t i o n , i n - t h a t particular... case under . 
the auspices of OAU; l a s t l y , not a l l the p o s s i b i l i t i e s of dialogue had yet been 
exhausted. I t had voted against the t i t l e of the r e s o l u t i o n and paragraph 2 because 
of t h e i r unusual and extravagant language. 

8 5 . His d e l e g a t i o n had also a,bstained i n the vote on i-esolution E/CN . 4 / L . I 5 6 9 ? 
although i t supported the e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of peoples to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n 
and the a p p l i c a t i o n of that r i g h t t o peoples under c o l o n i a l or a l i e n domination, i t 
s t r o n g l y opposed t h e . i n c l u s i o n of the phrase " i n c l u d i n g armed s t r u g g l e " i n paragraph 2 , 
the tenor of paragra,ph 7 which prejudged current work i n the General Assembly, and 
paragraph 9. I t i n t e r p r e t e d paragraphs 3 and 6 as not a f f e c t i n g I s r a e l ' s r i g h t to 
e x i s t 7 / i t h i n secure and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l y recognized f r o n t i e r s , 

8 6 . Mr. ЪШВ ( A u s t r a l i a ) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had supported r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 
despite i t s misgivings about the t e x t ' s o v e r a l l i m p l i c a t i o n s . He hoped that the 
n e g o t i a t i o n s talcing place w i t h i n the framework of OAU v/ould .lead to ,.a peaceful 
settlement of the c o n f l i c t i n a way vfhich s a t i s f i e d the a s p i r a t i o n s of the Sahrawi 
people. The choices a v a i l a b l e to that people should not be l i m i t e d ; they should 
r e t a i n f u l l freedom, to decide t h e i r f u t u r e . For that reason, the question of the 
independence of that t e r r i t o r y or i t s union w i t h another country could not be prejudged. 
His delega-tion had voted f o r the r e t e n t i o n of operative paragraph 2 as an act of good , 
f a i t h tov/ards the sponsors, who ha,d accepted the amendment i t had suggested. His 
d e l e g a t i o n had serious misgivings about that paragraph and, i n any other circumstances, 
i t Y/ould have abstained i n a separate vote on the p r o v i s i o n . 

8 7 . His d e l e g a t i o n had voted against r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / L . I 5 6 9 because i t contained 
p r o v i s i o n s of no relevance to the question of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and d e a l t v/ith 
problems on v/hich d e c i s i o n s had a l r e a d y been t-aken under other agenda items. The 
t e x t a l s o purported to give approval to armed s t r u g g l e , v.'hich h i s d e l e g a t i o n could not 
endorse, Hovrever, h i s d e l e g a t i o n r e g r e t t e d that i t had been o b l i g e d to vote against 
the d r a f t resoluti-on since i t had an unsv/erving commitment to the p r i n c i p l e s set f o r t h 
i n General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s I 5 1 4 (XV) and 1 5 4 I (XV), and had c o n s i s t e n t l y voted 
i n accordance v^ith them on t e x t s d e a l i n g w i t h that i s s u e i n unaombiguous terms., i n c l u d i n g 
the two other r e s o l u t i o n s which had been put to the vote. I t considered that the 
delegations V 7 h i c h had voted against those two t e x t s had proved t h e i r l a c k of commitment 
to the p r i n c i p l e of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . 

8 8 . I4r. 1/ÏALKATE (Netherlands) s a i d that the Netherlands was dedicated to the r i g h t 
to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , as recognized i n various United Nations instruments, 
p a r t i c u l a r l y i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Covenants. Every people, whether under c o l o n i a l 
domination or not, had the r i g h t to e x e r c i s e that r i g h t i n a peaceful manner and f r e e l y 
to choose i t s form of government. The outcome of the e x e r c i s e of that r i g h t should 
f u l l y r e f l e c t the d e c i s i o n of the people concerned and should not be prejudged by a 
d e c i s i o n of a United Nations body. Since OAU was i n v o l v e d i n the matter, i t seemed 
i n a p p r o p r i a t e , at the current stage, to deplore the a c t i o n s of a p a r t y to the c o n f l i c t . 
His d e l e g a t i o n v/ould l i k e a l l the p a r t i e s concerned to t r y to rea.ch a peaceful 
s o l u t i o n which V/ould respect the r i g h t of the people of Western Sahara to s e l f -
determination. I t vms against that backgromid that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had f e l t o b l i g e d 
to a b s t a i n i n the vote on r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4/L . I 5 6 5 , notv/ithstanding the f a c t that 
many p r o v i s i o n s had met v/ith i t s a,pproval. 
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8 9 . Mr. IVRAKIS (G-reece) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had alv/ays supported the 
implementation of the r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n a.nd the p r o t e c t i o n of tl-ïe 
t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y of St a t e s , On s e v e r a l occasions i t had expressed i t s 
i n d i g n a t i o n at the f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n s of hujuan r i g h t s perp e t r i i t e d cagainst peoples 
under c o l o n i a l domination or f o r e i g n occupation a,nd at a l l acts of aggression i n 
general. His d e l e g a t i o n h;̂ d nevertheless f e l t o b l i g e d to vote a.gatnst paragraphs 2 
and 9 of r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / L , 1 5 6 9 when they had been voted on s e p a r a t e l y , because they 
could be i n t e r p r e t e d i n a manner co n t r a r y to i n t e r n a t i o n a l 1ал7, I t ha.d abstained 
i n the vote on the t e x t a,e a whole, 

9 0 . Mr. GONZALEZ de IE OH (Mexico) s a i d that h i s de l e g a t i o n , v.hich had been a sponsor 
of r e s o l u t i o n È/CN,4 /L, 1 5 6 5 , had voted i n favour of r e s o l u t i o n s E / C N . 4 / L , 1 5 5 9 , L,1568 
and L . I 5 6 9 . 

9 1 . Mr. SK/iLLI (Morocco) за̂ ,1и that the d e c o l o n i s a t i o n of the t e r r i t o r y of tho former 
Spa.nish Sahara ЪгЛ been c a r r i e d out i n accordance v/ith i n t e r n a t i o n a l lav/ and the 
p r i n c i p l e s set f o r t h i n the Oharter of the United Nations, f o l l o w i n g n e g o t i a t i o n s v/ith 
the former a d m i n i s t e r i n g Pov/er and at the i n v i t a t i o n of the S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l , v/ith the 
f u l l and whole-hearted support of A l g e r i a E.nd i n conformity v/ith the v/ishos of tho 
peoples of tho t e r r i t o r y v/ho today l i v e d i n pea.co and freedom \ / i t h t h e i r brothers of 
the other provinces. Those peoples v/ore p a r t i c i T)a..ting' i n the economic, s o c i a t and 
c u l t u r a l development of t h e i r r e g i o n . They had t h e i r ovm provinciavl a,asemblieg, 
e l e c t e d through d i r e c t and uni versât s u f f r a g e , a m i n i s t e r i n the G-overniaent and deputies 
i n the Parliament. Tho governoi-s of t h e i r provinces came fnrom tho r e g i o n and some 
of them v/ere поч ajnbassa^dors of Morocco to f r i e n d l y Governments, Those peoples had 
turned t h e i r ba.clc on t h e i r c o l o n i a l past once and f o r a l l and were engaged i n the 
c o n s t r u c t i o n of the now Morocco pending t h e i r c o n t r i b u t i o n to the c o n s t r u c t i o n of the 
u n i t e d Maghreb, 

9 2 . The i n i t i a t i v e taken by the adversaries of the t e r r i t o r i a t u n i t y and i n t e g r i t y 
of Morocco v/as a retrograde one 5 i t v/as c o n t r a r y to lav/, j u s t i c e , historj'- and the 
f r e q u e n t l y expressed v / i l l of the peoples concerned. His de l e g a t i o n therefore 
r e j e c t e d r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 , v/hich had j u s t been adopted by the Comiaission and 
c o n s t i t u t e d a serious i n j u s t i c e towards Morocco and the Moroccan people as r. whole. 
To be c r e d i b l e , the Commission should confine i t s e l f to the r o l e entrusted to i t and • 
act only i n cases-v/hich v/ere unquestionably v r i t h i n i t s competence. The t e x t o f the 
r e s o l u t i o n v/as i n f a c t e s s e n t i - a l l y p o l i t i c a l i n i t s i n s p i r a t i o n and completely ignored 
the true nature of the problem, v/hich v/a.s e n t i r e l y outside the m^andate of the--
Commission, The r e s o l u t i o n v/as the r e s u l t of a voritavble abuso of pov/er auid vms, 
i n f a c t , designed s o l e l y f o r propa.ganda. purT ) 0ses . That was hov/ i t v/as i n t e r p r e t e d by 
h i s d e l e g a t i o n , v/hich v/a.s reminded of T a l l e j r a n d ' s v/ords Í "Vi/îiat i s -excessive i s 
i n s i g n i f i c a v n t " , 

9 3 . 'nr, R/\.NIGA ( P i j i ) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n -v/as devoted to the p r i n c i p l e of s e l f -
determination, the exer c i s e of v/hich v/as a, b a s i c c o l l e c t i v e r i g h t o f peoples. As -a 
member of the S p e c i a l Coirimittcc of 2 4 , F i j i p a r t i c i p a t e d i n the d e c o l o n i s a t i o n process. 
I t had therefore voted i n favour of r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . A / L . 1 3 6 5 and r e s o l u t i o n E/CN . 4 / L . 1 5 6 9 , 

adthough i t had some r e s e r v a t i o n s -?.bcut c e r t a i n p r o v i s i o n s of the l a t t e r t o x t , i n 
p a r t i c u l a r paragraph 2 , 
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9 4 . l'-îr. SAITZE (Burundi) s a i d that any measures that OAU might take w i t h a view to 
r e s o l v i n g the problem of V/estern Sahara would rec e i v e the u n c o n d i t i o n a l support 
of h i s countrj'-. His delegation had therefore voted i n favour r e s o l u t i o n E/CH . 4/L . I 5 6 5 . 
His delegation had, ho\;ever, made a mistake during the separate votes; i t actus-lly 
supported para,grapli 1 of r e s o l u t i o n E/CH . 4/L . 1 5 6 5 . 

9 5 . Ш,^ ORTIZ. EOBRIGUBZ (Cuba) s a i d t h a t , i n keeping w i t h i t s p o s i t i o n of p r i n c i p l e , 
h i s d e l e g a t i o n had voted against resolu-tion E / C H , 4 / L . 1 5 6 O . I t took the vievi that 
i t was e s s e n t i a l to avoid f u r t h e r i n g i m p e r i a l i s t i n t e r e s t s o r b r i n g g r i s t to the 
m i l l of reactionarj.'- f o r c e s . The Afghan Government had undertaken s p e c i f i c a c t i o n i n 
favoi i r of the Afghan people, a f a c t omitted, i n the r e s o l i i t i o n , vaiich a l s o ignored, the 
need to put an end to the h o s t i l e acts against that Government. 

9 6 . Mr. LIHCICB (Federal Republic of Germany) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had. always 
st r e s s e d the importance of the r i g h t to se If-d.e termination and i t s votes r e f l e c t e d , 
that p o s i t i o n . In the case of '..kstern Sahara, i t seemed necessary to avoid 
i n t e r f e r i n g i n the e f f o r t s being made to f i n d a s o l u t i o n to the problem. 
His delegation had therefore abstained i n the vote on r e s o l u t i o n S/CH . 4/L . I 5 6 5 and 
on the para.graphs put to the vote separa/tely. I t continued to b e l i e v e , hov/ever, 
that the r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , as set f o r t h i n the r e l e v a n t i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
instruments, should be granted to a l l peoples i n tho wozcld. 

9 7 . I-hr. JARDIM GAGLIARDI ( B r a z i l ) said that h i s d e l e g a t i o n had abstained i n the vote 
on the t i t l e of r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 and. had voted i n favour of paragraph 2 . 
The replacement of the word "Condemns" by "Deplores" had c o n s t i t u t e d a compromise 
Vfhich had enabled h i s delegation to vote f o r the t e x t a„s a whole. 

9 0 . I'-h-. HILALY (Pakistan) s a i d that h i s d e l e g a t i o n endorsed the a p p l i c a t i o n o f the 
p r i n c i p l e of s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n to the people of Viestern Sahara and had therefore voted 
i n favour of paragraph 1 of r e s o l u t i o n E / C H . 4 / L . I 5 6 5 . However, i t considei-od that i n 
de p l o r i n g the a c t i o n o f Morocco, that t e x t vrent beyond the r e s o l u t i o n s already adopted 
bjr the organs of the United Nations and OAU; i t haxl therefore voted against 
paragraph 2 . Since t h a t paragraph haxl. been r e t a i n e d , i t had. been o b l i g e d to e^bstain 
i n the' vote on the r e s o l u t i o n as a vrholo. 

9 9 . In response to the comments made concerning the situ.ation i n Afghanistan, he 
noted that those v h o sought to j u s t i f y the f o r e i g n armed'intervention i n Afghanistan 
ha.d based t h e i r arg-uments on the i d e a that that i n t e r v e n t i o n had been d.esigned to 
r e p e l i n t e r v e n t i o n from other quarters i n Afghanistan. In f a c t , the f o r e i g n military/-
i n t e r v e n t i o n had been a u n i l a t e r a l act d.esigned. to determine tho outcome of a p i i r c l y 
i n t e r n a l p o l i t i c a l d i s p u t e . The arguments adduced i n favour of the armed i n t e r v e n t i o n 
were s e l f - c o n t r a d i c t o r y . I t had been s t a t e d that the "outside i n t e r f e r e n c e " had 
in v o l v e d a handful o f armed b a n d i t s . S u r e l y the i n t e r v e n t i o n of 3 5 , 0 0 0 troops was 
not necessary i n order to r e p e l a. handful of b a n d i t s . S u r e l y the ta.sk could have 
been performed by the Afghan army i t s e l f . The f a c t of the matter v;as that i n the 
wake of f o r e i g n m i l i t a r y i n t e r v e n t i o n , o p p o s i t i o n to f o r e i g n domination and the i 
impo s i t i o n of an a l i e n ideology haxl spread throughovit the country, and the vast 
m a j o r i t y of the people wei-e f i g h t i n g a gainst the occupying f o r c e s . By a l l accounts, 
the Afghan army had disintegrated, and Afghan s o l d i e r s were j o i n i n g the lb.jahed-een 
i n t h e i r thousands i n a n a t i o n a l u p r i s i n g . 
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100. I t Imcl been argued that r e s o l u t i o n Е / С П . 4 - / Ь . 15бЗ had taken no acco-unt ox the 
point of view e:rp3?essed by the present r c g i a e i n Afghanistan. The co n d i t i o n s f o r 
a p o l i t i c a , l settlement o u t l i n e d i n General Assembly x-esoluticn 35/5"' o n s i t u a t i o n 
i n Afghanistan and on i t s i m p l i c a t i o n s l'or intex-national peace and s e c u r i t y and i n 
the r e s o l u t i o n j u s t adopted includeci a s t i p u l a t i o n regai-ding non-intei-vention and. 
non-intei-ference by the States of the i-egion i n ea.ch others i n t e x n a l af f a . i r s a n d the 
mutual x-ocognition of ea-ch other's sovereignty, t e r r i t o r i a l i n t e g r i t y and p o l i t i c a l 
independence. That had a l s o c o n s t i t u t e d an e s s e n t i a l point of the px^oposa^ls maxle 
b y the Kabul régime. ' That was obv i o u s l y not th.o only problera tha.t need.ed. to be 
taken u.p. A p o l i t i c a . l s o l i i t i o n would not be p o s s i b l e unless the Afghan people were 
allowed, to determine tneix'' o\rn p o l i t i c a l d e s t i n y withou.t f o r e i g n interfex'once or 
coercion of any k i n d . The presence 01 "5,000 f o r e i g n troops i n Afghani:.ta.n 
c o n s t i t u t e d the niost potent form of oxich intc-rfarcnce and. c o e r c i o n . Thu..:', tlic 
imraedia.te v/ithdrai/al of the f o r e i g n foi-cec i n .'\fghanistan was an indispensable 
c o n d i t i o n f o r the promotion of a v i a b l e p o l i t i c a l settlement. 

101, In co n c l u s i o n , h i s delega.tion x-egratted tha.t the Soviet dclega.tion liad not 
responded to the co n s t r u c t i v e s p i r i t of the r e s o l u t i o n , vrhich x-eflected the i r i l l 
of the i n t e x n a t i o n a l commxinity. I t continued to hope that the Sov i e t Union \rauld 
i-econsider i t s p o s i t i o n , respect the d e c i s i o n s of the United ITations a.nd other 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l conferences, and immediately withdravr i t s troops fx"om Afghanistan. 

102, Mr, TRUOUG QUAH PIIAU (Observer f o r V i e t Ham) s a i d that h i s delegation wished 
once again to sta t e i t s p o s i t i o n on r e s o l u t i o n II/GU,4/LC1559> which i t t o t a ^ l l y 
r e j e c t e d . The presence of the observer f o r the s o - c a l l e d "Domocx-atic Kaj.rpuchea" i n 
the Commission v/as contx-'ajTj" to the Universa^l De clara,tion of Hnma.n R i g h t s 3.nd to the 
ob j e c t i v e of px-o tec t i n g huaa.n i\igh t s , Dy f a i l i n g to take a.ccount of h i s t o r i c x - c a l i t i e s , 
the r e s o l u t i o n adopted i n the absence of the x-epx'esenta.tive of the People's Repu.blic 
of Kampuchea c o n s t i t u t e d a f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n of the r i g h t of the Kanrpuchean people 
to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and f l a t t e r e d those vjlio vrere x-esponsible f o r genocide and had 
been sentenced to d.ea.th by t h e i r ovm people. The curi-ent "rebix'th of Kampuchea vras 
an undeniable f a c t . The adoption of the r e s o l u t i o n encouraged lead.ing i-ea.ctionary 
c i r c l e s i n China, the United Sta.tos impox-ialists a„nd othex^ roa.ct:.ona.x"y foi-cec vrho 
vrere seeking to r e h a b i l i t a t e the senoGÍd.al régime of P o l Pot, l e n g Sarjr a^irl Khieu Sarapha.n 
i n order to impede the rebix-th of the People's ПериЬИс of Karapuclioa, a.nd pea.ce a.nd. 
s t a b i l i t y i n Sou.th-l]aot A s i a , 

103. His d e l e g 3 . t i o n a l s o x-egi-etted. the adoption by the CommLosion of 
r e s o l u t i o n S / C H , 4 / L . 1 5 6 8 . I t shax-ed the vievrs erpx-eosed by tlie A.fghan delegation 
and considered, that the adoption of tha.t x-esolution c o n s t i t u t e d f l a g r a n t intcx-ferenco 
i n Afghanistan's intex-nal a f f a i r s , I'' was x-ogrcttable that i n submitting that t e x t , 
the P a k i s t a n dolegation had d i s t o r t e d the .facts and made f a l s e a l l e g a t i o n s againrit 
the martyred people of .Afghanistan, Pakista.n vra.a. i n chaosi thou.Gand.s of Pa,kistan 
p a t r i o t s vrho НаЛ unüerta.ken a. stx->ugcle to r e s t o r e d.emocracy i n the country мете 
v i c t i m s of babax-ous i^epx-essi.^, .in p a . r t i c u l a r i n Eax-achi a.nd Lahoi-o. I t must,'not 
be forgotten"" that Pa.¡:if.;tan had been p l a y i n g a otx-ategic r o l e f o r i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
i m p e r i a l i s t and rea.ctionaxy i n t e r e s t s i n the x'-egion since the removal of the. 
Shah i n ii-a.n a.nd. the failux-e of the counto:c-x''evolution . in Afghanistan, 
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104. Mr. T E 5 Ш HCul (Democratio líanpuchea) s a i d that the adoption Ъу an 
overwhelming m a j o r i t y of r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / L . 1 5 5 9 , which r e a f f i r m e d the inaliénable 
r i g h t s of the Kai^puchean people to self--do termination and independence, c o n s t i t u t e d 
a b r i l l i a n t c o n t r i b u t i o n to the cause of peace and j u s t i c e , i n cont r a s t to the law 
of the jungle which Hanoi was t r y i n g to impose i n i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . A l l 
peoples who cherished peace and j u s t i c e could not f a , i l to welcome the adoption of 
that t e x t . The Kanpuchoan people, who had been the v i c t i m of a war of aggression 
and extermination f o r over Ью years, would f i n d i n that t e x t a source of great 
comfort and oncoura.gemont i n tho str u g g l e which i t was waging under tho l e a d e r s h i p 
of the P a t r i o t i c and Denocratic Front f o r Greater N a t i o n a l U n i t y , R e f u s i n g to 
l i s t e n . t o the voice of reason, tho Hanoi Govornnent demonstrated i t s obstinacy i n 
pursuing a wa.r of aggression and genocide i n order to achiovo i t s expansionist aims 
i n South-East A s i a , In view of that criiao against huiaanity, he appealed to peoples 
v h o cherished pea.cc and j u s t i c e to take the nacossary measures i n order to ensure 
that aggression d i d not pay, that law continu.od to p r e v a i l and that tho ICa;:ipuchoan 
people regained t h o i r independence and freedom. L a s t l y , ho vjas convinced that tho 
war of aggression waged by V i o t Nam would meet tho saaao ignominious end as a l l such 
adventures. 

105. Mr. YU PBДУЕН (Observer f o r China) s a i d t h a t , i n eзфlaining i t s voto on 
r e s o l u t i o n E / C N . 4 / 1 . 1 5 6 8 , tho r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of tho Sov i e t Union had t r i e d to 
camouflagithe.crime of arnod aggression committod by h i s country against 
Afghanistan and Kampuchea, and sought to s t i f l o the r i g h t of tho Afghan and 
Kampuchean peoples to s o l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , while a.t the saxio time ho had attacked 
the sponsors of the tiro r e s o l u t i o n s and slandered China. The roprêsontatiVes of. tho 
r e g i o n a l hogenonists had repeated t h e i r lessons l i k e p a r r o t s and had t r i e d to hold 
the i n t e r n a t i o n a l coixiunity up to r i d i c u l e . However, the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community 
had already drawn i t s own conclusions since tho General Assembly, l i k e tho C o m i s s i o n 
had by,a large m a j o r i t y adopted t e x t s d o u o n s t r c t i n g the trua nature of tho problems 
i n v o l v e d . Tho Soviet Union and V i o t Naiu wore c l e a r l y aggressors, but wore t r y i n g 
to pose as defenders of tho peace. T h o i r conody f o o l e d no one. Unless they 
withdrew t h e i r aggression f o r c e s from Afghanistan and Kampuchea imi:iodia.tely, 
respected tho r i g h t of pooplos to s o l f - d o t e r m i n a t i o n , and r e s t o r e d peace and 
s e c u r i t y i n those regions, a l l t h e i r statements would be nothing moi-o than empty 
words. 

106. lir. HILtVLY ( P a k i s t a n ) , speaking i n exorcise of the r i g h t of r e p l y , asked 
whothor tho reforonco to tho f o r t h c o a i n g l i b e r a t i o n of tho i n h a b i t a n t s of Karachi 
and La.horo from t h o i r current loaders meant that Viotnaineso troops would cone to 
l i b e r a t e P a k i s t a n i n tho sano way as i n Kaiirouchoa. 

QUESTION OF THE VIOU^TION OP HDM/lN EIGHTS AIÏÏ) FUlu)il̂ IEÎ-ITAL FREEDOMS Ш ANY P/iET OF 
THE WORLD, WITH P Í Í R T I C U L Í I Í REFERENCE TO COLONLiL A N D OTHER В Е Р Е Ь Ш Е Н Т COUNTRIES AED 
TERRITORIES (agenda i t o n 13) (continued) 

E q u a t o r i a l Guinea ( E / C N . 4 / 1 4 3 9 and Add.l) 

107. Mr. VOLIO JIMENEZ (Expert appointed pursuant to r e s o l u t i o n 33 (XXXVl) of the 
Comiiission on Hixaan R i g h t s ) , i n t r o d u c i n g h i s r e p o r t on tho s i t u a t i o n i n 
E q u a t o r i a l Guinea (E/CN.4/1439), road out the statement issued i n 
document E/CN .4/ l439/Add.l. 

Tho n o o t i n g rose at 7 .O5 p.m.. 
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