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The _meeting was called to order at 3.10 _p.m.

AGENDA ITEM 941 ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF DISCRIMINATION AGAINST WOMEN (A/43/3,
A/43/38, A/43/273-8/19720, A/43/354 and Corr.l, A/43/370, A/43/393-5/19930,
A/43/605)

AGENDA ITEM 051 FORWARD-LOOKING STRATEGIES FOR THE ADVANCEMENT OF WOMEN TO THE
YEAR 2000 (A/43/3, A/43/370, A/43/638, A/43/643)

1. Ms. SELLAMI-MESLEM (Director, Branch for the Advancement of Women, Centre for
Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs) introducing agenda item 95, said that
the fecretary-General's report (A/43/638), while not exhaustive, reflected
contributions from the entire United Nations system. She drew attention to
chapters I and II and said that the research which had gone into the report had
brought to light certain facts that were cause for concern. For example, in 1985
for every 100 men employed there were only 50 women, and that did not take into
account the informal sector, in which women were numerous but often disadvantaged
in terms of working conditions, salary, etc, In early education, the encouraging
improvements cf the 1970s had given way since 1985 to stagnation, and in some
countries even regression. New efforts were required to prevent those developments
from having a multiplier effect and to avoid undoing the progress achieved in the
1970s. The expansion of the informal sector was disturbing because it was hard to
protect its women workers, and the regression in education was of even greater
concern because girls who did not attend school faced a future of illiteracy and
unemployment.

2, It was also disturbing to note that more than 60 States had not ratified the
Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Discrimination against Women, and
that no ratifications had been announced since September 1987.

3. She drew attention to chapter II B of the Secretary-General's report and
referred in particular to the need to strengthen the support structure for the
division of family responsibilities. The crisis of the 1980s and the austerity
policies of the debtor countries had affected women far more severely than men.
Those policies had placed a heavier work burden on women, increased the number of
women heads of households and increased poverty, theraby forcing women to work in
order to augment family income. 1In November 1988 a seminar of experts would be
held in Vienna to discuss the problem. It would consider parental and domestic
responsibilities and soclal infrastructures that assisted the family and encouraged
and facilitated the distribution of tasks within the family »ni vis-a.vis society.
There had to be an equitable redistribution of family rvesponsihilities bhetween men
and women who nowadays had the same roles both outside the home and in the home, in
order to preserve the family.

4, Turning to chapter II C, she said that the full and equal participation of
women was not only a means for promoting the advancement of women but was a
fundamental individual right. The participation of women in political
lecision-making in particular was still very limited, as the report showed.
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Various groups in society rejected the methods aspplied or proposed to develop
womens' participation and women were often still treated as second class citisens.
The Secretary-General's report showed that they were under represented at
decision-making levels even in the Secretariat, particula:sly in P-5 posts and
above.

5. Sustained effort was required to overcome the inequalities in the treatment of
womer. They had been exacerbated in the 1980s by the problems of che world
economy, which had been especially tragic for the developing countries, but culture
and attitudes remained the major obstacles to full equality between men and women.

6. Ma., SNYDER (Fund Directov, United Nations Development Fuand for Women),
introducing the Secretary-General's note on the United Nations Development Fund for
Women (UNIFEM) (A/43/643), said that UNIFEM's years of growth, the 1980s, had been
marked by a world-wide economic crisis thatl had heightened awareness of the
interdependence of nations and of how important women were to the survival and
development of economies and societies. The evidence pointed to a very high input
by women in the productive sector, where national and family livelihood was
determined. At t:he same time, the economic crisis had led to a retuction in the
per capita expenditure by Governments in areis essential to development such as
health and education, and unemployment and malnutrition had increased in many
count:iies. At last, however, planners and bankers were becoming aware of the fact
that many economic adjustments, including cutbacks in support sectors, had proved
harmful and created inordinate burdens on already overburdened women, particularly
poor women in developing countries. Henco the emphasis was now on paople centred,
participatory and local development, on a smaller scale than before and backed, of
course, by the necessary government policies and investments.

7. UNIFEM's goal was to involve women in development on an equal footiny with men
by giving them equal access to the society's available resources snd to
decision-making. UNIFEM sought to promote such access through the investment
priorities established in its mandat¢ and by treating the integration of women into
mainstream development activities and the support of women's groups as equally
necessary and complementary approaches. UNIFEM had acted as a catalyst in
mobilising funds for women from varicus sources, and its regional plans had
sharpened its focus on top priority development issues. The Fund's financial and
administ-ative management systems were nearly all in place and just a few, but
important, additional appointments remained to be made.

8. Several characteristics made UNIFEM unique an. should be nurtured. The first
was a flexibility that enabled it to respond to special and urgent needs and adjust
to changes in development priorities. It could, for example, provide $2,000 at one
moment and $200,000 at another, and do so promptly and with a minimum of
bureaucratic constraints. It was also flexible in its capacity to work on projects
at the national, regional and international levels. She welcomed in that
nonnection the Consultative Committee's request that policy questions should be
moved up on its agenda (A/43/643, para. 72 (b)) so that the Fund's expertise could
be concentrated on the implomentation of policy and on technical support for the
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project cycle. To ensure its flexibility, the Fund's autonomy must be preserved
and nourished and control over its rescurces must remain with the Director, with
due accountability to Member States.

9. The second characteristic of the Fund was innovation: it had pioneered in
such areas as providing credit rather than handouts.

10. Its third characteristic was sustainability. It recognized the fact that it
could take 7 to 10 years for groups to become cohegive and develop management
skills and that long-term assistance was therefore imperative. Development and
technical co-operation programmes had nfien been disastrous because their effects
would disappear a few years after external financing ended. UNIFEM, on the
contrary, could cite examples of success in projects where external support had
been terminated three years ago.

11. She placed special emphasis on the need to reduce the apparent imbalance in
work-loads between men and women in the low income rural areas and poor sections of
towns. Men should be encouraged to assume a greater share.

12. It was imperative for the Fund to continue to grow. It was still inadequate
given the needs of development and women's role in development. The resources
available to UNIFEM would never cover even a reasonable portion of the most obvious
needs of women, It should be borne in mind that the countries that must be
considered least developed as far as the involvement of women and the flow of
regsources to them was concerned required higher IPFs than other least developed
countries, that a flexible fund with a special focus had a strong catalytic impact,
that the right steps had to be taken now so that no one in the future could say
that attempts to involve women in development assistance activities were pointless
because they had failed. UNIFEM's sole purpose was to involve women in
development. It was not hampered by competing priorities that affected other funds
and pulled them in different directions every year. It treated women as procicers,
rather than just victims, and understood that progress for women meant progresc for
everyone.

13. Ms, VASSILIOU-ZACHAROPOULOS (Graeece), speaking on behalf of the Twelve States
Members of the European Community, said that the adoption of the Forward-looking
Strategies for the Advancement of Women at the Nairobi Conference in 1985 had
providG.d valuable guidelines for the advancement of women. Although the methods
and strategies for improving the status of women differed in accordance with the
cultural, economic and political situation of every country., the Conference had
stressed common interests and priorities.

14. Since the Conference, implementation of the Strategies had been entrusted to
the Commission on the Status of Women, which had revived the spirit of Nairobi at
its special session in January 1987. It had successfully dealt with substantial
matters relating to the strengthening of its central role in monitoring
implementation of the Strategies. The Commissinn now met annually. It had
restructured its agenda and adopted priority themes, thereby making it more
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effective. It had also proved its competence by providing guidance on the
integration of strategies into the United Nations system-wide medium-term plan.

15. The Iwelve welcomed the new method of work of the Commission on the Status of
Women, establiszhed at its thirty-second session, and the constructive discussions,
in which the Group had actively participated, on the priority themes of equality,
development and peace. They supported the Commigsion's proposals concerning the
strengthening >f national machinery. As problems of rural women had always been of
particular concern, she hoped that the proposed seminar on women and rural
development would produce action-oriented recommendations. In addition, the issue
of violence against women remained a very serious problem which could not be
effectively attacked without establishing a broad-based internationai network for
co-operation. Finally, the Commission on the Status of Women must follow up and
evaluate the progress achieved under each priority theme.

16. The Group of Twelve was looking forward to constructive and comprehensive
discussion of the priority themes at the Commission’'s 1989 session. That session
could be adequately prepared in two ways: by convening expert group meetings and
seminars on priority themes to be discussed and by transmitting to the Commission
the views of delegations. The report of the Secreta-y-General (A/43/638) was a
useful and comprehensive document, and should be carefully studied with a view to
offering comments based on national experience.

17. With respect to the first priority theme, equality in economic and social
participation, the Twelve agreed that emphasis should be placed on the growing gap
between progress in achieving equality, as reflected in legal instruments, and the
pace of achieving de facto equality. The Secretary-General's report suggested that
temporary measures could improve the situation. Furthermore, there was a need for
more accuracy in methods used to determine the contribution of women to the
informal economic sector. That contribution was inadequately reflected in official
statistics and, in consequence, was often ignored by planners and policy-makers.

18. She agreed that emphasis should be given to praviding social support measures
to enable women to contribute to and benefit from socio-economic development. She
hoped that the seminar on that theme, scheduled to be held in Vienna in

November 1988, would provide specific recommendations for acti~n-oriented

policies. With respect to the priority theme of participation, emphasis should be
given to women’'s ability to participate in the political process. Special
attention should be placed on finding methods to develop women's skills for
political participation and on examining ways in which women might more effectively
influence public policy-making.

19, She stressed the importance of the 1990 extended session of the Committee on
the Status of Women, which would include a review and appraisal of the prcyress in
ths implemuntaion of the Forward-looking Strategies and a recommendation to the
General Assembly on the convening of a world conference. To facilitate the work,
States should provide timely and thorough responses to the questionnaire on which
the review and appraisal would be based.
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20, With respect to the expiration of the mandate of the Co-ordinator for the
Improvement of the Status of Women, recent information indicated that the intention
of the Secretary-General was to transfer cthe functions of the Office of the
Co-ordinator to the Office of Human Resources Management as of July 1988. The
Twelve askod the Secretariat to inform the Third Committee regarding any steps that
had been taken on that matter.

21. Mrs. SAELZLER (German Democratic Republic) expressed her thanks to the
Director of the Branch for the Advancement of Women of the Centre for Social
Development and Humanitarian Affairs and the Director of the United Nations
Development Fund for Women fnor their excellent and comprehensive introductions of
the items before the Committee. The progress made in implementing women's richts
was a visible expression of the fruitful and result-oriented co-operation between
all the Member States. The Forward-looking Strategies, in particular, had given
fresh and decisive impetus to efforts to improve the situation of women. At the
same time, a great deal remained to be done and it was important that future work
should be based on the concept of the vquivalence and interdependence of the
principle objectives of the Forward-looking Strategies: equality, deselopment and
peace.

22. There was a growing awareners that gocial progress, material security,
equality, happiness and well-being could be achieved only under peaceful
conditions. Situations of war, aggression and occupation had an overall negative
impact on the condition of women and the thirty-second session of the Commission on
the Status of Women had been fully justified in drawing the attention of the
international community to the fate of women in areas of conflict. The trend
toward the settling of regional conflicts by peaceful means would have major
benefits for women and she hoped thac it would continue.

23. 1In connection with the igsue of equal rights for men and women and the
integration of women into economic development, she wished to commend the Committee
on the Elimination of Discrimination against Women (CEDAW) for its valuable work.
She hoped that in the future CEDAW would find the administrative and technical
support it needed to be able to continue working effectively.

24. The practical application of the initiatives, commitment and action-oriented
approaches necessary to translate the Forward-looking Strategies into reality was
more urgent than ever. In that context, her country attached particular importance
to the full implementation of the Declaration on the Participation of Women in
Promoting International Peace and Co-operation. It appealed to the Centre for
Social Development and Humanitarian Affairs and other relevant institutions to
establish the theoretical grouudwork which would enable women to play a greater
role in efforts to strengthen peace, security and international co-operation.

25. Her country shared the view that it was time for an in-depth evaluation of
progress made on implementation of the Forward-looking Strategies. Therefore, she
accepted the proposal to hold an extended session of the Commission on the Status
of Women in 1990 for that purpose.

/.l.
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26. Mra. LAURENT (Observer, European Commun’ties) said that, under its Medium Term
Community Programme on Kgual Opportunities for Women 1986/1990, the Buropean
Community had identified its own priority themes for future action. The first
theme - improved application of existing legal provisions - involved an examination
of the application of Buropean Community law dealing with equal pay, employment
equality and equal treatment in matters of social security. Protective legislation
was also being reviewed with the intention of eliminating any negative effect on
women's employment. Ir addition, the Commission of the European Communities had
recently introduced a draft Directive intended to shift the burden of proof to the
respondent in cases of discrimination, to define the concept of indirect
indiscrimination and to reinforce the powers of courts to obtain and provide
avidence.

27. In the area of cducation and training, a specific action programme on equality
of opportunity for girls and boys in schools had been in operation since 19885.
Other initiatives in that area included a research project on the impact of new
technology subjects in schools; initial and in-gervice training of teachers and
school counselors on the theme of equality; a Recommendation on Vocational Training
for Women, adopted by the European Commission at the end of 1987, and establishment
of a network of demonstration projects on vncational training for women.

28, Specific initiatives were being taken to promote women's employment in several
sectors of activity. Positive action to improve the relative position of women in
the labour force was being promoted and, to that end, a guide on Positive Actions
had been published recently in all nine European Community languages. Particular
attention was being devoted to the employment and training needs of digadvantaged
women and, in that connection, the European Commission was preparing a
Communication on the social situation and employment of migrant and ethnic minority
women. A study was also being conducted on trends in atypical forms of employment
of women in the Member States.

29. New technologies were giving rise to increased segregation in the labour
market to the detriment of women. In consequence, the European Commission was
supporting training programmes in non-traditional occupations and occupations of
th? future. In 1989, it woculd also begin to draft specific guidelines on the
impact of new techrologies on women's employment.

30. Another priority theme - the sharing of family and occupational
responsibilities - was being implemented through a study of maternity leave and
child-care provisions in the Member States and the publication of a report on
available child care throughout the European Community. In the area of social
protection, the Community had adopted one Directive and was considering others with
a view to achieving equal treatment for men and women in matters of social
security.

31. The Medium Term Programme recognized that systematic action to increase
awvareness and change attitudes was vital to the implementation of legal provisions
concerning equal opportunities and the European Commission was sponsoring seminars,
exhibitions and round tables to deal with that question.



A/C.3/43/8R,23
English
Page 8

(Mcs. Laurent)

32. The European Community had adopted a series of resolntions on the igsue of
women in development, with the most recent giving priority to the implementation of
the Forward-looking Strategies. The European Commission was financing a study
aimed at gathering training materials to aid development and planning personnel in
recognising and dealing with the centrality of women's role in development.
Seminars had beun organised for Africa and the Caribbean region to help establish
policies on women in development. Reflecting the Community's relations with its
partners in other areas of the world, the third Lomé Convention between the
European Economic Community and the African, Caribbean and Pacific States contained
provisions aimed at expanding the role of women and enhancing their status.

33. During its November 1987 meeting, the Council of Development Ministers had
stressad the need for the women in development issue to be fully integrated into
all Co-operation Agreements between the European Community and its development
partiaers. The Council had also noted the intention of the European Commission to
carry out an evaluation of the extent of women's involvement in several mainstream
development programmes in different countries and sectors. That evaluation would
contribute to the preparation of new conventions, co-operation agreements and
financial proposals and would serve as useful material for staff training. The
April 1989 Council would be considering an Action Plan on Women in Development
Projects encompassirg practical measures to ensure that policies with regard to
women in developme' : were properly implemented.

Ihe moeting was suspended at 4,30 p.m. and resumed at 4.55 p.m.

AGENDA ITEM 87: IMPLEMENTATION OF THE PROGRAMME OF ACTION FOR THE SECOND DECADE TO
COMBAT RACISM AND RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (continued) (A/C.3/43/L.7 and L.18)

AGENDA ITEM 88: ADVERSE CONSEQUENCES FOR THE ENJOYMENT OF HUMAN RIGHTS OF
POLITICAL, MILITARY, ECONOMIC AND OTHER FORMS OF ASSISTANCE GIVEN TO THE RACIST AND
COLONIALIST REGIME OF SOUTH AFRICA (continued) (A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.l and L.16)

AGENDA ITEM 91: ELIMINATION OF ALL FORMS OF RACIAL DISCRIMINATION (continued)
(A/C..748/L.8 and L.14, L.9 and L.10/Rev.l)

AGENDA ITEM 96: IMPORTANCE OF THE UNIVERSAL REALIZATION OF THE RIGHT OF PEOPLES TO
SSLF-DETERMINATION AND OF THE SPEEDY GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES
AND PEOPLES FOR THE EFFECTIVE GUARANTEE AND OBSERVANCE OF HUMAN RIGHTS (gcontinued)
(A/C.3/43/L.5 and L.6)

Rraft resolution A/C.3/43/L.7

34. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the programme budget implications of draft
resolution A/C.3/43/L.7 contained in document A/C.3/43/L.18.

35. Ms, BYRNE (United States of America), speaking in explanation of vote before
the vote, said that the United States remained firmly committed to combatirg
racism. None the less, because draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.7 in effect equated
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sionism with racism and racial discrimination, the United States could not
participate in action on that draft resolution, nor could it participate in the
Second Decade to Combat Racism and Racial Discrimination.

36. Draft resolution A/C,3/43/L.7 was adopted without a vote.

37. Mr. TURK (Israel), speaking in explanation of vote after the vote, said that,
regretfully, his delegation could not pa.cicipate in action on the draft
resolution: General Assembly resolution 3379 (XXX), which falsely equated sioanism
with racism, made it impossible for Israel to join in the consensus. That
resolutior was a black mark in the history of the United Nations; it represented
the triumoh of cynical manipulation and political demagoguery over common sense,
historical objectivity and the most basic standards of justice and fairness.
Zionism was the nationel liberation movement of the Jewish people. The General
Assembly resolution's baseless equation of sioniem with racism had grievously hurt
the prestige of the United Nations in the eyes of all unbiased people. His
delegation hoped thet the day was not far off when that resolution would be
rescinded.

36, Mr. GROLIG (Federal Republic of Germany) said that the Federal Republic of
Germany wag deeply committed to the ultimate goals and objectives of the Second
Decade to Combat Racism ad Racial Discrimination. His delegation was therefore
pleased that draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.7 had been adopted without a vote, as in
past years, thus making it possible to proceed along the course p:epared by General
Asgembly resolution 38/14. However, his delegation had continuing difficulties
with the references to migrant workers in the thirteenth preambular paragraph,
operative paragraphs 6, 13 and, particularly, 19, since his Government was of the
opinion that no general link could be vstablished between the status of migrant
workers and racism,

Rraft resolution A/C,3/43/L.11/Rev,]l

39. IThe CHAIRMAN drew attention to the statement on the programme budget
implications of draft resolution A/C.3/43/1..11/Rev.1l, contained in document
A/C.3/43/L.16. He recalled that the representative of Tansania, in introducing the
draft resolution, had orally amended it by inserting a new preambular paragraph
after the sixth preambular paragraph. In the revised version, A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.1,
a new operative paragroph 12 had been inserted.

40. Mr. LINDHOLM (Sweden) pointed out that in the sixth pre-.bular paragraph and
operative paragraph 8, the wording "the racist and colonialist régime of South
Africa" should be used.

41. Mr., TURK (Israel) speaking in explanation of vote before the vote, said that
the eleventh preambular paragraph and operative paragraph 3 of draft resolution
A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.1 unjustly singled out Israel for condemnation. His Government's
position against apartheid was categorical and of public record. Israel had taken
far-reaching steps to curtajl trade between Israeli companies and racist South

/loo
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Africa. It was patently absurd that Israel, whose trade with South Africa was
marginal, should be singled out by r .ne, while certain Persian Gulf States thut
sold billions of dollars worth of v.tal and strategic oil to South Africa went
unmentioned. To his delegation's deep chagrin, the just struggle agesinst apartheid
was being cynically exploited by delegations of countries hostile vo Israel; in so
doing, they 4id great harm to the united effort against apartheid. Hia delegrtion
urged all countries of good will to reject that form of manipulation and oppose the
draft resolution until the offensive paragraphs singling out Israel were deleted.

42, Ms. BYRNE (United States of America) maid thet the elimination of all forms of
racism and racial discrimination, including the system of apartheid, was of the
utmost importance to the United States. However, the United States did not support
the unbalanced draft resolution submitted under the item since it did not
contribute to the accomplishment of the desired objective. The United States was
against the imposition of comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against South
Africa and favoured efforts for peaceful change, as opposed to armed conflict, in
South Africa. Her delegation would therefore vote against the dxaft resolution.

43, The CHAIRMAN said that a separate vote had besn requested on the eleventh
preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.1.

44. A recorded vote was taken.
45, The result of the vote was as follows:

In favour: Afghanistun, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Botswana, Brur»i Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byel russian Soviet Socialist Republic, Chine,
Congo, Cote 4'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Cszechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Et*iopia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iragq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwalt, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Mo.occo, Mosambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra lLeone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swasziland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Emirates. !'nited Republic of Tanzania,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Belize, Canada, Chile. Costa Rica,
Denmark, El Salvador, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Paraguay, Portugal, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America.
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Argentina, Barbados, Bhuten, Bolivia, Brasil, Central African
Republic, Chad, Colombia, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Fiji, Haiti, Jamaica, Japan, Liberia, Nepal, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, Turkey, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Zaire.

46. The eleventh prembular paragraph of draft resclution A/C,3/43/L,11/Rev.l waa
adopted by 80 votes to 35, with 27 abatentions.

47. The CHAIRMAN said that a separate vote had been requested on operative
paragraph 3 of draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.1l.

48. A racorded vote was taken.

49. The result of the vote was as follows:

In_favour:

Abstaining:

50,

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, China,
Congo, Céte d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic
Republic of), Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Sandi Arebia, Senegal,
Siarra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swasiland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Aral Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Beliwe, Canada, Chile, Costa Rica,
Denmark, El1 Salvador, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Honduras, lceland, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Malta, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Paraguay, Portugal, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Spain, Sweden, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Zaire.

Argentina, Barbados, Bhutan, Bollvia, Brazil, Central African
Republic, Chad, Colombia, Dominica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Fiji, Haiti, Jamaica, Japan, Liberia, Nepal, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand, Turkey, Uruyuay,
Venezuela.

of draft resolution A/C,3/43/L.11/Rev.] was adopteu

The operative paragraph 3
by 80 votesg to 36. with 26 abstentions.
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81. The CHAIRMAN said that the representative of the United States had requested a
recorded vote on draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.l as a whole.

82. A_recorded vote vas taken.
853. The result of the vote was as follows:

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brasil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, C3te 4'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia,
De.:ccratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Imndia,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraqg, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, diger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swasiland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tansania, Uruguay, Venesuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zamblia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Greece, Iceland,
Ireland, Japan, Malta, New Zealand, Norway, Spsin, Sweden, Zaire.

S4. Draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.l. as amended. was adopted by 121 votes to
10, with 15 abstentions.

55. Ms. VASSILIOU-ZACHARQPQULOS (Greece), speaking in explanation of the vote
after the vote on behalf of the members of the European Community, said that,
notwithst. nding their view on apartheid, the Twelve had not been able to support
draft resclution A/C.3/43/L.11/Rev.1l. The Twelve had repeatedly condemned the
abhorrent system of aparthaid, which they regarded as a gross violation of basic
human rights, and had called for it to be abolished. 1In 1986, the Twelve had
adopted decisions whereby their authorities had taken the necessary measures to
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prohibit new investments in Bouth Africa as well as imports of iron, steel and gold
coins,

56, As they had made clear in their statement in the debate on the item, the
Twelve considered that the report of the Special Rapporteur once again d4id not
represent a useful basis for the debate since the list of companies included in the
report was inaccurate, selective and, apparently for political reasons, excluded
many States and other corporations which were well known to conduct regular trade
with South Africa. The Twelve had voted against the eleventh preambular paragraph
and operative paragraph 3 because they rejected all arbitrary or unjustified
attacks, whether by name or implicitly, on Member States of the United Nations, or
groups of countries.

87. Ms. CHICHIRAZY (Belise) said that her delegation had voted in favour of the
draft resolution as a whole but objected to the eleventh preambular paragraph and
operative paragraph 3 since they unfairly singled out Israel by name for alleged
collaboration with the apartheid régime. Strident name calling did not contribute
to progress in the struggle against apartheid.

586. Mr., SIGURDSSON (Iceland), speaking on behalf of the five Nordic countries,
said that it was well known that the Governments of the Nordic countries had for a
long time strongly and actively supported the efforts of the international
community to eliminate colonialism, apartheid and racial discrimination, and had
supported action within and outside the United Nations. They therefore supported
the main thrust of the draft resolution. However, they could not support
unjustified accusations against certain countries or recommendations which did not
respect the division of competence between bodies of the United Nations as embodied
in the Charter. They noted with great regret the continued tendency to include
controversial formulations in the draft resolution and had therefore abstained.

59. Mr., TANLAY (Turkey) said that his delegation had voted in favour of the draft
resolution, despite its reservations, to demonstrate its desire to take part in the
efforts of the international community to eliminate the odious régime of South
Africa. However, Turkey was, in principle, opposed to the designation of certain
countries or groups of countries on the basis of geographical, political or other
criteria in order to criticiese or conde.u them or hold them exclusively responsible
for the vile policies of the South African régime. His delegation had therefore
abstained in the separate votes on individual paragraphs.

60. Mrs. BARISH (Costa Rica) said that her delegation had voted in favour of the
draft resolution because it firmly supported the efforts of the United Nations to
eradicate apartheid and racial discrimination in South Africa and elsewhere. It
had voted against the elaventh preambular paragraph and operative paragraph 3
because they made unfair generalizations and singled out certain countries.

/..l
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61, Mrs. TAVAREZ DE ALVAREZ (Dominican Republic) said that her delegation had
voted in favour of the draft resolution. It did not support the idea of singling
out individual States and had therefore abstained in the vote on the eleventh
preambular paragraph and on operative paragraph 3.

62. Mr. GALAL (Egypt) said that Egypt was very proud of the report prepared by the
Special Rapporteur Mr. Khalifa, which was very objective and logical. It hoped
that certain countries which had dealings with South Africa, or multinational
corporations of those countries which had such dealings, would reconsider their
position.

Draft resolution A/C,.3/43/L.8

63. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to proposed amendments to draft resolution
A/C.3/43/L.8 contained in document A/C.3/43/L.14. He had been informed that the
draft resolution 4id not contain any programme budget implications. Braril and
Djibouti had joined the sponsors. A recorded vote had been requested on the
proposed amendments contained in document A/C.3/43/L.14.

64. A _recorded vote wng taken.
65. The result of the vote was as follows!

In favour: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Barbados, Belgium, Belisze,
Bolivia, Brasil, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Canada, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chile,
Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Deamark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, E1 Salvador, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg,
Malta, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal,
Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome
and Principe, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Solomon Islands, Somalia,
Spain, Suriname, Swaciland, Sweden, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire, Zambia.

Agalpset: None.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bshamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Bhutan, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Cameroon, China, Congo, Cote 4'lvoire, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, India, Iran (Islamic Republic of),
Iraq, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mexico,
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Mongolia, Mosambigque, Nepal, Nicaragua, Oman, Pakistan, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian
Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, YUnited Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zimbabwe,

66. Ihe amendments contained in doqument A/C.3/43/L.14 were adopted by 80 votes to
none with 59 absentions.

67. Draft rescolution A/C,3/43/L,8, as amepnded, was adopted.
Draft regolution A/C.3/43/L.9

68. The CHAIRMAN said that he had been informed that draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.9
did not contain any programme budget implications, and that Djibouti and the Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya had joined the sponsors.

69. Draft resolution A/C,3/43/L.9 was adopted.

70. Mr, VAN WULFFTEN PALTHE (Netherlands), speaking in explanation of vote after
the vote, said that his delegation had joined in the consensus on draft resolution
A/C.3/43/L.9 because it 4id not wish to break the consensus on that important
issue. However, it had not been able to sponsor the draft resolution, as in the
past. The paragraphs on the financial prcblems facing the Committee on the
Elimination of Racial Discrimination should have been more explicit. The draft
resolution should distinguish between two aspects of those problems: the fact that
a number of States parties to the International Convention on the Elimination of
All Forms of Racial Discrimination did not meet their financial obligations, and
the fact that the United Nations bore special responsibility for the implementation
of the different human rights instruments negotiated under its auspices.

71. It was regrettable to see the long list of countries in default, as set out in
the report of the Secretary-General (A/43/607). It was very hard to understand why
those countries withheld payment of their contributions to CERD. He welcomed the
possible administrative and legal measures mentioc.ded in operative paragraph 11 and
also suggested that the next meeting of States parties to the Convention could
consider suspending the right of States in default to vote at such meetings; that
in sccordance with article 11 of the Convention, a State party which considered
that another State party was not giving effect to the provisions of the Convention
should bring the matter to the attention of CERD; and that, in accordance with
article 22, disputes with respect to the interpretation or application of the
Convention should be referred to the International Court of Justice.

72. The United Nations should go beyond expressing its regret that a number of
States parties had not paid their contributions. The General Assembly should
consider ways of resolving the financial problems in an overall context covering
all the human rights supervisory bodies. It should also seek short term ad hoc
remedies to the financial problems faced by a number of supervisory bodies, notably
CERD. As an emergency measure and on a provisional basis, the possibility of
resuming the practice of the United Nations advancing funds to CERD under certain
conditions should have been considered.
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73. Mr. SKIBSTED (Denmark) said that his delegation welcomed the concern expressed
in resolution A/C.3/43/L.9 on CERD's current financial crisis and appreciated the
strong appeal to all States parties to fulfil their financial obligations under the
International Coavention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination,
Denmark was concerned that the implementation of various buman r’ghts instruments
was being weakened by the fact that some Governments did not fulfil their financial
obligations under those instruments. If the United Nations was to be more
effective in combating human rights violations, all States must adhere to those
instruments and meet their financial obligations. In the year of the fortieth
anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, it was high time for all
Member States to show the necessary political will in that respect.

74. In view of the large number of States parties wi:ich had still not paid their
assessed contributions to CERD, his delegation would have preferred it if the
resolution had indicated alternative ways of allowing CERD to proceed with its
heavy work-load on a normal schedule of meetings. The resolution should have
endorsed the recommendation made by CERD at its thirty-sixth session that the
Secretary-General should be authorised, on a temporary basis, to finance the
expenses of the members of CERD from the United Nations regular budget until a more
permanent solution was found.

Draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev.1

75. Ihe CHAIRMAN said that he had been informed that draft resolution
A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev.1 4id not have any implications for the programme budget of the
United Nations and that the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya had become a sponsor.

76. Mr. CHRYSSANTHOPQULOS (Greece), speaking in explanation of vote before the
vote, on behalf of the Twelve Member States of the European Community, said that

the votes of the Twelve on the draft resolution had no connection with their views
on apartheid: the Twelve had repeatedly condemned that abhorrent system.

77. The Twelve noted with gerious concern that the resolution did not in any way
take into account the practical and political efforts made by the international
community including the European Community, to contribute to the abolition of
apartheid. Nor did it reflect the overall political trends in southern Africa
which, compared with previous years, had been described by many delegations in less
negative terms. The text of the draft resolution contained lenguage which was not
only controversial but also counte:r-productive. Even though the Twelve supported
the stated aim of the Internatioaal Convention on the Suppression and Punichment of
the Crime of Apartheid, they cuntinued to have serious reservations about the meane
envisaged in the Convention, which raised legal difficulties; furthermore, the
Convention defined the violations covered by it in an imprecise way.

78. The Twelve regretted the reference to State terrorism in the fourch preambular
paragraph of the draft resolution as, to say the least, a controvorsial term. As
to the sixth preambular paragraph, genocide was clearly derined in the Convention
on the Prevention and Punishment or the Crime of Genocide; it was unacceptable that
a resolution adopted by the General Assembly should purport to extend that
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definition. Concerning operative paragraph 6 and 10, the International Coavention,
l1ike other international agreements, was applicable nnly to States which had
ratified it and to the citisens of those States. The Twelve also noted the
continuing tendency to include new, controversial elements in the resolution, in
particular operative paragraph 7, which the Community was not in a position to
support.

79. Mias BYRNE (United States of America) said that the draft resolution defined
apartheid as a "crime against humanity" - a term which her country construed
strictly, in accordance with usage established by the Nuremberg Charter and at the
Nuremberg Trials. The Convention's definition of apartheid as a crime against
humanity was broad and ambiguous, and could conceivably apply to almost any legal
commerce with South Africa.

80. In addition, the Convention contained generally vague provisions calling upon
nations to assert broad extraterritorial jurisdiction over those who purportedly
engaged in the crime defined by the draft resolution. For those reasons, her
delegation would vote against the draft resolution.

81. At the request of the represepntative of the Fedaral Republi
recorded vote was taken on the words "State terrorxism' in the fourth preambular

paragraph of draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev.l.
82. 7The result of the vote was as follows:

In_favour:s Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belise, Benin, Bolivia, Botswana,
Brasil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, Congo,
Cote 4'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic
of), Iraqg, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mau.itania,
Mezico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and
the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senega.. Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Venesuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.
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Against:

Abstaining:

Belgium, Costa Rica, Denmark, El Salvador, France, Garmany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, Honduras, Ireland, Israel, Italy,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Australia, Austria, Bhutan, Canada, Chile, Fiji, Finland,
Iceland, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Togo, Turkey, Uruguay.

83. TIThe words “"State terrorism" in the fourth preambular paragraph of draft
resolution A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev.] were adopted by 110 votes to 18, with 14 abstentions

84. At the request of the repregeptative of the Federal Republic of Germany. a
racorded vote was taken op the sixth preambular paragraph of draft resolution
A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev,].

85. Ihe xesult of the vote was ag follows:

In _favour:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cite Aa'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagcscar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent ar ' the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zambla, Zimbabwe.

Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
Portugal, Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America.

Australia, Austria, Brazil, Chile, Fiji, Finland, Iceland, Japan,
New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, Turkey. Zaire.
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86. The sixth preaambulax paragraph of draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev.]l was
afopted by 114 votes to 15, with 13 abstentions.

87. At the regueat of the representative of the Fedexal Republic of Germany. a
recorded vote was taken on operative paragraph 6 of draft resolution
A/R.3/43/L,10/Rev,.].

88. 1The result of the vote was as follows:

in _favour:

Afghanistan, Albaniu, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belise, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivias,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Cclombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cdte d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana. Honduras, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Ilraq, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Repubhlic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, S5a0 Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia,

Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swagiland, Syrian Arab Republic,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venesuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Greece, Ireland, Israel, ltaly, Japan, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, Portugal, Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Australia, Finland, Gabon, Haiti, Iceland, New Zealand, Norway,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sweden, Turkey.

90. At the request of the representative of the Federal Republic of Germany. &




A/C.3/43/8R. 23
English
Page 20

91. ZThe result of ihe vote was as followsa:

In _favour:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentiua, Bshamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belise, Be..in, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brasil, Brunel Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chai!, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Seuegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
SwazilanG, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisiu, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Soclialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, Uniced Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tansania, Uruguay, Veneruela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Belgium, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, luxembourg,
Netherlands, Portugal, United Kingdom of Great Britain ard
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Australia, Austria, Canada, Demnmark, Finland, Greece, Haiti,
Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, New Zealand, Norway, Spain,
Sweden, Turkey.

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Ancola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswrna, Brazil, Brunevi Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Ryelorussian Soviet 3ocialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'lvoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechos.ovakia,
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Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Domirnican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Austria, Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greece, Ireland, Italy, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Portugal, Spain,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America.

Australia, Canada, Finland, Iceland, Japan, New Zealand, Norway,
Sweden, Turkey.

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cote d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemer, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt. El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji., Gabon,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
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Rwanda, SBaint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swasiland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Ugenda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tansania, Uruguay, Venesuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Againat! United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of sverica.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Denmark, Finland,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Iceland, Ireland,
Israsel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Spain, Sweden, Turkey.

98. Dpraft zesolution A/C.3/43/L.10/Rev,l as a whole was adopted by 120 votes to ¢,
with 23 abstentions.

99. Mr. STUART (Australia) said that the Convention continued to raise difficult
legal problems for Australia, preventing it from becoming a State party. His
delegation had abstained in the vote since it did not wish to take a position on
issues not relevant to Australia as a non-party to the Convention.

100. Mr. MIYATA (Japan) said that his delegation had voted against the reference to
State terrorism in the fourth presmbular paragraph becsuse it 4id not consider it
appropriate to include in a Ceneral Assembly resolution terminology on which the
international community had not reached agreement.

101. Mr. TANLAY (Turkey) said that his delegation had abstained in the separate
votes and in the vote on the draft resolution as a whole. Itc abstention was
motivated by legal considerations, since Turkey was not a party to the Convention.
It would, however, continue to play an active part in international efforts to
eliminate apartheid, and would vote in favour of all draft resolutions submitted to
the plenary se.sion on the question of the apartheid policies of South Africa.

102. Mz, ANDERSEEN (Sweden) said that Finland, Iceland, Norway and Sweden were not
parties to the Convention and had therefore sbstained in the separate votes on
individual paragraphs and in the vote on the draft resolution as a whole. The
voting Aid not reflect their positlons on the substance of the paragraphs or the
draft resolution as a whole which, they felt, had unclear but potentially
far-reaching international legal implications.

103. Mr, KRENKEL (Austria) said that Austria was not a party to the Convention.
Austria had repeatedly condemned the system of apartheid, but some p:so isions of
the Convention were incompatible with Austrian constitutional law. His delegation
had therefore voted against operative paragraphs 6 and 10, in which refer:nce was
made to the Convention. Its abstention in the vote on the fourth preambuint
paragraph was motivated by its rejection of the concept of State terrorism. It had
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abstained in the vote on tho sixth preambular paragraph becsuse the term genocide
was clearly defined in the Convention on the brevention and Punishment of the Crime
of Genocide,

104. Mr. RAVEN (United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland) said that
his delegation's vote should have bsen recorded as an abstention.

Draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.8
105, Draft resolution A/C.3/43/L.5 was adopted withrcaut a vote.

106. Mrs. MUKHERJEE (India) said that while her delegation had not opposed the
adoption of the draft resolution without a vote, that was without prejudice to
India's stated position on article 1 of the International Covenants on Human Rights
and to the relevant resolutions, as it had been expressed in the Commission on
Human Rights.

Draft remolution A/C,3/43/L.0

107, Mra. BUTIKQ (United Republic of Tansania), speaking on behalf of the
sponsors, said that the final preambular paragraph should be amended to reud:
"Reasply soucerned and alarmed at the deplorable consequences of the continuing
Israeli acts of aggression against Lebanon and recalling all the relevant
resolutions of the Security Council, in particular resolution 425 (1978) of

19 March 1978". 1In operative paragraph 27, the word "headed" should be roplaced by
"‘mediated",

108. Mr, TURK (Israel) said that operative paragraphs 2, 3 and 4 of the draft
resolution, with their references to "armed struggle" by the Palestinians against
Israel, clearly implied the condoning of acts of terror against Israel's civilian
population; the draft also made no mention of peaceful political processes as the
means of achieving a peaceful solution to the Palestinian problem. Israel believed
that true negotiated peace with all its neighbours was feasible, and that within
that framework a solution could be found to the problems and aspirations of the
Palestinians. 1Israel had committed itself, as a signatory to the Camp David
Accords, to seek and obtain a resolution to the Palestinian problem in all its
aspects and had recognized the legitimate rights of the Palestinians. Terror and
violence ae advocated in the draft resolution would only cause further suffering
and postpone the resolution of the problem. His delegation urged the delegations
of all countries that desired a peaceful and just resolution of the Palestinian
problem to oppose violence by voting against the draft resolution.

109. Miss BYRNE (United States of America) said that, while her country had always
been a firm believer in the principle of self-determination, it had been compelled
to vote against the draft resolution, because it was unbalanced in its thrust, and,
specifically, made no mention of the right to self-determination of the Afghan and
Baltic peoples.
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110. At the reaquest of the representative of the United States, a regorded vote was
taken on the draft zasclution in document A/C.3/43/L.6, as orally reviged.

111. The result of the vote was as follows!

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania. Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belise, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brasil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burkina Faso,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Congo, C8te d'Ivoire, Cuba, Cyprus, Csechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gabon, German Democratic Republic,
Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, iran (Islamic Republic of), Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco,
Mosambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Solomon Islands, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swasiland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of SBoviet Socialist Republics, United Arah
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venesuela,

Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe,

Against: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Honduras, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, Noiway, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Costa Rica, El1 Salvador, Fiji, Greece,
Ireland, Japan, New Zealand, Portugal, Samoa, Spain, Zaire.

112. The draft resolution in document A/C.3/43/L.6, as orally revised, was adopted
by 116 votes to 16, with 13 abstentiong.

113. Mr, STUART (Australia) saic that Australia had been a consistent and firm
supporter of the principle of self-dotermination and of the role of the United
Nations in asserting that principle. 1t had played a role in the realization by
peoples of that right, as attested by the exarcise of the right to
self-determination of Australia's Non-Self-Governing Territories. Moreover,
Australia was among the States which applied a wide range of sanctions against the
apartheid régime and was a regular co-sponsor of General Assembly resolutions on
concerted internati>nal action against apartheid. The Australian Foreign Minister
was, moreover, a member of the Commonwealtl Foreign Ministers' Group on Southern
Africa which was developing strategies to bring pressure to bear on South Africa to

eliminate aparthelid.

/.O'
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114, It war a matter of regret, therefore, that Australia was once again unable to
vote for the draft resolution under discussion. Operative paragraphs 34 and 35, in
particular, failed to take account of announced changes in the approach of the
Government of Israel to South Africa, and failed to reflect the change in the
thrust of General Assembly resolution 42/23 D concerning measures recently
announced by the Government of Israel in that connection. The draft resolution in
document A/C.3/43/L.6 referred instead to a conferenae held five years ago. It did
nothing for the reputation of the United Nations and its capacity to influence
events when draft resolutions unthinkingly repeated the slogans of the past.

115. Pending further discussion of the Middle East situation undar the relevant
items yet to be considered by the General Assembly, he stated that Australia
supported unequivocally the right of Israel to exist within secure and
internationally recognized borders and the right of the Palsstinian people to
self-determination, including, if they so chose, an independent Palestinian State.
His delegation did not accept the exaggerated assertions made in operative
paragraph 41 of the draft resolution.

116, Mr, CHRYSSANTHOPOULQUS (Greece), speaking in explanation of his vote on
behalf of the Twelve Member States of the European Economic Community, said that
the Twelve firmly supported the right of self-determination in accordance with the
Charter and the International Covenants on Human Rights, but had been unable to
support the draft resolutiun, parts of which raised substantial difficulties. It
was also inordinately long, which sometimes made it difficult to understand. It
did not take sufficlently into consideration recent positive developments leading
to the peaceful solution of regional problems and lent itself to misrepresentations
or misunderstandings, Such a misunderstanding was created by operative

paragraphs 25 and 27, which were contradictory. The Twelve considered that the
United Nations should above all encourage peaceful solutions to intermational
problems,

117, With regard to South Africa, the Twelve had repeatedly condemaed the
apartheid system, demanded its abolition and called for the unconditional release
of Nelson Mandela and other political prisoners. They could not, however, accept
the assertion that maintaining relations with a State implied encouragement or
approval of that State's policies.

118. With regard to Namibia, the 1Twelve welcomed the recent progress made, and had
individually and collectively declared their support for the efforts being
undertaken to secure peace for Angola and independence for Namibia on the bhasis of
General Assembly resolution 435 (1978).

119. With regard to the Middle East, the Twelve had repeatedly deplored Israeli
repressive measures in the occupied Territories and maintained that lasting peace
could only be achieved if the right of all States in the area, iacluding Israel, to
exist witliin secure, recognized and guaranteed borders was confirmed and the right
of the Paisstiniun reople to self-determination, with all that that implied, was
also fully recotnized.

/ll.
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120. The Greek Minister for Foreign Affairs had explained the viexs of the Twelve
on the other questions dealt with in the draft in his statement in the general
debate on 27 September 1938.

121. The Twelve wished to associate themselves fully with the appeal in operative
paragraph 16 for the immediate and unconditional release of Nelson Mandela,
Zephania Mothopeng and all other political prisoners.

122. Mr. PALACIOS (Spain) endorsed the views expressed by the representative of
Greece. Spain had always supported the right of peoples to self-determination in
accordance with the Charter of the United Nations and international human rights
instruments, but had been compelled to abstain in the vote on the draft
resolution. It could not accept operative paragraph 2 which approved of armed
force as a legitimate means of combating foreign occupation. His country had
alwvays rejected racism and racial discrimination and condemned apartheid, but it
had reservations concerning operative paragraph 35 because it Adid not consider that
maintaining political relations with South Africa implied support for the policies
of its Government. Moreover, the draft resolution did not give sufficient
consideration to the important sfforts made to enable the peoples of Namibia and
southwestern Africa to exercise their right to self-determination,

123. Mr, HERNANDEZ-BASAVE (Mexico) said that his delegation had voted in favour of
the draft resolution because it agreed basically with its substance, but had
reservations about operative paragraphs 5 and 34.

124, Mr, MOLINA ARAMBARRI (Argentina) said that his delegation had voted in favour
of the draft resolution because it agreed with the substance of the text, although
it would have preferred a different wording for some paragraphs.

125. Mr, JATIVA (Ecuador) said that his delegation had voted in favour of the
draft resolution, with which it agreed in essence, since it was consistent with
certain basic principles of Ecuador's policy. It did not, however, fully agree
with the wording of some paragraphs which it regarded as selective and which
referred to conferences in which Ecuador had not participated.

126, Mrs. TAVAREZ DE ALVAREZ (Dominican Republic) said that her delegation had
voted in favour of the draft resolution, but did not agree with the singling out of
any State for condemnation, since that was a subjective approach and detracted from
the force uf the draft resolution.

127. Mr, TANLAY (Turkey) said that his delegation had voted in favour of draft
resolution A/C.3/43/L.6, but wished to stress that in principle Turkey did not
approve of United Nntions resolutions mentioning particular countries or groups of
countries by name. .is delegation also had reservations on paragraph 37, which
referred to a resolution that Turkey had not supported.
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128. Mrs. LISSIDINI (Uruguay) said that her delegatioan had voted in favour of the
draft resolution, the substance of which reflected Uruguay's convictions and
expectations concerning the right to self-determination. It regretted, however,
that in the present period of tension, despite the evidence that constructive
dialogue was possible, the draft resolution contained no provisions encouraging
parties involved in conflicts to work out solutions through diplomatic procedures.
Moreover, the inclusion of wording describing in absolute terms the conduct of a
Government upset the balance which a draft resolution should strike in order to
create a climate conducive to a comstructive solution.

129. Mrs, BARISH (Costa Rica) said that, in view of Costa Rica's firm support for
the principles contained in the draft resolution, her delegation would have wished
to support the draft. It had, however, been compelled to abstain on account of the
wording of operative paragraphs 2, 34 and 35, which unfairly singled out one State
and generalized about another. She reaffirmed her country's support for United
Nations efforts to secure the independence of Namibia and the remaining colonial
countries, and hoped that self-determination of the Palestinian people could be
achieved through dialogue.

130. Mr. OGURTSOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that his
delegation supported all the draft resolutions which had been put to the vote.
Their provisions were consistent with the goals of the United Nations in the
struggle against racism, racial discrimination and apartheid and for the universal
realization of the right of peoples to self-determination. In connection with the
draft resolution under consideration, his delegation believed that the sponsors had

said what they wanted to say, and was grateful to Tanzania and the African group
for their work.

131. Mr. PALMA (Honduras) said that his delegation's vote should have been
recorded as an abstention. Explaining his delegation's position, he said that
while his Government was committed to the struggle for the self-determination of
peoples, it could not countenance the singling out of any individual country.

132. Miss AL-MULLA (Kuwait), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, drew
attention to the reference made by one delegate to oil shipments to South Africa.
Her delegation would be eagerly awaiting the contribution of that delegation to the
forthcoming debate on the oil embargo.

133. Israel's view of self-determination was blurred and distorted. Its policies
towards South Africa were well known. They had been reflected in the absence of
Israel at the plenary session of the Assembly when 146 States had unanimously voted
to condemn the municipal elections in South Africa.

The meeting rose at 6.40 p.m.



