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The meeting was called to order at 4.35 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 74: IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROGRAMME FOR THE DECADE FOR ACTION TO 
COMBAT RACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (continued) (A/C.3/36/L.3) 

AGENDA ITEM 81: IMPORTANCE OF THE UNIVERSAL REALIZATION OF THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES 
TO SELF-DETERMINATION AND OF THE SPEEDY GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL 
COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES FOR THE EFFECTIVE GUARANTEE AND OBSERVANI.E OF HUMAN RIGHTS: 
REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued) (A/C.3/36/L.l0 and L.ll) 

AGENDA ITEM 82: ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (continued): 

(a) REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE ELIMINATION OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION 
(A/C.3/36/L.8 and L.l3) 

(b) STATUS OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION ON THE ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF 
RACIAL DISCRIMINATION: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/C.3/36/L.7 and L.l2) 

(c) STATUS OF THE INTERNATIONAL CONVENTION OF THE SUPPRESSION AND PUNISHMENT 
OF THE CRIME OF APARTHEID: REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (A/C.3/36/L.9) 

Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3 

1. Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco) observed that problems of discrimination did not 
arise in all countries. She therefore proposed that at the end of the fifteenth 
preambular paragraph of the draft resolution the words "in certain regions of the 
world" should be added after the words "migrant workers and their families." 

2. Mr. BOUYOUCEF (Algeria) said that he had no objection to the addition 
proposed by the representative of Morocc.o: hnr rhntt~hr it- w..,nl rl h'=' 1::-e!::te!::" """ 
the words "wherever such problems exist." 

3. Mr. MATELJAK (Yugoslavia) and Mr. RAZZOOQI (Kuwait) supported the Algerian 
amendment. 

4. The amendment proposed by Algeria was adopted. 

5. Mr. DLAMINI (Swaziland), speaking in explanation of vote, said that the 
draft resolution should be supported by all those who wished to put an end to 
racism and racial discrimination. However, he thought that the two objectives 
mentioned in operative paragraph 8 - namely, the imposition of full mandatory 
sanctions against South Africa, and the strengthening of the embargo on arms for 
South Africa - should have been dealt with in separate paragraphs, since he was in 
favour of the second of those objectives but had some reservations regarding the 
first. He would therefore reserve his position on paragraph 8 as a whole. 
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6. Mr. FONT (Spain) said that his country had actively participated in activities 
undertaken in connection with the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 
Discrimination, and that the Spanish delegation had voted for the relevant 
draft resolutions. He would however be obliged to abstain in the vote on draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.3, owing to the unnecess3ry violence of some of the 
expressions used and the unjustifiable accusations made against a group of 
countries which had a well-established tradition of action against racism and 
racial discrimination. 

1. Mr. NORDENFELT (Sweden), speaking on behalf of the delegations of the Nordic 
countries, said that those countries would vote against the draft resolution. 
In spite of their advocacy of the eliminatin of racial discrimination, racism 
and all ideologies based thereon, and although they had actively participated in 
the struggle against racism and racial discrimination and had in particular 
voted for General Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII), the Nordic countries were 
unable to accept certain provisions in the draft -- particularly operative 
paragraph 3 -- and the arbitrary accusations made against certain countries, 
since they thought that the United Nations should encourage peaceful solutions. 

8. Mrs. QOANE (Lesotho) said that her delegation would reserve its position on 
operative paragraph 8 as a whole, for the same reason as those given by the 
representative of Swaziland. 

9. Mr. TSHIKALA (Zaire) said that he would vote for the draft resolution, 
since he supported all the principles set forth therein. However, he regretted 
the obvious imbalance in operative paragraph 10, in which one regional group was 
singled out for attack. 

10. Mr. SIBAY (Turkey) said that he was in favour of the draft resolution but 
could not agree that one group of countries should be explicitly mentioned in the 
text. Accordingly, his delegation could support the draft resolution only to the 
extent that it was in conformity with the principles governing his country's 
foreign policy. 

11. Mrs. WEGWAILA (Botswana) said that her country had always condemned racism 
and racial discrimination. However, her delegation would be obliged to reserve 
its position on operative paragraph 8, for the same reasons as those given by 
the delegations of Lesotho and Swaziland. 

12. Mr. LIGAIRI (Fiji) said that he would vote for the draft resolution, since 
he approved the general purport of the text; but he had reservations concerning 
certain provisions and was opposed to the selective condemnation of specific 
countries. 

13. Mr. GERSHMAN (United States of America) said that his delegation would not 
participate in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3. The United States fully 
supported the original objectives of the Decade as expressed in General Assembly 
resolution 3057 (XXVIII); but it could not agree that the concept of racism 

·should be extended to include zionism, as it had been since the adoption of 
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Genera l Assemb ly resolution 33 79 (XXX) in 1975. As the United States had already 
sta t ed at a plenary meeting in 1975, it was a political lie to allege that 
zionism was a form of racism. Racism was in fact the assumption that traits 
and capacities were determined by biological race and t hat certain races ~ere 
biologically superior to others and .therefore had a right to dominate them. 
Such an assumption, however, was totally alien to the political and religious 
movement known as zionism. The modern zionist movement had arisen in Europe 
in the context of a general upsurge of national consciousness and national 
aspirations after 1948. For persons of the Jewish religion, it was a form of 
national liberation movement, as indeed the Soviet Foreign Minister, Andrei 
Gromyko, had described it in 1948. The singular nature of that national 
liberation movement was that it had always defined its members in terms not of 
birth or of membership of a genetic pool, but of belief. Zionists declared to 
be Jewish anyone who had been born of a Jewish mother and also anyone who had 
converted to Judaism. Conversely, a Jew ceased to be Je~ish the moment he 
converted to another religion. Accordingly, the State of Israel could not become 
racist until it had ceased to be zionist. The idea that Jews were a "race" was 
invented not by Jews but by persons such as the nineteent h-century anti-semite 
Houston St. Chamberlain and Edouard Driumont, who had hated the Jews. 

14. Hr. CORTE (Argent ina) said that he was in favour of the objectives pursued 
by the sponsors of the draft resolution, but regretted that the text contained 
an incitement to armed struggle, which was contrary to the Charter and to the 
purposes of the United Nations. 

15. Mrs . MAH (Ivory Coast) said that she approved of the draft resolut i on as a 
whole, but thought that it should have included a paragraph on the veto, in 
wh ich States with the right of veto would be requested to use it with moderation 
in cases where sanctions against States practising racial discrimination were 
being considered. 

lu. 1ne CMAlKMAN put draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3 to the vote. 

17. Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3, as amended, was adopted by 110 votes to 19, 
with 4 abstentions. 

18. Mr. AL-FATTAL (Syrian Arab Republic) said that a roll-call vote should have 
been taken on the draft resolution so that the position of the United States 
could have been placed on record. 

19. The CHAIRMAN said he had been informed that Conference Room 1 was free and 
that the electronic voting system there was in operation. He therefore invited 
the Committee to move to Conference Room 1. 

20. The meeting was suspended at 5.25 p.m. 

21. The meeting was resumed at 5.45 p.m. 
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22. Hr. HATELJAK (Yugoslavia) proposed that operative paragraph 12 of the draft 
resolution should be amended to read: 

"12. Takes note of the .decision of the Cormtittee on the 
Elimination of Racial Discrimination to hold its 1982 spring 
session at the United Nations offices in Nairobi and requests the 
Secretary-General to study the possibility of holding this session 
at Nairobi in the context of implementing the Programme for the 
Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination." 

He added that the sponsors did not believe that the amendment would have any 
financial implications. 

23. Mrs. DOWNING (Secretary of the Cormtittee) stated that itappeared that 
consultations which she had had with representatives of the Secretariat that the 
amendment to operative paragraph 12 of the draft resolution would not have 
financ.ia 1 implic.ations but that, since the session at Nairobi might entail 
additional expenses, a statement of financial implications must be drawn up and 
would be distributed without delay. 

24. Mrs. WARZAZI (Hotocco) said that the amendment proposed by Yugoslavia could 
not have substantial financial implications, but if the Secretary of the 
Committee insisted on having a statement of financial implications, it was 
sufficient to refer to document A/C.3/36/L.l3. 

25. Hr. HATELJAK (Yugoslavia) pointed out that the amendment he had proposed 
to paragraph 12 could not have financial implications and that t'he Cormtittee 
should therefore continue to discuss the draft resolution, ~o which the sponsors 
had decided to make other minor amendments. Thus, ' in paragraph 3, the words 
"focus its attention on" were to be replaced by the words "pay increased 
attention to", and a new paragraph 8 was to be inserted after paragraph 7 to 
read: 

"8. Also commends the Committee for having paid due attention 
to the measures which States parties to the Convention have taken 
to ensure, within their respective jurisdictions, suitable appeal 
procedures for victims of racial discrimination;" 

He also pointed out that the existing paragraph 8 and following paragraphs would 
have to be renumbered accordingly and that he hoped that the draft resolution, 
as amended, could be adopted by consensus. 

26. Hr. AL-FATTAL (Syrian Arab Republic), co~enting on the Yugoslav represen
tative's proposal to insert a new paragraph 8, mentioned that some States had 
not introduced appeal procedures in their jurisdictions; thus, for example, 
Israel had refused to .modify its position in that respect, and everyone was 
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aware of the consequences for the occupied territories. The Syrian delegation 
therefore welcomed wi th satisfaction the amendment proposed by the Yugoslav 
delegation. 

27. Mr. FERGUSON (Austra lia ) said that, given the tenor of the proposed new 
paragraph 8, it would be preferable to place it after paragraph 6 and make it a 
new paragraph 7. 

28 . Mr. MATELJAK (Yugos lavia ) said that he endorsed t hat proposal and was quite 
ready t o g ive it effect, provided that the other sponsors also accepted it . He 
added however, that the former paragraph 7 shou ld then begin with the words 
"Also commends the Commi t t ee" and the new paragraph 7 with the words "Commends 
the Committee ." 

29. The CHAIRMAN said that the observations made by the Moroccan representative 
about the discussion of draf t reso l ution A/C . 3/36/L.8 were entirely j us tified 
but that it must nevertheless be deferred under rule 153 of the General Assembly 's 
rules of procedure, which the Secretariat considered applicable to paragraph 12 
as amended . 

30 . Mrs. WARZAZI (Morocco) said t hat she rejected that interpretation since 
the proposed new wording manifestly had no financial implication . 

31. The CHAIRMAN state d t hat the Secretariat based its position on the fact 
that no sta tement of financial implications . had been drawn up relating to draft 
A/C.3/36/L.8 as amended. He therefore suggested that di scussion of the draft 
shou ld be deferred to t he 22nd meeting. 

32. It was so decided. 

Draft resolut ion A/C.3/36/L.7 

33 . Mrs. DOWNING (Secretary of the Committee) announced that the f ollowing 
countries had joined the sponsors o f draft r esolution A/C.3/36/L.7: Benin, 
Cape Verde , Ma l i , Mozambique, Rwanda and Zambia . 

34. Mr. AVILES (Nicaragua) stated that his de l ega t ion wa s joining t he sponsors 
of draft resolution A/ C. 3/36/L. 7 and those of dra ft resolution A/C . 3/36/L . 9 . 

35. The CHAIRMAN put the amendment issued as document A/C .3 /36/L.l 2 to the vo t e. 

36. The amendment i s sued as document A/C.3/36/L.l2 was adopted by 80 vot es 
t o none, wi th 50 abs tentions. 

37. The CHAIRMAN proposed that draft reso lut ion A/C . 3/36/L.7 as amended should 
be adopted without a vote . 

·38 . It was so decided. 
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39. Mrs. DOWNING (Secretary of the Committee) announced that the following 
countries had joined the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9: Cape Verde, 
Egypt, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Sao Tome and Principe, Sierra Leone, Czechoslovakia 
Zambia and Zimbabwe. 

40. The CHAIRMAN put draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 to the vote. 

41. Draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 was adopted by 115 votes to 1, with 23 
abstentions . 

Draft reso lution A/C. J/36/L. ll 

42 . The CHAIRMAN pointed out that amendments to draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll 
ha d been circulated in documents A/C.3/36/L.l6 and A/C.3/36/L.l7. 

43. Mr. TOCO (Ango la ) stated that the African Croup had examined t he amendments 
proposed by Lebanon and had decided to put forward t wo amendments relat ing to 
paragr aph 18 of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll. Thus, the new paragraph 18 
should read: 

"18. Vigorously condemns Israel's expansionist activit i es in the 
Middle East and the continual bombing of Palestinian civilians, 
which constitutes a serious obstacle to achieving the self
determination and independence of the Palestinian people;" 

A new paragraph 19 should also be added, to read: 

"19 . Vigorously condemns Israeli aggression against Lebanon, 
the continual bombing, the destruction of towns and villages and 
the cons tant violations of its territorial integrity;" 

The paragraphs which followed would have t o be renumbered , former paragraph 19 
becoming paragraph 20 and so on. 

44. The African Croup conside red that the amendment in document A/C.3/36/L.l6 
contained a restrictive concept and was therefore not acceptable. Accordingly, 
it i nvited Lebanon t o withdraw it. With regard to the amendment in document 
A/C.3/36/L.l7, he observed that the amendments to paragraph 18 .put forward by 
the African Cr oup made it superfluous. · 

45 . Mr. TURK (Lebanon) suggested that, in view of the Angolan representative's 
proposal, the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll should be deferred until 
t he 22nd meeting to give members of the Conmittee time for consultations. 

46. Mr. TOCO (Angola) said that it would be difficult for him to agree to defer 
the di scussion of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll until the 22nd meeting unless 
cons ideration of draft resolution A/C.J/36/L.lO was also deferred. 
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47. Hr. DERESSA (Ethiopia) said that the amendments contained in documents 
A/C.3/36/L.l6 and L.l7 had already been discussed at length in the African 
Group, which had made a real effort to satisfy the Lebanese representative. He 
therefore requested him to withdraw his amendments so that the Committee could 
proceed to vote on draft resolution A/C.J/36/L.ll. 

Translated from French 

48. Hr. FAREED (Pakistan) said he would like to know the reasons why the 
representative of Angola had requested that consideration of draft resolution 
A/C.3/36/L.l0 should be postponed until the 22nd meeting. 

49. Hr. TOCO (Angola) explained that draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.l0 related to 
the same issue as draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.ll and was therefore of interest 
to the African Group, which would like to have sufficient time for consultations 
with the authors of the first draft. 

50. Hr. FAREED (Pakistan) said that, in order to avoid any departure from the 
tradition of co-operation within the Committee and to demonstrate his support for 
the African Group, he was prepared to accept that considerati-on of the two 
draft resolutions should be postponed. 

51. The CHAIRMAN said that, in the absence of objections, he would take it that 
the Committee wished to postpone consideration of draft resolutions A/C.3/36/L.l0 
and L.ll until the 22nd meeting. 

52. It was so decided. 

53. Hr. SIBAY (Turkey), speaking in explanation of vote, said that Turkey had 
voted in favour of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 in order to demonstrate its 
opposition to all forms of racial discrimination. ·He made it clear, however, as 
had the Turkish delegation at the World Conference to Combat Racism and Racial 
Discrimination, that the incorporation of the International Convention on the 
Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid into Turkish legislation 
raised a number of problems as certain of its provisions were incompatible 
with the legal system of Turkey. 

54. Mrs. AKAMATSU (Japan) said that the Japanese Government was firmly opposed 
to the policy of apartheid and had always complied with the relevant resolutions 
and recommendations of the United Nations. Her delegation had nevertheless 
been compelled to abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.3, which 
contained provisions on which it had serious reservations. Her delegation had 
also abstained in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 in view of the 
ambiguity of certain concepts and definitions contained in the International 
Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid. 
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55. Mr. LAGOS (Chile) said that he had voted in favour of draft resolution 
A/C .3/36/L.3 as Chile agreed with the general objectives of the Decade for 
Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. He nevertheless deplored 
the wording of certain passages in the draft resolution which his country would 
not have supported if they had been voted on separately; in that connection, 
the wording of paragraph 8 seemed unfortunate as the Charter of the United 
Nations stipulated that it was the responsibility of the Security Council to 
impose sanctions. With regard to paragraph 10, he pointed out that Chile had 
always opposed selective condemnation of individual Member States of the United 
Nations. As regards paragraph 3, Chile could not tolerate a call for armed 
struggle. 

56. His delegation had voted against draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 because the 
Chilean Parliament, while approving the moral principle underlying the Inter
national Convention on the Suppression and Punishing of the Crime of Apartheid, 
had not been able to ratify that instrument as it contained provisions 
incompatible with Chilean legislation. 

57. Mr. CASCAIS (Portugal) said that the Portuguese delegation had abstained 
in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 because certain provisions of the 
International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of 
Apartheid were incompatible with the legal system of Portugal. The Portuguese 
delegation nevertheless wished to stress that its abstention in no way implied 
a retraction of its categorical condemnation of the policy of apartheid, which 
represented a denial of the most elementary human rights. 

58. Mr. FERGUSON (Australia) said that Australia had been compelled to abstain 
in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 because certain concepts and 
definitions contained in the International Convention on the Suppression and 
Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid were contrary to the legal system and 
Constitution of Australia. His delegation firmly believed that the policy of 
apartheid should be eliminated. 

59. Mr. GERSHMAN (United States of America) said that the United States had not 
opposed the adoption by consensus of draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.7 despite the 
reference in paragraph 3 to the Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial 
Discrimination. In that connection, he wished to make it clear that although 
the United States had been generally agreeable to the adoption of Genera~ 
Assembly resolution 3057 (XXVIII) relating to the Decade, it had not approved 
the adoption of resolution 3379 (XXX), in which the General Assembly had 
determined that zionism was a form of racism and racial discrimination; it had 
thereafter refused to participate in any activity relating to the Decade. 

60. His delegation had voted against draft resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 because, 
although the United States condemned the system of apartheid, it considered 
that apartheid did not constitute a crime in the sense attributed to the term in 
international law. It also objected to the statement in the seventh preambular 
paragraph. In connection with the eighth preambular paragraph, his Government 

. was convinced that the situation in South Africa could not be remedied without 
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bloodshed unless assistan~e was given to national groups seeking to eliminate 
the system of apartheid in their own countries. The position of the Un i ted 
States on the International Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of 
the Crime of Apartheid was in any case well known; everyone knew that the Un i ted 
States was not a party to that Convention and that it had not encQuraged other 
States to sign or ratify it. 

61. Mrs. GUELHAN (Uruguay) said that Uruguay had voted in favour of draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.9 because it approved the spirit in which the Internationa l 
Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid had been 
drafted. Nevertheless, the Uruguayan Parliament had serious reservations with 
regard to certain of the legal concepts it included, in particular, concerning 
the legal competence of States parties in respect of acts committed outside 
their territory by persons who were not nationals of their countries, the unduly 
vague definition of apartheid as a crime and the mandate to implement the 
Convention conferred upon a United Nations agency some of whose members were not 
parties to that instrument. 

62. The Uruguayan delegation had voted in favour of draft resolution A/C. 3/36/L.3 
but wished to make it clear with regard to the third preambular paragraph, that 
Uruguay reiterated the reservations it had made during the World Conference to 
Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination, held in Geneva in 1978. With regard 
to paragraphs 8 and 10, she repeated the reservation that Uruguay had made on 
the subject of resolution A/RES/ES-8 /2, which the General Assembly had adopted 
during its eighth emergency special session. 

63. Mr. RAZZOOQI (Kuwait) said he had voted in favour of draft resolution 
A/C.3/36/L.3 although he did not find paragraph 13 satisfactory. He had welcomed 
the constructive proposal of the representative of Morocco as amended by the 
representative of Algeria. 

~4. Hr. F~i5LA~D (~ttiL~~ ~ing~um), ~peHking on behaif of che member councr i es 
of the European Economic Community, said that the group had voted against draft 
resolution A/C.3/36/L.3 notwithstanding the importance which its membe rs attached 
to the elimination of racial discrimination and condemnation of the policy of 
apartheid of South Africa as well as its support for the objectives of the 
Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. Although they 
had often expressed their serious concern about the situation in the Middle 
East, they considered that the problems in that region should be considered by 
the competent organs of the United Nations and not in the framework of the 
Decade for Action to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination. They also believed 
that the primary responsibility of the Organization was to encourage peaceful 
solutions; the draft resolution under discussion contemplated recourse to armed 
struggle to resolve the problems which existed in southern Africa and made no 
reference to the priority which must be given to negotiations and international 
presssure. Finally, the idea that the maintenance of relations with a St a te was 
tantamount to approval or encouragement of the policies of its Government was 
unacceptable. 
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65 . While they had categorically condemned apartheid on many occasions, the 
member countries of the European Economic Community had abstained in the vote on 
draft resolution A/C.3/36/L. 9 because they considered that the International 
Convention on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid was l egally 
flawed and would not help the international co:nmunity to achieve its objectives . 

66. Mr. OTTO (Austria) said that he had abstained in the vote on draft resolution 
A/C.3/36/L . 9 because Austria was not a party to the International Convention 
on the Suppression and Punishment of the Crime of Apartheid . However, that did 
not weaken the explicit position of the Austrian Government with regard to 
apartheid. 

67. Mr. TERZI (Observer for the Palestine Liberation Organization) sought the 
v iews of the representative of the United States, who had just explained to 
the Third Committee that zionism was not a form of racial discrimination, with 
regard to a statement made by Shimon Peres on 25 June 1981 expressing horror 
at the idea that Arabs living on the West Bank and in the Gaza Strip could one 
day become integrat ed into the State of Israel, which would then cease to . 
be a Jewish State and would become a binational State, which would mean the end 
o f the zionist plan. 

The meeting rose at 7.05 p.m . 




