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In the absence of the President, Mr. Algérd (Nor-
way), Vice-President, took the Chair.

AGENDA ITEM 30

Third United Nations Conference
on the Law of the Sea

1. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative
of El Salvador, who wishes to introduce draft resolu-
tion A/L.782.

2. Mr. GALINDO POHL (El Salvador) (interpreta-
tion from Spanish): The procedural draft resolution
before the General Assembly, which was sponsored,
among others, by El Salvador, aims to provide in 1976
the necessary assistance from the United Nations,
through the Secretary-General, to the Third United
Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea.

1289

3. The United Nations conceived, prepared and con-
vened the Third Conference at a time when the theory
and practice of the law of the sea and the crisis pro-
voked by the creation of new rules threatened to
increase tension, to multiply conflicts and to establish
contradictory and antagonistic practices to the detri-
ment of harmonious relations in the international
community and with adverse consequences to the
world system of peace and security. Besides political
and legal interests, important economic interests were
at stake, because technology had made it possible to
exploit resources which for many years had remained
undiscovered or inaccessible, and to use new methcds
of exploiting traditional resources as, for example,
fisheries.

4. The Third Conference wiil probably be the longest
conference of the century, at least among those con-
vened and sponsored by the United Nations. The
Third Conference would seem to take up an excessive
amount of time and try the patience of Governinents
and even the physical and moral resistance of dele-
gates, particulariy of those who attended the meetings
of the Committee on the Peaceiu! Uses of the Sea-
bed and the Ocean Floor beyond the Limits of National
Jurisdiction, one of the preparatory bodies of the
Conference. At times, even the most optimistic have
been discouraged and the methodical and systematic
doubting that has prevailed has cast a sombre shadow
over the arduous and intense activities that have been
carried out.

5. But it is worth while examining the special
circumstances which prevailed when the Conference
was conceived and prepared. From the very outset
it became an exercise in high-level international
politics, since the preparatory committee was made
up of Government representatives, and its composi-
tion was unusual, since more than two thirds of the
States Members of the United Nations were members
of that Committee. No working documents prepared by
experts were ever made available, in contrast to what
occurred in the course of the Conference on the Law
of the Sea of 1958; instead proposals and statements
of position of Governments were available which ran
the whole gamut of possible opinions on each item,
ranging from black to white through the entire spec-
trum, and from the absence of color to the combination
of all kinds of colors. It took two years to draw up
the agenda of the Conference and by way of subject-
matter the Conference was given a prolific catalogue
of national positions with so many alternatives, excep-
tions and variations that it was difficult simply to read
it all, let alone to deal with it in a systematic fashion.

6. The Third Conference established new procedures
relating to groups of interests and informal consulta-
tions, the results of which were drawn up by the Chair-
man following a gradual process of change and matu-
rity. Perhaps the most interesting method was that of
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entrusting the Chairmen of the Committees with the
task of drawing up single texts for negotiation. The
word ‘‘single’’ in this case means the absence of any
alternatives or variations. As for the philosophy
governing them, the aim of the single texts was to
present a balanced position which might be acceptable
as a starting point for seeking an agreement. The single
texts are in keeping with the basic documents normally
made available to international conferences from the
moment of their convening. Indeed, they are usually
one of the initial elements which have led to the
convening of a conference.

7. What would happen if one were to abandon this
effort at the halfway point? What would happen if the
Third Cenfeence were to fail? Extremely grave
consequences would ensue: coastal States would
probably extend their economic zones unilaterally and
base their practices and rights on customary law but,
in the course of that process, very serious differences
would arise as to the nature of those rights and the way
to apply them, with the resulting disagreements; land-
locked countries would lose the opportunity of
achieving recognition of their right of access to the sea
and to a fair share of the resources of neighbouring
economic zones. A 12-mile broad territorial sea would
cause navigational problems in straits. There would
still be uncertainty with regard to rights to the con-
tinental shelf, because of the ambiguity of the Con-
vention of 1958. The list of uncertainties and sources
of friction would thus go on and on.

8. The net loss would be felt in the international sea-
bed area. Its character of common heritage of mankind
would for all practical purposes be undermined and
possibly even lost. Yet no gain would accrue to the
developed countries for what the United Nations has
done so far is enough to preclude unilateral use of the
resources of the intemational zone. In fact, General
Assembly resolution 2749 (XXV)} on the principles
governing the sea-bed and the ocean floor, and the
subsoil thereof, beyond the limits of national jurisdic-
tion, is a valuable instrument which can be used in the
process of identifying and recognizing the obligatory
principles of international law. Today, when public
opinion carries increasing weight, peaceful use of those
resources is an element that may induce the tech-
nologically advanced countries to seek a reasonable
agreement in the matter. Between those countries
which have law on their side but not the means and
those which have the means but defy the law, under-
standing and co-operation are essential.

9. Thus no one would stand to gain from the failure
of the Third Conference. Everyone would stand to lose
considerably, some in terms of natural resources and
others in terms of a no less important asset, namely
organized co-operation and peace. It is on these
tangible and intangible factors that one must assess the
political costs and benefits. Viewed from an over-all
standpoint they seem to tip the. balance in favour of
compromise and conciliation.

10. Inside experience, through participation, is more
subjective, than observation from outside but it com-
prises elements which do not appear in the documents.
Thus the degree of informal consensus achieved in the
Third Conference is considerable, perhaps extending
to 70 per cent of the decisive issues. However, within
the policy of negotiation and over-all agreements,

which make precarious the provisional consent given
to each of the separate parts, the questions still out-
standing, unless settled, could upset the partial stiuc-
ture which has been so painstakingly erected.

11. We can no longer continue to hold back our
cards. The time has come to stop playing this game of
chance and trying to draw the most advantage from
extreme positions, but rather to come to an under-
standing on minimum positions. Everyone has already
stated and fought for what he believes. The time has
come to pass from what is desirable to what is feasible,
and that can be done only through concession and
compromise, leading to a final equilibrium.

12. The most important issue is to reach a peaceful
understanding on the utilization of the resources of the
seas, under a sound and stable régime. The time has
come for world understanding as expressed through a
process of increasing rationalization of international
relations based on law. The alternative, instability and
irrationality, is bleak enough to warrant negotiations on
a realistic basis. In view of the complexity of the
interests involved, realistic here means moderate.

13. We are now close to the goal towards which we
have been striving for eight years. The possibility of
bringing two thirds of the planet under an international
law agreed to and negotiated by all States is a source
of hope and optimism.

14. Slow progress has characterized the work of the
Committee on the Sea-Bed and the Third United Na-
tions Conference on the Law of the Sea, but, despite
disagreements, taboos and ronfrontations, we have
gradually come to discover the elements composing
original ideas, of necessity somewhat vagie, and to
understand the need to co-ordinate inter-State intercsts
and those between States and the international com-
munity. From texts plagued with confusing alternatives
we have gone on to coherent structures.

15. From December 1973 to December 1975, signif-
icant progress has been made. Two years ago, we had
a voluminous package of national proposals. Today
the stage of flowering and fruition is at hand and
further improvements may not be far away.

16. The draft resolution before the General Assembly
today is aimed at continuing activities carried on over
several years on theé question of the law of the sea.
It seeks to maintain the support of the United Nations
for the Third Conference, and avoids polemical ques-
tions and value judgements. We hope it will prove
to be a useful instrument. That is why, on behalf of
my delegation, I would ask delegations to give it
favourable consideration and to consider thé possibility
of adopting it without a vote, as proof of the special
understanding they have of the hard work which has
been done and still remains to be done.

17. Mr. AMERASINGHE (Sri Lanka): My col-
league and friend, Mr. Galindo Pohl of El Salvador,
has just introduced draft resolution A/L.782. This
draft resolution is essentially of a procedural character
in the sense that it seeks provision and facilities to
enable the Conference to continue with its work and
to complete it. I do not propose to touch on any matter
of substance here, but shall confine myself to the
procedural aspects of the question.

18. The most important achievement so far, after
three sessions of this Conference, was the agreement
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reached at the third session, held at Geneva from
17 March to 9 May this year, to the effect that the
Chairmen of the three main Committees should each
prepare an informal, single negotiating text on the
subjects and issues assigned to their respective com-
mittees. Those texts were to serve as the basis of
negotiations since concentration on a single text would
give direction and purpose to negotiations which would
otherwise be disjoined and discursive. This was an
invidious task, but the Chairmen discharged it with a
proper sense of responsibility, and for the first time
we have documents on which orderly negotiations
can take place. Tkzy have placed us in great indebted-
ness to them by doing so.

19. Opinions may, and in fact do, differ regarding
the substance of those texts, but that is not in the least
surprising and is precisely the reason why negotiation
is necessary. If the texts were acceptabie, the Con-
ference would be over in a matter of days, if not hours.
As the next session, which is to be held from 15 March
to 7 May 1976, will be the first occasion on which the
Conference will be in a position to hold negotiations
in an orderly and more coherent and effective manner
by concentratin, on a single set of texts, informal
though they may be, some provision has to be made
for the contingency of a fifth session being held. This
is a decision for the Conference itself to take, and will
depend on the course and progress of the negotiations
during the fourth session. Operative paragraph 1 of
the draft resolution takes into consideration this
possibility and this contingency.

20. Although a fifth session is, at this stage, onlv a
possibility, it will be necessary to have some idea of
the dates, venue and duration of that fifth session.
Much will depend on the facilities available, and the
Secretariat would find it easier to plan for the Con-
ference if the preferences of the participants were
known to it well in advancz. I hope, therefore, to hold
consultations with representative groups for the pur-
pose of ascertaining their wishes in this matter.

21. Operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution
requests that provisicn be made for the efficient and
continuous servicing of the Conference in 1976 and
of subsequent activities as may be decided upon by
the Conference. The secretariat of the Conference
must be maintained, and th- organization must con-
tinue in existence until the entire task is completed.
We must bear in mind that this will be the happy day
when the treaty is concluded.

22. There is one other aspect of this question to which
the international community should pay special
attention, and I feel that it is my duty to comment on
it. At the conclusion of the session in Geneva this year
I appealed to all States to refrain from any unilateral
action of a type that would imperi! or place in jeopardy
the attainment of our common objective, which is a
generally acceptable treaty on the law of the sea.
This appeal was made by me as concern had been
voiced in many quarters over proposals, which were
being contemplated by some States, to take such
unilateral action. I feel constrained to repeat that
appeal on this occasion. It is my conviction that uni-
lateral action on the part of a few States for the exten-
sion of national jurisdiction over the resources of the
sea, however compelling the domestic pressures for
such action might be, could not but provide an excuse

or preiext, or even a provocation to others to take
similar action. I appreciate the predicament of States
whose economies are almost entirely dependent on
what can be derived from ocean resources, but there
are other States, more fortunately endowed and with
much more diversified and powerful economies, which
do not have to rely to any appreciable extent on what
they can extract from the ocean. The predicaient
of the few should not, therefore, provide an excuse for
others.

23. Should the policy of unilateral action be pursued
by an increasing number of nations, the Conference
would be aborted, and instead of peaceful co-operation
on the ocean we should have conflict and anarchy.
The responsibility falls on us all, and most heaviiy on
those nations which have, from the very inception
of the Conference, stressed most vehemently the need
for, and even insisted on, reaching agreement on a
treaty by consensus, to avoid acting in a manner which
could only shatter 21l hope of a consensus.

24. The patience of sovereign States, and especially
of special groups within States, is not inexhaustible.
In repeating my appeal for restraint, I would also
appeal to all groups, including special-interest groups,
to come prepared for serious negotiations, with a
genuine political will to reach agreement, and to
negotiate with one another. Negotiation within groups
in isolation from others should not be conducted
indefinitely to the exclusion of negotiation between
groups, as it is only by this latter process that we can
hope to reach agreement on a generally, or better still
a universally, acceptable treaty.

25. I should like to join my colleague Mr. Gafindo
Pohi in appealing to the Assembly to accept this
draft resolution without a vote.

26. Mr.INGVARSSON (Iceland): My delegation will
support the draft iesolution which has been submitted
to the General Assembly. I particularly want to empha-
size our support for the possibility of holding two
sessions of the United Nations Conference on the Law
of the Sea next year. The process of preparations for the
Conference, and the Conference itself, have already
taken many years. The early and successful conclu-
sion of its work is of great importance and is indeed
a matter of urgency to the world community as a whole.
Many Governments are not prepared to wait much
longer before adopting the necessary measures of self-
protection which in some cases have been delayed
for too long.

27. The Government of Iceland has already taken
partial action by extending our fishery limits to 200
nautical miles, effective 15 October 1975. Only the
fishery limits as such were extended, and other matters
such as measures to prevent pollution, rules concerning
the conduct of scientific research and the delimitation
of the continental shelf have been left in abeyance for
the time being. The action taken is in conformity with
the practice of developing States and with the con-
sensus which has by and large emerged from the
Cor}ference on the Law of the Sea, and it is therefore
lawful.

28. At the same time, my Government has concluded
agreements with the Federal Republic of Germany
and Belgium, allowing them to fish for specified
quantities within our zone. In the case of the Federal
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Republic, the agreement is made for a period of two
years, whereas the agreement with Belgium may be
terminated by either party on six months’ notice.
Similar agreements with the Faroe Islands and Norway
are in preparation.

29. On the other hand, negotiations with the United
Kingdom have broken down because of excessive
claims from the Britisl: side which in fact .mounted
to the expectation of taking almost one half of the total
allowable catch of our most important and most
endangered species—cod. Such an arrangement
would have resulted in effect in a similar reduction of
our own catch. That was completely unacceptabie to
us. It runs completely counter to the consensus reached
on the concept of t!.: exclusive economic zone,
wherein the coastal State enjoys sovereign rights over
the living and non-living resources of the zone and
wherein the coastal State will allow access, on its own
terms and conditions, to the surplus of the fish stocks
which it cannot itself harvest. In our case, although
Iceland has the fuil capacity to harvest the entire
allowable catch within our zone, we were ready to give
United Kingdom fishermen access to a reasonable
share of the: fish stock. But one half of the entire allow-
able catch of cod can by no means be regarded as fair
and reasonable.

30. As is well known, the Royal Navy has been
sent to our waters where serious incidents have taken
place and further incidents may take place at any time.
My Government has protested against these measures
and demanded that the warships be withdrawn a*
once. That would also be in conformity with the fact
that the United Kingdom itseif has plans for an eco-
normic zone of 200 miles and is already claiming the
non-living resources in that area.

31. I 2m not going to elaborate on this matter any
further on this occasion. I want only to repeat that my
delegation supports the draft resolution before us, and
in particular the provision for the possibility of holding
two sessions of the Conference on the Law of the
Sea next year, so that its work can be completed in
the very near future.

32. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now take
a decision on draft resolution A/L.782. I would draw
the Assembly’s attention to the fact that the report of
the Fifth Committee on the administrative and financial

implications of that draft resolution is contained in
document A/10490.

33. The representative of El Salvador, supported
by the representative of Sri Lanka, has proposed that
the decision on this draft rcsolution should be taken
without a vote. If there are no objections, I shall take it
that that procedure is acceptable to the Assembly.

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 3483
(XXX)). .
AGENDA ITEM 41
General and complete disarmament (concluded):*
(a) Report of the Conference of the Committee on
Disarmament;
(b) Report of the International Atomic Energy Agency

" REPORT OF THE FIRST COMMITTEE (A/10438)

34. The PRESIDENT: I would remind the Assembly
that the report of the First Committee on agenda

* Resumed from the 2437th meeting.

item 41 [4/10438] was introduced orally by the Com-
mittee’s Rapporteur yesterday [2437th meeting].

35. We shail now vote on draft resolutions A to E,
recommended by the First Committee in paragraph 15
of its report. The Fifth Committee’s report on the
administrative and financial implicaticns of draft reso-
lutions B and D is contained in document A/10488.
A recorded vote has been requested.

36. I now put to the vote draft resolution A.
A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Australia, Austria,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Bolivia,
Botswana, Burundi, Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti,
Honduras, Iceland, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Republic, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Mali,
Malta, Mauritius, Mexico, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philip-
pines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland, Upper Volta, Urugtay,
Venezuela, Zaire.

Against: Albania, Bhutan, China, India, Malawi.!

Abstaining: Argentina, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czecho-
slovakia, France, German Democratic Republic,
Hungary, Madagascar, Masiritania, Mongolia, Mozam-
bique, Poland, Spain, Sri Lanka, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Republic of Cameroon, United
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America,
Yugoslavia.

The draft resolution was adopted by 97 votes to 5,
with 24 abstentions (resolution 3484 A (XXX)).

37. The PRESIDENT: We shall now vote on draft
resolution B.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Aus-
tralia, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burma,
Burundi, Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gambia,
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-
Bissau, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Panama, Papua New Guirea, Para-
guay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singa-
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pore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Tri-
nidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Vene-
zuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire.

Against: Poland,? Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics.?

Abstaining: Bulgaria, Cuba, Czechoslovakia,
German Democratic Republic, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Hungary, Luxembourg,? Malawi, Mon-
golia, Mozambique, Pakistan, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

The draft resolution was adopted by 108 votes to 2,
with 14 abstentions (resolution 3484 B (XXX)).

38. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on draft resolution C.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Aus-
tralia, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi,
Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cyprus,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland. Israel,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon,
Lesotno, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Cameroon, Upper Volta, Uruguuy, Venezuela, Yugo-
slavia, Zaire.

Against: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Czechoslovakia, German Democratic
Republic, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United States of America.

Abstaining: Belgium, Cuba, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Greece, Italy, Japan, Luxem-
bourg, Mozambique, Turkey, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic
of Tanzania.

The draft resolution was adopted by 102 votes to 10,
with 12 abstentions (resolution 3484 C (XXX)).

39. The PRESIDENT: I now put to the vote draft
resolution D.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Aus-
tralia, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gambia, German

Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Israel,
Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Republic, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozam-
bique, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Paki-
stan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay. Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Lecne, Singa-
pore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, VJ/ganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, -
Uppir Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire,
Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ireland, Japan,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
United Kingdom of Great Britair and Northern Ireland,
United States of America.

The draft resolution was adopted by (15 votes o
none, with 13 abstentions (resolution 3484 D (XXX)).

40. The PRESIDENT: Finally, the Assembly will
proceed to vote on draft resolution E.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Aus-
tralia, Austria, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, Gambia, German Democratic Republic,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Luxem-
bourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozam-
bique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Camercon,
United Republic of Tanzania, United States of Amer-
ica, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Cuba, France.
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The draft resolution was adopted by 126 votes to
none, with 2 abstentions (resolution 3484 E (XXX)).

41. The PRESIDENT: I now call on the represen-
tative of the United States in explanation of vote.

42. Mr. HAUGH (United States): With the termina-
tion of voting on general and complete disarmament,
the General Assembly has finished its consideration
of First Committee items. My delegation wishes to
take this opportunity to express very briefly but very
sincerely our admiration for the extremely effective
leadership which the representative of Lebanon
demonstrated in exercising his stewardship of the First
Committee’s complex and difficult deliberations.

43. In connexion witii the General Assembly’s
consideration of First Committee itetns, I also wish to
state that during the voting in plenary on the resolution
concerning the implementation of the Declaration on
the Strengthening of International Security [resolu-
tion 3389 (XXX)], my delegation’s vote was inadver-
tently recorded as an abstention. It was my delega-
tion’s intention to vote against that resolution, as we
had done in the First Committee.

AGENDA ITEM 88

Question of Territories under Portuguese administra-
tion: report of the Special Committee on the Situation
with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Coun-
tries and Peoples

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE
(A/10426)

Pursi:ant to rule 66 of the rules of procedure, it was
decided not to discuss the report of the Fourth Com-
mittee.

44. The PRESIDENT: The draft resolution recom-
mended by the Fourth Committee in connexion with

this item is contained in paragraph 32 of its report
[4/10426].

45. 1 shall now call on those representatives wishing
to explain their votes before the vote.

46. Mr. VARGAS SABORIO (Costa Rica) (inter-
pretation from Spanish): The delegation of Costa
Rica cannot be indifferent to the de facto situation
created in the Territory of Portuguese Timor, and is
greatly concerned at the violation of Timor’s terri-
torial integrity through outside intervention, in dis-
regard of the principles of the Charter of the United
Nations, and the resolutions of the General Assembly,
especially resolution 1514 (XV).

47. It should be recalled that resolution 1514 (XV)
establishes ways and means whereby the process of
decolonization of Non-Self-Governing Territories
can be carried out, and my delegation recognizes that
those principles of decolonization cannot be literally
and fairly implemented when there is no regard for the
inalienable right of al! peoples to self-determination
and to independence through the democratic exercise
of that principle of self-determination, which is the
highest expression of the people’s will.

48. The delegation of Costa Rica has always con-
demned military or other intervention with the aim of

seizing territories by force, in violation of the provi-
sions of the Charter, But the situation in Portuguese
Timor is a delicate one, and we believe that we still
lack sufficient information to be able to voice our
opinion on this question wkich is now before the
Assembly.

49. In the Fourth Committee we pointed out that the
current situation in Portuguese Timor is delicate and
that this is no typical decolonization matter on which
the General Assembly would have the last word, but
that we have here a problem which goes beyond that
process, and even though the General Assembly can
adopt recommendations, the Security Council is neces-
sarily involved because of the existence of a situation
capable of endangering peace and security in the
region.

50. Since there has been a request for the Security
Council to take up the situation in Portuguese Timor,
Costa Rica, as a member of the Council, reserves its
position on the substance of the matter until such time
as the question is taken up. Consequently, we shall
abstain from voting on the draft resolution.

51. Mr. BISHARA (Kuwait): The delegation of
Kuwait voted in favour of the draft resolution when
it was put to the vote in the Fourth Committee. The
draft resolution in fact emphasizes and highlighis
certain principles of paramount importance to Member
States assembled here, since these principles emanate
from and reflcct the Charter of the United Nations.
Reaffirmation of the principle of self-determination
and independence for Territories under foreign rule
is vital to all States represented in this body. Inter-
ference in domestic affairs by foreign Powers is not
only contrary to the Charter but is also detrimental
to the cause of stability and peace in any area. Be-
cause of the fact that the draft resolution emphasized
and highlighted those principles, my delegation was
able to cast an affirmative vote in the Fourth Com-
mittee.

52. However, my delegation has certain reserva-
tions not on the general sense of the draft resolution
recommended by the Fourth Committee, but on the
formulation of some paragraphs. In the view of the
delegation of Kuwait, there is no need at all for oper-
ative paragraph 4. In fact, we find it inflammatory.
It strongly deplores events in Timor, but the essence
of that paragraph does not contribute to the stability
of the area. My delegation would have been happier if
improved and milder language had been used in the
draft resolution under consideration. We are always of
the view that when tension is high and passions are
involved and aroused, restraint becomes imperative
and is recommended. It would have been advisable for
improved and milder language to be formulated and
incorporated, particularly with regard to operaiive
paragraph 4 of the draft resolution.

53. My delegation is in agreement with the general
thrust of the draft resolution, but it still maintains its
reservation on the linguistic aspect of the draft. In
view of the above, I seek the indulgence of the General
Assembly to request a separate recorded vote on
operative paragraph 4 of the draft resolution.

54. Mr. HARRY (Australia): Australia regrets that
the Assembly is faced today with a draft resolution
on Timor adopted in the Fourth Committee with
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substantial opposition from countries in the region
coricerned and with a very large number of abstentions.

55. In the Committee there were two draft resolu-
tions before us when voting began. The draft resolu-
tion in document A/C.4/L.1132 was sponsored by
India and six other States, a draft resolution which
Australia would also have supported had it not been
withdrawn just before the vote.

56. When explaining our positive vote in the Fourth
Committee on the other draft resolution, document
A/C.4/L.1131, the Australian delegation indicated tiiat
it would pursue efforts to negotiate amendments to
operative paragraphs 4 and 5 in the hope of producing
agenerally acceptable text here in the plenary meeting.

57. We still feel that those paragraphs of the draft
.esolution as adopted by the Committce appear to
prejudge the careful assessment relating to the inter-
vention of Indonesia in the eastern end of the island
of Timor, an assessment which can only be made by
the Security Council after it has considered the facts
and the circumstances in which elements from the
Indonesian forces landed in the Dili area in support of
the parties now in control there. Again, it is primarily
for the Security Council, in our view, to determine the
precise nature of the mission which it would be appro-
priate to send to the Territory in existing circum-
stances. Because of the evacuation of the Portuguese
administration several months ago, apart from the tiny
symbolic element on the island of Atauro—and even
this has recently been reduced to a shadow—it will
clearly be difficult to arrive at the most appropriate
form of United Nations action, including the precise
steps to be taken by the Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the Implementation of the
Declaraticn on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples. It may be that the
first step would be for a representative of the Secretary-
General to visit the Territory to gather informaticx and
to report back to the Security Council on the situation
on the spot so that the Council and the Special Com-
mittee on decolonization may detc:mine the kind of
mission which could best help in preparations for self-
determination and any other action which the situation
may require, including, if necessary, the conditions
necessary to enable acceleration of the withdrawal
of any foreign armed forces which may still be in the
Territory.

58. The Australian delegation regrets that the draft
resolution recommended by the Committee, as it is
drafted, seems to prejudge some of these complex
issues. It is unfortunate that our efforts to secure an
improved text have not met with success. None the
less, Australia does agree with the main principles set
out in the draft resolution. It calls for respect of the
principle of self-determination in accordance with the
Charter and the Declaration on the Granting of Inde-
pendence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, the
fifteenth anniversary of which the General Assembly
commemorated this morning. It also calls upon Por-
tugal to exercise its responsibilities as administering
Power to continue to make every effort to find a solu-
tion by peaceful means.

59. Itis indeed the duty of the Assembly to stress the
need for talks, for a peaceful solution, for an end to
the strife, for an orderly exercise of the right of self-
determination. We also deeply regret the use of force,

whether by the political factions in the Territory or by
outside Powers. We shall therefore vote for the draft
resolution. We shall also seek to make some sugges-
tions to the Security Council for prompt and appro-
priate action, taking into account not only the legal
responsibility of Portugal and the recent history of
Portuguese Timor under its colonial régime but also
the realities of the existing situation.

60. Mr. PAQUI (Berin)(intcrpretation from French):
In the opinion of the delegation of Benin the consider-
ation of the question of Timor must necessarily take
into account two important facts: first, that the inde-
pendence of the country has been proclaimed, and tha.
no distinction can be drawn between good and bad
independence; and secondly, that Indonesia has carried
out military aggression against and occupation of inde-
pendent Timor. Benin condemns any act of aggression
and any military occupation of whatever kind and
from whatever source: the super-Powers, the great
Powers, the medium-sized or the smal! Powers.

61. The draft resoluiicn before us does not seem te
take all these things into account. What is now going
on in Timor falls within the framework of the specific
interpretation that certain States think they can give
now to resolution 1514 (XV), especially where the
decolonization of small States is concermed. This is a
situation which should be of concern to the inter-
national community, because if we do not deal with it
promptly, the decolonization of small States may
well, in the light of the territorial claims that are increas-
ingly being made, become a threat to internaticnal
peace and security. Certain contradictory resolutions
adopted in this A'sembly only a few days ago are
sufficient evidence of this point.

62. My -delegation will nc longer be associated
with the tendentious notions calculated to distort
certain facts. In the specific case of Timor, the draft
resolution dees not reflect the facts, and my delegation
is accordingly obliged to vote against it.

63. The PRESIDENT: We shall now proceed to vote
on the draft resolution recommended by the Fourth
Committec in paragraph 33 of its report. A separate
recorded vote has been requested on operative para-
graph 4.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Albania, Algeria, Barbados, Botswana,
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet So-
cialist Republic, Chad, China, Cuba, Cyprus, Czecho-
slovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Greece, Grenada, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungarv. Iceland, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Kenya, Laos, Lesotho, Madagascar,
Malawi, Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Niger,
Peru, Poland, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Somalia, Swaziland, Sweden, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Venezuela, Zambia.

Against: Benin, India, Indonesia, Iran, Japan,
Malaysia, Morocco, Philippines, Qatar, Saudi Arabia,
Thailand.

Abstaining: Afghanistan, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belgium,
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Bhutan, Bolivia, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Denmark, Egypt, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Ghana, Guatemala, Haiti, Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Kuwait, Liberia, Luxem-
bourg, Maurfiania,® Mauritius, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Paki-
stan, Panama, Paraguay, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Turkey, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon,
United States of America, Uruguay, Yugoslavia,
Zaire.

Operative paragraph 4 was adopted by 59 votes
to 11, with 55 abstentions.*

64. The PRESIDENT: We shall now vote on the
draft resolution as a whole. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Albania, Algeria, Australia, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Chad, China, Cuba. Cyprus, Czecho-
slovakia, Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghara, Greece,
Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, Iceicnd, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Kenya,
Kuwait, Laos, Lesotho, Liberia, Madagascar, Malawi,
Mali, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, Niger,
Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Poland, Portugai, Romania,
Rwanda, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Swaziland, Sweden,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Venezuela, Zambia.

Against: Benin, India, Indonesia, Iran, Japan,
Malaysia, Philippines, Qatar,* Saudi Arabia, Thailand.

Abstaining:  Afghanistan, Argentina, Austria,
Bahamas, Belgium, Bhutan, Canada, Chile, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Denmark, Egypt, Finland, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Guatemala, Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Jordan, Luxembocurg, Mauri-
tania, Mauritius, Morocco, Netherlands, New Zea-
land, Nicaragua, Norway, Oman, Panama, Paraguay,
Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Syrian Arab
Republic, Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America,
Uruguay, Yugoslavia, Zaire.

The draft resolution as a whole was adopted by
72 votes to 10, with 43 abstentions (resolution 3485
(XXX)).

65. The PRESIDENT: I shall now give the floor to

those representatives who wish to explain their vote
after the vote.

66. Mr. PAVICEVIC (Yugoslavia): We are following
with concern the developments regarding East Timor.
We have repeatedly emphasized that it is the inalien-
able right of the people of East Timcr to decide its own
destiny. In this sense we deem it indispensable that
the people of East Timor should be enabled to exercise
its right to self-determination, to liberate itself from
colonial rule, and to achieve independence.

67. The Yugoslav delegation is prepared to support
all initiatives aimed at effectively creating conditions
in which the people of East Timor will be in a position
to express its will freely without any foreign inter-
vention or interference.

68. Mr. BANDARANAYKE (Sri Lanka): Yesterday,
in the Fourth Committee, my delegation voted in
favour of the resolution which we have just adopted,
although my delegation would have preferred the
language: of the draft resolution to be more moderate
and realistic so as to gain the support of the Indonesian
delegation itself in bringing about a peaceful solution
to the problem. Since then we have been given reason
to belizve that it is the Indonesian Government's
definite policy and intention to leave the people of
Portuguese Timor free to decide for themselves their
political future, and that it would welcome the joint
supervision of any process to that end, whether it be
by plebiscite or referendum, by the Government of
Portugal and the United Nations.

99. We also recall the assurances given by the
Indonesian representative to the Fourth Committee
before the closure of the debate on this item: that the
invasion was not intended for the purpose of annexa-
tion of the Territory by Indonesia, and that Indo-
nesia firmly supports the principle of self-determination
for the people of the Territory. My delegation views
the principle of self-determination as a sine qua non of
the process of decolonization. We see the Indonesian
position within this context, and feel that nothing
should be done which would interfere with the realiza-
tion of our common purpose: that is, the determina-
tion of their own future by the people of the Territory
without duress or any external interference.

70. My delegation be:ieves that whatever means are
adopted to ascertain the genuine will of the people of
Portuguese Timor, whether a referendum or a plebi-
scite, this process should be supervised by the adminis-
tering Power with the assistance of the United Nations,
and without a semblance of any foreign interference.
In these circumstances, we decided to abstain in the
voting.

71. Mr. SAITO (Japan): My delegation voted against
the resolution. We did so for a number of reasons
which we stated in the Fourth Committee yesterday
afternoon. Therefore I shall not elaborate on these
reasons.

72. We remain convinced that this proposal does not
fully reflect the causes which have led to recent devel-
opments in Portuguese Timor, and is not well balanced.
We are aware that, in the absence of a responsible
administration in the Territory, the armed strife
between rival parties there has caused bloodshed and
grievous suffering, which has resulted in the flight of
many refugees into Indonesia. The administering
Power should have taken effective measures to restore
peace and order and to safeguard the right of the people
of the Territory to self-determination. This situation
should not be allowed to continue indefinitely.

73. We should take into account the concern of the
closest neighbouring countries in these circumstances
that if this situation continues it might endanger peace
and security in the area, which would jeopardize the
exarcise of the right of the people of the Territory to
self-determination.
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74. My delegation is convinced that every effort
should be made to expedite the restoration of peace
and order, which will permit the withdrawal of outside
forces from the Territory without delay and allow the
peopie of Portuguese Timor to decide their own future
by an act of self-determination in accordance with the
relevant United Nations resolutions.

75. 1 wish to take this opportunity to reiterate the
consistent position of the Government of Japan that all
international disputes should be settled by peaceful
means. Our negative vote should be construed as a
deviation from this firmly held position.

76. Mr. JAIPAL (India): India voted against the
resolution on the question of Timor because, while it
reaffirms the right of the people to self-determination,
it does very little that would in practice help the people
to exercise that sacred right. For one thing, it condemns
Indonesia but it expects Indonesia to co-operate.
And that is as absurd as anything can be. I know of
many instances here in which in similar situations the
Assembly has neither deplored nor condemned.
Secondly, the resolution seeks to restore to power an
Administering Authority of a colony that has left the
Territory. This too is unparalleled in the history of
decolonization.

77. India, together with other countries, put forward
a draft resolution in the Fourth Committee [4/C.4/
L. 1132] which, without condemning either Portugal
or Indonesia, would have introduced the United Na-
tions into the Territory and permitted the withdrawal
of the Indonesian armed forces and also the free
exercise of the right to self-determination by the people
of the area. It is regrettable that our draft did not find
adequate support. We did not withdraw it. As the
report says, we simply did not insist that it be put to
the vote.

78. Mr. ABDULDIJALIL (Indonesia): The plenary
Assembly is now ending the discussion of the last item
assigned to the Fourth Committee, the question of
Territories under Portuguese administration. This
question has already been exhaustively examined in
the deliberations of that Committee. In the course of
those deliberations various views were expressed.
Indonesia several times explained its position on the
lates’ developments in Timor in great detail and has
nothing of substance to add to what has already been
said in the Committee.

79. 1 have no wish unnecessarily to prolong the
proceedings of the Assembly on this item. However,
for the record, my delegation wishes to reiterate the
following points.

80. First, Indonesia’s presence in Portuguese Timor
was in response to an urgent request made by the
four political parties, APODETI, UDT, KOTA and
Trabalhista. They represent the largest majority of the
population of Portuguese Timor. This request was
made most recently in the joint statement of the parties
on 30 November 1975 and circulated to Members in
document A/C.4/808 aad Corr. 1. The leaders of those
parties are at present in New York, attending the
meetings of the Assembly and waiting to be heard by
the United Nations.

81. Secondly, Indonesia’s presence in the Territory
is solely intended to prevent additional bloodshed
and suffering. Indouesia never wished to impose a deci-

sion concerning the political future of Portuguese
Timor upon its people. On the contrary, it is Indo-
nesia’s sincere hope that all the people of Portuguese
Timor will exercise their right to self-determination in
a free and democratic manner and in an atmosphere
of peace and order.

82. Thirdly, Indonesia has nothing whatever to hide
with respect to Portuguese Timor. Consequently we
would welcome a United Nations role to assist the
people further in their implementation of the process
of hdecolonization and the exercise of their sacred
rights.

83. Fourthly, there is no evidence to justify
FRETILIN’s claim that it represents the majority of
the people of Portuguese Timor. Despite the fact that
it possessed more and better arms than its opponents,
largely provided by members of the colonial adminis-
tration, its forces had suffered a number of reverses
in the field even before they were driven out of Dili.
These defeats support the view that FRETILIN
represents in fact only a small part of the population
and has no support among the broad masses of the
people. The majority is represented by the four parties
whose leaders are now here, as I have mentioned,
waiting to acquaint the members of the international
community with the true facts of the situation in
Portuguese Timor.

84. Itis for the foregoing reasons that my delegation
couid not accept the draft resolution and therefore
voted against it.

85. Mr. TSHERING (Bhutan): Yesterday in the
Fourth Committee my delegation voted in favour of
the resolution we have just adopted. While explaining
the position of my delegation I said:

*“The wording of operative paragraphs 4 and 3
goes beyond the present situation. However, we are
delighted to learn from the representative of Aus-
tralia that suitable wording is being formulated
with a view to making the draft resolution more
balanced when it goes to the plenary Assembly.
We look forward to such an amendment with a view
to making the draft resolution more compatible
with the prevailing situation.”’¢

86. However, the language of operative paragraphs 4
and 5 remained unchanged and in view of this, my
delegation decided to change its position and abstain
in the voting.

AGENDA ITEM 60
Food problems:
(@) Report of the World Food Council;
(b) Report of the Secreiary-General

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE
(A/10394)

AGENDA ITEM 64

Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE
(A/10458)
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AGENDA ITEM 65

Mid-term review and appraisal of progress in the imple-
mernitation of the International Development Strategy
for the Seco?d United Nations Development Decade

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE
(A/10469)

AGENDA ITEM 123

Development and international economic co-operation:
implementation of the decisions adopted by the
General Assembly at its seventh special session (con-
tinued)*

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE
(A/10344/ADD.1)

87. Mr. KARIM (Bangladesh), Rapporteur of the
Second Committee: I have the honour to present to the
General Assembly the reports of the Second Com-
mittee on agenda items 60, 64, 65 (part I) and 123
(part II).

88. In connexion with item 60, in paragraphs 9
and 10 of its report [4/10394] the Committee recom-
mends to the General Assembly the adoption of a
dreft resolution and a draft decision which the Com-
mittee adopted without a vote.

89. In connexion with item 64, in paragraph 7 of
its report [4/10458] the Committee recommends to
the General Assembly the adoption of a draft resolu-
tion which the Committee adopted by 85 votes to 3,
with 12 abstentions.

90. In connexion with item 65, in paragraph 17 of
part I of its report [4//0469] the Committee recom-
mends to the General Assembly the adoption of draft
resolutions I to IV. The Committee adopted draft
resolutions I, II and IV without a vote and draft resolu-
tion III by 101 votes to 1, with 14 abstentions.

91. In connexion with item 123, in paragraph 26 of
part II of its report [4/10344/|Add.l] the Committee
recommends to the General Assembly the adoption of
draft resolutions I to IV and in paragraph 27 of the same
document, the Committee recommends to the As-
sembly the adoption of the draft decisions I and II.
The Committee adopted draft resolutions II, III
and IV and the two draft decisions without a vote.
Draft resolution 1 was adopted by the Committee
by 91 votes to none, with 21 abstentions.

Pursuant to rule 66 of the rules of procedure, it was
decided not to discuss the reports of the Second
Committee.

92. The PRESIDENT: The positions of delegations
were made clear in the Second Committee itself in
respect to the various recommendations of the Com-
mittee to the General Assembly on items 60, 64, 65
and 123, and those positions are reflected in the rele-
vant summary records of the Second Committee.

93. I should like to inform the Assembly that the
reports of the Second Committee on agenda items 60
and 123 will not be considered this afternoon, since
the report of the Fifth Committee on the financial
implications of the recommendations contained in

* Resumed from the 2405th meeting.

those reports is not ready. We shall therefore now
turn to the report of the Second Committee on agenda
item 64.

94. Several delegations have asked to explain their
votes before the vote. I now call on the representative
of Mexico in explanation of his vote before the vote.

95. Mr. GARCIA ROBLES (Mexico) (interpreta-
tion from Spanish): It is just a year ago today since at
its twenty-ninth session the General Assembly,
on 12 December 1974, gave enthusiastic endorsement
to the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of
States [resolution 3281 (XXIX)]. The result of two
years’ persistent efforts by the international com-
munity within the Organization, on the basis of the
proposal made by the President of Mexico and which
he had the privilege of introducing at the Third United
Nations Conference on Trade and Development, that
Charter has already, in the 12 months since its adop-
tion, made its beneficial influence felt on many occa-
sions as an instrument that helps *‘to elim‘:ate injustice
and inequality which afflict vast sections of humanity
and to accelerate the development of developing
countries’’, to put it in the words of resolution 3362
(S-VII) which was unanimously adopted at the seventh
special session.

96. It is obvious that the new international eco-
nomic order, the foundations and general guidelines
of which are set out in that Charter, cannot be built
overnight but must be the fruit of a constant and
sustained effort. Among other things, it will require
far-reaching structural changes in international trade
and in world financial and monetary systems. Con-
sequently the implementation of the provisions of the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States should
be regarded as a part of an historical process which is
only just now starting. Hence special importance
attaches to the resolution which is at present before
us, which entrusts the Economic and Social Council,
the body which at the San Francisco Conference some
30 years ago was given the co-ordinating role in the
economic and social fields, with the task of reviewing
the implementation of the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States with a view to preparing ade-
quately, for 1980, its systematic and comprehensive
consideration which, as Article 34 of that Charter
provides, should cover ‘‘both progress achieved
and any improvements and additions which might
become necessary’’, taking into account the evolution
of all the economic, social, legal and other factors
related to the principles upon which that Charter is
based and to its purpose.

97. My delegation is convinced that the resolution on
which we shall be voting very shortly will represent
another step towards the consolidation of the new
international economic order, an order which is
based on that Charter itself and on the Declaration
and Programme of Action on the Establishment of
a New International Economic Order adopted at the
sixth special session of the General Assembly [resolu-
tions 3201 (S-VI) and 3202 (S-VI)], and which is an
imperative and irreversible order.

98. Moreover we are convinced that, as has already
occurred in the year. since its adoption, there will be
an ever-increasing understanding of the truth of what
we have been saying from the outset, that the Charter
of Economic Rights and Duties of States should be,
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as indeed it is, a balanced instrument, whose faithful
observation will be to the benefit equally of developing
and developed countries. For we are now in the process
of a structural change in human society, and, as the
President of Mexico, Mr. _uis Echeverria, said here
on 7 October last, ‘‘Fron: its first working hypothesis
onwards, this Charter was designed to find a point of
world agreement’’ [2377th meeting, para. 23], having
been conceived to facilitate the transition from ‘‘to-
day’s unreasonable confrontations towards the
historical negotiations that the world requires’
libid., para. 46].

99. Mr. RAMPHUL (Mauritius): One year after
the General Assembly adopted the Charter of Eco-
nomic Rights and Duties of States, we are already in a
position to state that the Charter has proved to be
one of the most important documents of our time.

100. The Charter, together with the Declaration and
Programme of Action on the Establishment of a New
International Economic Order, lays down the founda-
tions of the new world economic order. The seventh
special session of the Assembiy rightly stressed that
their consolidation and development were imperative
for the strengthening of internationa’ security and
friendly relations and co-operation among States.

101. A new world economic and politi:al order is not
an option for any one of us: it is an objective require-
ment of the present stage of development of human
society. The draft resolution containcd in document
A/10458 aims at measures to implement the provisions
of the Charter. It is precisely its article 34 which
entrusted the Organization with the great responsibility
of carrying out, periodically, a systematic and com-
prehensive consideration of the implementation of the
Charter, covering both progress achieved and any
improvements and additions which may become
necessary, taking into account all the economic, social,
legal and other factors related to the principles and
purposes of the Charter.

102. My delegation’s vote in favour of the draft
resolution in document A/10458 should be interpreted
as an indication of full support for all measures aimed
at implementing the provisions of the Charter. And
while remembering that it was the President of Mexico,
Mr. Echeverria, who put forward the proposal to
elaborate the Charter, we should recall that it was the
current President of the General Assembly who was the
main architect of the Convention of Lomé that took
material form as an instrument of outstanding impor-
tance in its spirit.

103. As the representative of a country whick is an
associate member of the European Economic Com-
munity, I consider it a happy coincidence that the first
anniversary of the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States should fall at a time when Mr. Gaston
Thorn of Luxembourg is President of the thirtieth
session of the General Assembly.

104. 1 take this opportunity to remind the Assembly
of the considered view of my Government that a
similar charter, covering the political rights and duties
of States, should be elaborated to complete the founda-
tions of the world of tomorrow.

105. 1 should like to emphasize that no arguments
can convincingly explain reservations vis-a-vis the
Charter or the measures aimed at its implementation,

and that failure to act in its spirit would mean abdica-
tion by the States concerned of their international
responsibilites.

106. 1 should like to conclude by expressing a well-
deserved special tribute to my colleague and friend,
Mr. Garcia Robles, for his dynamic leadership in the
cause of justice for the developing countries in the
United Nations.

107. Mr. OLIVERI LOPEZ (Argentina) (interpreta-
tion from Spanish): Through a happy coincidence,
today is the first anniversary of the day on which the
General Assembly solemnly adopted the Charter of
Economic Rights and Duties of States. Resoiution 3281
(XXIX) which contains that Charter is clearly an his-
toric decision, representing as it does a transcendental
effort towards the systematization of general principles
recognized by international economic law. It also
institutes rights and duties in this field which, though
they may seem somewhat novel for general documents
in this sphere, are firmly rooted in past resolutions and
documents adopted by the United Nations in the field
of economics and finance.

108. Months before the adoption of that resolution,
in 1974, which will doubtless be regarded as a funda-
mental landmark in international economic relations,
the Member States of the United Nations also solemnly
adopted a Declaration on the establishment of a new
international economic order. The Programme of
Action adopted at that time and the Charter constitute,
as has been recognized by the United Nations, the
foundations of this new order which should be per-
manently enriched and which will thus, we trust, win
an ever-increasing measure of consensus as a better
understanding is achieved by certain advanced devel-
oped market-economy countries of the inevitable need
for the structural changes that will promote iiiat end.

109. For the purpose of maintaining this process,
which, as resolution 3281 (XXIX) says in its preamble,
is directed towards and constitutes a first step in the
work of codification and progressive development of
principles of universal application for the development
of international economic relations on a just and
equitable basis, the draft resolution which we are to
consider today—and which has my delegation’s full
support—entrusts the Economic and Social Cot'ncil,
by virtue of the functions that are proper to it, with
the task of reviewing the implementation of the Charter
of Economic Rights and Duties of States with a view
to preparing adequately its systematic and compre-
hensive consideration by the General Assembly, as
provided for in article 34 of the Charter, that would
take place at the end of the present decade.

110. We attach the greatest importance to that con-
sideration and that preparatory work, which is designed
to assess on a permanent basis the progress made by
the members of the international community in the
application of the principles and other provisions of
this Charter. In this way we shall merely be giving
impetus to a process which, as the President of Mexico,
Mr. Echeverria, said, is, in the final analysis, intended
to reduce the gap between peoples and to give real life
to the principles of the United Nations.

Mr. Thorn (Luxembourg) took the Chair.
111. Mr. VARGAS SABORIO (Costa Rica) (inter-

pretation from Spanish): The delegation of Costa Rica
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wishes to express its views on the report of the Second
Committee on the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States.

112. First and foremost, my delegation believes that
the presence here of the Mexican Secretary for Exter-
nal Relations, Mr. Rabasa, is a very high honour which
we are happy to share with all, and we are happy to
welcome him to the discussion of this item of which
he has been such an advocale.

113. Costa Rica attaches all the more importance to
the issue because we think it is one of the most impor-
tant instruments adopted by the Organization. The
revolutionary idea launched by the President of Mexico
has now been transformed into an interriational instru-
ment that will not only promote the economies of
developing countries, but will also serve as a tool to
harmonize relations between developing and devel-
oped countries.

114. Endorsing the idea proposed by the President
of Mexico, the Minister for External Relations of
Costa Rica, Mr. Facio, said in the General Assembly
on 2 October 1973:

““‘Such a charter must include the duty of the
industrialized States to give more equitable treat-
ment to the underdeveloped nations in their trade
relations, because trade among the wealthy and the
poor nations should be the best instrument for
uniform world development.”’

[X)

‘“As long as international trade accentuates the
impoverishment of the underdeveloped nations, it is
indispensable that we continue to compensate for
the imbalance by means of so-called foreign aid.
Even if the terms of trade were to improve, it would
still be necessary to give financial assistance to
the developing countries to compensate them for the
drain on their wealth during centuries of commercial
exploitation.’'?

115. A year has passed since the initiative of Mexico
on a Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
was solemnly adopted. This is why we attach partic-
ular importance to this date. Even before its final
formulation, we viewed the possibility of such an
instrument with great optimism, since we felt that
thanks to such a tool a more just stable and equitable
international order could be created, within the
framework of a global policy of equality of treatment
among States and full participation by all.

116. We also view with satisfaction the endorse-
ment given by the General Assembly to the Declara-
tion and Programme of Action on the Establishment
of a New International Economic Order, since those
documents complement the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States, thus laying the founda-
tions of that new order and strengthening international
peace and security, which will make possible the
strengthening of friendly relations and co-operation
among all States.

117. My delegation, in an optimistic frame of mind,
having faithfully respected the provisions of those
instruments, believes that although the actual goals
set out in the Declaration on the Establishment of a
New International Economic Order have not yet been
fully achieved, the path to be followed should not be

too difficult, since we have already traced the neces-
sary guidelines for a better future. On the basis of the
will expressed by the signatory States we shall be able
to achieve those goals; but it is action and not the
simple expression of good intentions that can ac-
complish this, and here the developed countries
must give us proof not simply of good will, which might
create an artificial climate of understanding and con-
fidence, but also engage in actions which will reflect
their true desire to co-operate and achieve under-
standing.

118. Ali States represented here must understand
that a new political situation has emerged with regard
to relations between States; therefore, within an
appropriate framework, international economic rela-
tions must be changed. That process must be carried
out on a reciprocal basis and, as we cannot repeat
too often, it must be on the basis of mutual exchange,
although we believe that the burden of responsibility
lies on the developed countries since they have the
necessary means for achieving a change in their internal
organization and then in their relations with other
countries.

119. My delegation believes that the common desire
for development and assistance can be fulfilled only
through co-operation and not through confrontation.
All States represented here have rights and duties.
Those rights and duties must not be applied or under-
stood merely selectively. There must be a consensus,
and the broader the participation the greater the
possibility of solving the problems at present affecting
international relations.

120. Costa Rica is optimistic and we believe that,
through the implementation of the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States, a new world will emerge,
in harmony with the true nature of mankind, in which
there will be new structural patterns, new international
relations, which will change the very existence of
mankind, ensuring peace, security and stability for
man within the framework of justice and equality.

121. Mr. DRISS (Tunisia) (interpretation from
French): Two days ago we celebrated International
Human Rights Day, commemorating the adoption
in 1948 of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.
This morning we held a special meeting to commem-
orate the fifteenth anniversary of the adoption of the
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples. Now we come to
consider the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States, which was adopted exactly a year ago by
the Assembly. My delegation sees in the adoption of
those three documents a logical sequence and a happy
evolution in the concerns of the international com-
munity. In 1948 the Assembly proclaimed the Uni-
versal Declaration of Human Rights because the world
had just emerged from a war characterized by the
most extreme disregard for human rights. Man’s dignity
had to be restored and his freedom guaranteed. Very
soon the international community realized that many
thousands of men were being denied their individual
rights and subjected to colonial rule, and the Declara-
tion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples [resolution 1514 {XV)] greatly
helped the political emancipation of the colonial

peoples.
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122, Last year, after numerous meetings of the
United Nations Conference on Trade and Develop-
ment, the United Nations Industrial Development
Organization, the Third United Nations Conference
on the Law of the Sea and the sixth special session of
the General Assembly, where the countries of the third
world in particular gradually came to a greater aware-
ness of the importance of economic and technical
matters, and after the Assembly had taken decisions
concerning national sovereignty over natural resources
and other important matters, the need for the codifica-
tilon of rights and duties in the economic sphere became
clear.

123. The adoption of the Charter—let us admit it—
was difficult. The negotiations were lengthy, many
reservations were expressed and a lack of under-
standing of the desires of the third world was often
shown. The third-world countries were seeking to
provide a better foundation for their co-operation with
the developed countries, whereas the latter often
regarded the Charter as a long list of demands that
were being imposed on them by the developing coun-
tries. However, the long and difficult negotiations
last year, which were conducted with sincerity by
both sides, not only made it possible for the Charter
to be adopted but alsu created the necessary conditions
for the successful holding of the seventh special
session of the General Assembly and the definition of
a new international economic order. The Charter of
Economic Rights and Duties of States is not an immu-
table body of principles. Its article 34 provides for
its adaptation to the changing economic international
situation, stating that every five years the General
Assembly shall carry out a systematic and compre-
hensive consideration of the implementation of the
Charter, with a view to improving and adding to it
where necessary.

124. In order to help the Assembly to perform this
task, the Second Committee recommends to the As-
sembly to entrust the Economic and Social Council
with the task of handling this matter and to request
the Secretary-General to give the widest dissemination
to the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of
States in order to make its contents known and its
principles respected.

125. A new age in relations among States is opening
up, an age of hope despite the anxiety it brings. Much
remains to be done by all concerned so that true co-
operation can come into being among States and
so that the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States may come to have real meaning.

126. Incasting an affirmative vote for the draft resolu-
tion contained in document A/10458, the Tunisian dele-
gation is giving expression to its faith in the process of
international co-operation for development in which
the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
is an important landmark along the long road which we
have to travel in our efforts to ensure economic and
social security for our peopies and peace in harmony
and prosperity for all, that is, in our efforts to achieve
the exercise of human rights, the rights of men and
women, in a balanced society.

127. Mr. SAKO (Ivory Coast) (interpretation from
French): Before the adoption of the draft resolution
in document A/10458 on agenda item 64 entitled
“‘Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States’’,

we would like to pay a fervent tribute to the author of
that very happy initiative. Mr. Luis Echeverria
Alvarez, President of Mexico, in his historic address
on 19 April 1972 at the third United Nations Con-
ference on Trade and Development at Santiago,
Chile, declared that the international economy should
rest on solid legal foundations, and proposed the
principles of the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States.

128. Since then much progress has been made; that
same vear, the Assembly established a working group
to prepare the final draft of the Charter on the Eco-
nomic Rights and Duties of States, and on 12 December
last year, one year ago to the very day, this important
document was adopted. It is important in two ways:
because it had the support of the overwhelming major-
ity of members of the international community, on the
one hand, and because, like the Charter of the United
Nations and other documents, it is another expression
of encouragement to men of goodwill who seek to
establish international relations on a basis of equity,
sovereign equality and the interdependence of the
interests of the developed and developing countries,
who are fated to collaborate to bring about that new
international economic order to which all States
aspire, particularly the countries of the third world in
their quest for social, cultural and political justice, in
accordance with the will of their peoples.

129. We take this opportunity, the anniversary of the
adoption of the Charter to express renewed confidence
in the work of the United Nations in this sphere. We
hope that all of us will be able to see beyond our own
interests and assume the responsibility of carrying out
the commitments undertaken when the Charter of
Economic Rights and Duties of States was adopted,
thus ensuring that the objective of a better world will
be attained at the earliest possible opportunity.

130. Mr. QADRUD-DIN (Pakistan): My delegation
will vote in favour of the draft resolution in docu-
ment A/10458. The Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States, which was adopted by the Assembly
a year ago, was an important step in the progress the
international community has been able to make in the
promotion of co-operation among States in the eco-
nomic sphere since the creation of the Organization.
My country takes this occasion to pay a tribute to
Mexico for having taken the initiative that led to the
adoption of the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States.

131. The crisis in the world economic system that has
developed over the past two years has, among other
things, placed greater responsibilities on the United
Nations in the field of international economic relations.
The debates in the Assembly and the series of sessions,
including the two special sessions that had as their
main theme the promotion of international economic
co-operation for development of the developing coun-
tries, underlined the importance the international com-
munity attaches to these issues and, at the same time,
to the central role of the Organization.

132. The Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States made a signal contribution to the dialogue
and discussion by means of which we are trying to
intensify the process of international co-cperation.
Along with the Declaration and Programme of Action
adopted at the sixth special session, the Charter has
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laid the foundation on which the new international
economic order can be built.

133. Since the adoption of that Charter, the aims and
objectives outlined at the sixth special session of the
General Assembly and in the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States have been given impetus
by the successful conclusion of the seventh special
session of the General Assembly. By its very nature,
the process of development is a dynamic concept,
and it is in the continuation of a progressive dialogue
between the developing and developed countries that
we see the most effective means whereby develop-
ment can be accelerated. Both the Declaration on the
Establishment of a New International Economic Order
and the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of
States emphasize the close interrelationship between
the prosperity of the international community as a
whole and the prosperity of its constituent parts.
The recognition of this reality by all members of the
international community does indeed form the most
;iurable foundation upon which we can build for the
uture.

134. Indeed, the continued economic prosperity of
all States is increasingly recognized as an essential
prerequisite for stability, peace and security. The
economic development of the developing countries,
which would enable their peoples to share in the
prosperity and progress of our globe, and the progres-
sive elimination of the imbalance between the devel-
oping countries and the developed countries would
indeed be the most durable foundation upon which
we could base the universally shared objective of
peace and security.

135. Miss GARCIA DONOSO (Ecuador) (interpreta-
tion from Spanish): Precisely one year ago the Gen-
eral Assembly solemnly adoptcd the Charter of Eco-
nomic Rights and Duties of States as an instrument of
international economic law incorporating the basic
norms which should govern economic relations univer-
sally and systematically, on the basis of fundamental
principles recognized by all Member States of the
Organization, namely, equity, sovereign equality,
interdependence, the common interest and co-oper-
ation among all countries, irrespective of economic
or social systems.

136. On this first anniversary of the adoption of that
instrument, the Government of Ecuador would reiter-
ate once again its full support for that document in
the same terms as those used at the twenty-ninth
session of the General Assembly and subsequently
repeated in all of the various economic forums.

137. At the same time, I am pleased to state that my
Government is particularly glad to note and applaud
the welcome initiative of Mexico, in the person of its
illustrious President, designed to produce a universal
instrument with which to build an economy for peace
by strengthening an economic order that will be less
unjust and unfavourable to those sectors of humanity
that have been at a disadvantage because of existing
defective economic structures, the product of a tradi-
tional imbalanced economic order. '

138. Bearing such considerations in mind, and
aware of the importance of that document in speeding
up the establishment of a new international economic
order, which is the just aspiration of all progressive

peoples, my delegation sponsored in the Second
Committee the draft resolution now before this As-
sembly for adoption. My Government believes that this
draft resolution, when adopted, will fully implement
article 34 of the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States, which calls for a systematic and
comprehensive consideration of the implementation
of the Charter, covering both progress achieved and
any improvements and additions which might become
necessary, taking into account developments in the
field of international economic co-operation Further-
more, my Government is satisfied that this task has
been entrusted to the Economic and Social Council,
which, in accordance with the Charter of the United
Nations, is the body competent to carry out tasks of
this sort.

139. In conclusion, I wish to state that Ecuador will
vote in favour of the draft resolution in document
A/10458, in the firm hope that the principles and
provisions incorporated in the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States will be observed by ali
members of the international community in a spirit of
genuine co-operation so as to fulfil the common aspira-
tion, which is the well-being of mankind, a condition
which can be achieved only through the elimination of
all forms of dependence, economic inequality and
injustice. This, in turn, will contribute to the strength-
ening of international peace and security.

140. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) {interpreta-
tion from French): At the sixth special session of
the General Assembly resclutions 3201 (S-VI) and
3202 (S-VI) of 1 May 1974, relating to the establish-
ment of a new international economic order, defined
the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
as an effective instrument for bringing about a new
international system of economic relations based on
equity, sovereign equality and the interdependence of
the interests of developed and developing countries.
The adoption of resolution 3281 (XXIX) by an over-
whelming majority in the Assembly exactly one year
ago today was an expression of the importance of that
instrument for countries of the third world.

141. The Malagasy delegation has always given its
full support to initiatives of such significance, and
we did not hesitate for a moment to become a sponsor
of the draft resolution now before the Assembly.
Indeed, we are convinced that the Charter represents
part of a systematic approach which will gradually be
supplemented by further contributions. It is in this
spirit that we interpret article 34 of the Charter as a
fundamental basis for the systematic and complete
evaluation of the implementation of universally
accepted principles.

142. The purpose of the draft resolution before us is
to recall the role of the Economic and Social Council
in the examination of the implementation of the Charter
of Economic Rights and Duties of States, in the context
of the role already given to it in connexion with the
implementation of the Programme of Action on the
Establishment of a New International Economic
Order. The sponsors also wish the Secretary-General
to make known to as wide a section as possible of the
general public the principles and scope of the Declara-
tion and of the Programme of Action on the establish-
ment of that new economic order.
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143. There are many who question the legal value of
this Charter. True, it may not have the same legally
binding force as an international convention, but
neither is it a mere statement of intent involving no
obligations for Member States of the Organization.

144. The resolutions of the United Nations are
having increasing influence on the conduct of States,
and their basic principles should be strengthened and
brought together as a coherent whole. In this respect,
the Charter is a step towards the codification of stan-
dards which should govern economic and social
relations among States.

145. For many years economic relations among
States were at the merc-" of blind forces which were
indifferent to the aspirations of the weakest and were
dominated by those which had the historical advantage
of being the first to control the centres of power.
The countries of the third world reject and repudiate
that situation, which is why, on the initiative of the
President of Mexico, they undertook to draw up a body
of concepts, principles and standards which would be
an expression of the balance of interests of the various
members of the international community.

146. It is unfortunate that the results of those efforts,
represented by the Charter whose anniversary we are
observing today, have not been welcomed in the same
spirit by developed and developing countries. The
developed countries see a threat to their own interests
in our efforts to preserve and promote the independent
development of the young States of Asia, Latin Amer-
ica and Africa. We are very much afraid that the refusal
of the developed countries to accept all the provisions
of the Charter is the result of that mistrust and may,
in the final analysis, be a psychological and political
rather than a juridical response to the principles
incorporated in it.

147. Resistance to change has rarely been a good
policy, and the democratic will which underlies the
Charter will prove, in the short or the medium term,
the vanity of the reservations of the Western coun-
tries in that respect. We hope that the negative votes
shortly to be cast will merely represent a stage in the
process of consultation and negotiation which we are
determined, for our part, to continue until the advent
of a just and equitable international economic order.

148. These are the main thoughts that I felt it essential
to share with the General Assembly in my capacity as
Chairman of the Group of 77.

Mr. Driss (Tunisia),
Chair.

1499. Mr. CAMACHO (Venezuelajy (interpretation
from Spanish): One year after the adoption of the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States, the
General Asser bly returns to consider and ratify that
Charter as one of the fundamental instruments of the
United Nations adopted in recent years. Venezuela
has attached due importance to that instrument, as
indeed it has to other instruments which embody the
principles governing the aims of the third world.
A review of that Charter is being initiated at a time
when the international community as a whole has put
into practice a series of mechanisms which seek solu-
tions to the serious problems confronting the devel-
oping world. -

Vice-President, took the

150. There is only one path open to us, namely, the
one embarked upon at the sixth special sessicn, which
marked the begirning of a new stage in international
economic relations and established a new order in
which all countries will find real opportunities to
develop their economies and to offer to their people a
standard of living worthy of human beings. It is here
that the implementation of the provisions of the Charter
of Economic Rights and Duties of States should play
a most important role on the international scene,
although there may still be some countries that refuse
to recognize this fact.

151. As stated in article 34 of the Charter, we believe
that the review of the aforementioned instrument is
essential. My delegation has therefore joined in
sponsoring the draft resolution which invites all
Member States to adopt suitable measures for the
prompt achievement of the aims set out in the Charter.
The text also decides to entrust the Economic and
Social Council with the task of reviewing the imple-
mentation of the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States with a view to preparing adequately
its systematic and comprehensive consideration.

152. We have great expectations with respect to the
Conference on International Economic Co-operation
which will open in Paris next week and the fourth
session of the United Nations Conference on Trade
and Development, which are very important events.
We hope that the implementation of the very important
provisions contained in such a transcendental instru-
ment as the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States and the resvits of the aforementioned con-
ferences will enable the developing countries and the
developed countries to join in an intelligent form of
co-operation that will enable the former to ensure the
economic and social well-being of their people, a con-
dition which they deserve and are entitled to enjoy.

153. Mr. GARCIA BELAUNDE (Peru) (interpreta-
tion from Spanish): Exactly a year after the adoption
of the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of
States, the Assembly is about tc adopt a draft resolution
which confirms the importance of that very significant
document and allows us to keep it alive and up to date.

154. The happy initiative of the President of Mexico
at the third session of the United Nations Conference
on Trade and Development has now been given con-
crete form in an instrument which, together with the
resolutions of the sixth special session, constitutes
the basis for a new international economic order. The
Assembly has to its great credit the fact that in 1974
it provided the international community with two
instruments intended radically to change existing
international economic structures. .

155. Poverty, under-development and injustice can-
not be eradicated unless the system which had con-
demned two thirds of mankind to poverty and made
possible the accumulation of vast amounts of wealth
and the irresponsible squandering of resources by the
remaining third, is put right.

156. We are aware of the difficulties encountered in
getting the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States adopted, and of the attempts to deny that it
serves as a corner-stone for the new system of eco-
nomic relations that we are in the process of struc-
turing. The draft resolution on which we are about
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to vote confirms the belief of my delegation that,
notwithstanding the opposition of certain States to this
document, we can say, ad did Galileo, ‘‘nevertheless
it is moving”’. This Charter is a vital step on the road
towards achieving a new international economic order.

157. Mr. TUKAN (Jordan): A year ago today, on
12 December 1974, the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States was adopted by the General
Assembly. In our view, one year after its adoption the
Charter remains to complement and perhaps crown
the efforts made over the last few years to create a
new intellectual framework for the way in which inter-
national economic relations must develop. It expresses
the conviction that a new world economic order must
come about. It defines the theoretical basis on which
the new restructured economic relations among nations
is to be founded. In its main themes and broad outlines
itis the formula for an irreversible process of evolution.

158. Article 34 of that Charter provides for a periodic,
systematic and comprehensive consideration of its
implementation. In pursuance of the provisions of that
article, the draft resolution contained in the report of
the Second Committee seems to my delegation to be
an important and timely document. We shal! be happy
to give it our support when it is put to a vote.

159. In our statement of 12 December 1974, at
the 2316th meeting, after the adoption of the Charter,
we expressed the hope that in the fulfiiment of ar-
ticle 34, a continuous dialogue and reappraisal of our
course and future achievement would be maintained.
We reiterate today the same hopes. This continuous
process has, in our view, been facilitated by the posi-
tive developments in the field of international economic
co-operation since the adoption of the Charter. In
particular the consensus of the seventh special session
illustrates, in our view, the positive results that could
cS:ome about through constructive dialogue among all
tates.

160. On this occasion my delegation would like to
express once again its sincere gratitude and apprecia-
tion to President Echeverria of Mexico for his timely
and genuine initiative, as well as to the Government
of Mexico, and in particular to the delegation of
Mexico to the United Nations, for their untiring
efforts, which have indeed been successful in devel-
oping a noble idea into a comprehensive set of prin-
ciples which, if adhered to by all Member States, will
undoubtedly promote the welfare of all mankind.

161. Mr. UPADHYAY (Nepal): Exactly a year ago
today the General Assembly adopted resolution 3281
(XXIX) which contained the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States. With the Declaration on
the Establishment of a New International Economic
Order, the Charter could easily be mentioned as
among the most important documents adopted by the
General Assembly in recent years. The Charter has
given concrete expression to the desire of the inter-
national community for the establishment of a new
international economic order based on the principles of
equity, sovereign equality and the interdependence of
countries, developed as well as developing. The
Charter envisages inter alia the establishment of more
rational and equitable economic relations with a view
to bridging the gap between the rich and the poor
nations of the world.

162. The fundamental principles and the objectives of
the Charter are too well known to need any elabora-
tion of repetition at this stage. What I wish to express
here at this moment is the full support of my delega-
tion for the objectives of the Charter. It is gratifying
to note that since the adoption of the Charter by the
Assembly last year there has been some progress
towards the attainment of the objectives of the Charter.
This can be seen in the positive response by various
governments in connexion with implementing some
of the principles and objectives of the Charter. It is also
a matter of satisfaction to my delegation that the
number of countries lending their support to the
Charter has increased, so as to make support almost
universal. However, it goes without saying that con-
tinuous and systematic efforts have to be made in order
to achieve and enjoy the results of the implementations
of the objectives of the Charter.

163. It is for that reason that my delegation deems
the provisions of operative paragraph 3 of the draft
resolution in document A/10458 very appropriate. By
entrusting the Economic and Social Council with the
task of reviewing the implementation of the Charter
we shall ensure, on the one hand, the systematic and
comprehensive review of the Charter on a continuous
basis and, on the other, adequate preparatory work
for the five-year review envisaged in articie 34 of the
Charter.

164. In conclusion, my delegation would like to
express our appreciation of the tireless efforts of the
Mexican delegation in preparing the Charter, and we
should also like to pay a tribute to President Eche-
verria of Mexico for his timely initiative.

Mr. Thorn (Luxembourg) resumed the Chair.

165. Mr. MARTINEZ ORDONEZ (Honduras)(inter-
pretation from Spanish): My delegation is of the
view that it must take part in the discussion on the
report of the Second Committee in document A/10458,
in particular because my country fully agrees with its
objectives and was one of the sponsors of the draft
resolution submitted to the Second Committee and now
before the General Assembly for conisideration. In that
draft resolution, the international community reiterates
its political will to establish the new international
economic order, which is imperative for the world as
a whole, and decides to implement the provisions
of the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of
States.

166. On many occasions we have heard that the
world is faced with a choice: it must choose between
confrontation and co-operation. It is obvious that the
virtually unanimous desire here, as expressed at this
rostium, is for co-operation. But it is equally obvious
that had there not been a certain degree of confronta-
tion we should never have reached the stage of co-
operation.

167. And here we see the particular importance of the
brilliant, courageous and revolutionary initiative taken
by PresidentEcheverria of Mexico when he proposed
the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States.
That proposal galvanized the developing world into
unanimous action and had intern:tional echoes in the
decisions adopted at the sixth and seventh special
sessions of the General Assembly which focused
attention on something we all realize, that just as there
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can be no peace in a country when there is too great a
difference between the rich and the poor, so, whilst
inequality exists in the world, there can be no true
basis for ensuring international peace and security,
which is a primary function of the United Nations.

168. It is with pride that we welcome this initiative
ot Mexico as though it were our own, and it is with
pride that we shall vote in favour of the draft reso-
lution.

169. Mr. SENEVIRATNE (Sri Lanka): Exactly one
year ago today, the General Assembly adopted resolu-
tioir 3281 (XXIX), on the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States. On that occasion my delega-
tion, along with a large majority of the Member
States of the United Nations, gave its complete support
to the adoption of the Charter. We did so out of the
conviction that it represented a significant siep forward
in ‘;he establishment of 2 new internationa! economic
order.

170. To the many developing countries striving for
economic and social progress, a just and equitable
economic order is an indispensable condition for the
achievement of the goals and objectives they have set
themselves to bring contentment and well-being to their
peoples. Such an order will assist us in pursuing our
.development plans with a greater degree of con-
fidence and self-reliance than is possible under existing
conditions.

171. The adoption of the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States was the culmination of two years
of arduous negotiations. It will be recalled that the
Government of Mexico, under the leadership of Pres-
ident Echeverria, played a vital role in the drafting of
the Charter and worked tirelessly for i*s adoption.
My delegation is happy to note that the Mexican
Government is showing the same perseverence and
zeal as regards the action required to ensure universal
adherence to the Charter as it displayed in securing
its adoption.

172. Article 34 of the Charter provides for a system-
atic and comprehensive consideration of the imple-
mentation of the Charter periodically by the General
Assembly. We have created a certain momentum and
we must maintain it so that through gradual improve-
ment and refinement the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States will finally assume a form in which
it will be universally accepted and will serve as a
binding code of ethics and practice in inteinational
economic relations.

173. The new international economic order would
then be not only a dream but a reality.

174. Mr. GONZALEZ ARIAS (Paraguay) (interpre-
tation from Spanish): My delegation considers that
the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
is the basis on which development and international
economic co-operation should be constructed. My
delegation attaches tremendous importance to the
implementation and application of this document,
which is of such relevance today.

175. Nevertheless I wish it also to be known that
our support for the Charter does not imply that we
accept the general view contained in its article 3.
We have explained our position on that article fre-
quently. It would require thorough analysis and a
proper set of arrangements in order io be applicable.

176. We also would hope that other relevant prin-
ciples of the Charter will be taken into account in this
respect so that where natural resources are concerned
the permanent sovereignty and juridical equality of
States are fully protected. Equity in the application
of rules among States between which there is clear
inequality should be interpreted accordingly. On that
understanding we shall support the draft resolution
now before us.

177. Mr. MARTINEZ (Cuba) (interpretation from
Spanish): The draft resolution we are about to adopt
was co-sponsored with great interest by Cuba when
it was submitted in the Second Committee. We should
like to make a few remarks within the obvicusly
restricted limits allowed by our very heavy agenda.
This draft resolution was submitted under the agenda
item entitled ‘‘Charter of Economic Rights and Duties
of States’’, and it is on this item that we should like
to speak.

178. Today, 12 December, is the first anniversary
of the adoption by the General Assembly, at its
2315th meeting, of the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States, after a long and laborious drafting
process and discussion which took up the energies
of a Working Group composed of 40 States and then,
finally, of the Assembly as a whole, since it became
the most important draft resolution on economic issues
produced by the twenty-ninth session.

179. Many very significant comments could be made
with regard to the Charter, but perhaps it is sufficient
to say that since its adoption, together with the Declara-
tion and Programme of Action adopted at the sixth
special session of the General Assembly, it has become
the basic document used by the Group of 77 as their
platform for the new international economic order.

180. However, it would not be fair to continue
referring to the relevance and merits of the Charter
without mentioning the processes which culminated in
its adoption on 12 December 1974. In Chile, in 1972,
under the chairmanship of Clodomiro Almeida, the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of the People’s Republic
headed by Salvador Allende, the third session of the
United Natic ::5 Conference on Trade and Development
was held at Santiago. In the course of that Conference,
there were a few remarkable events, among which
particular importance was given to the statement made
by President Echeverria, the President of Mexico,
calling for the drafting of a Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States which would help to fill
the existing gap by drawing up a body of principles
and rules which would serve as the basic guidelines
for the economic activities of States.

181. From its inception the idea was obviously
constructive and useful because of its intrinsic value
and because of the international prestige of Mexico
and its leader who launched the initiative. It acquired
even greater importance as it gradually reached its
ultimate objective thanks to the determination of
the Mexican delegation which prevented the stagna-
tion of the work which could have resulted from the
instransigent attitude of certain delegations—an atti-
tude which was reflected in the final vote. Thanks
to this initiative on the part of President Echeverria
and thanks to the tenacity of the Mexican delegation
and the full support given by the Group of 77 in taking
up the submission of the draft resolution as its own
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cause, we can today celebrate the first anniversary
of the adoption of the Charter.

182. For a document of such broad scope, a year
is too short a period for an effective and balanced
assessment, of its virtues, its possible limitations or
shortcomings. The pattern of economic relations
some time before and after the adoption of that Charter
nevertheless make it possible to state unequivocally
that the Group of 77 was well-advised to take it up as
one of the main bases of its own thinking and action,
because the Charter embodies a series of principles
which the developing countries have been incor-
porating as, through their historic advance, they play
an important role in the world today. I shall briefly
recall some of those principles. The principle of per-
manent sovereignty over natural resources and eco-
nomic activities is of vital importance to the devel-
oping countries. It is stressed and set out in detail in
several articles, but in particular in paragraph 1 of
article 2 which states:

‘““Every State has and shall freely exercise full
permanent sovereignty, including possession, use
and disposal, over all its wealth, natural resources
and economic activities.”’

183. The right of every State to join an association
of raw material producers is also embodied in the
Charter, one of the purposes of which is to develop
national economies, ensure stable financing for that
development and active co-operation in speeding up
the development of the under-developed countries.

184. Article 10 established the right of all States, as
equal members of the international community, to
participate fully and effectively in the international
decision-making process in the solution of world
economic, financial and monetary prcblems.

185. With regard to trade, the Charter also includes a
set of principles of particular importance for improve-
ment of the international pattern of trade and in par-
ticular emphasizes the need to adopt measures which
will ensure a substantial increase in the foreign
exchange earnings of developing countries, diversify
their exports, speed up the rate of growth of their
trade, bring about an effective improvement with
regard to their access to markets for products of
interest to them, achieve fair and equitable prices for
primary commodities, improve and fully implement
the generalized system of preferences on a non-
reciprocal and a non-discriminatory basis and increase
trade with socialist countries.

186. The Charter also very clearly identifies itself
with political principles of paramount importance to all
progress-seeking countries by stating, in article 16,
that:

‘It is the right and duty of all States, individually
and collectively, to eliminate colonialism, apart-
heid, racial discrimination, neo-colonialism and
all forms of foreign aggression, occupation and domi-
nation, and the economic and social consequences
thereof, as a prerequisite for development . . .”’

187. Without going into all the details of the provi-
sions, these are just some of the very important prin-
ciples enshrined in the Charter which today are part
of the advanced positions of the developing countries.

188. However, the Charter is not a closed or inert
instrument. It has been the constant concern of those
who conceived this document that it should remain
open to periodic review; that its implementation should
be constantly examined so as to make additions and
bring about improvements which the present dynamic
international economic relations require. Bearing that
in mind, and also the need for a constant revitaliza-
tion of the Charter, we submit the draft resolution
that will shortly be voted upon by an overwhelming
majority of the Assembly.

189. A year ago today the General Assembly adopted
the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States.
In the international economic developments that have
occurred since then, the Charter has shown that it is
one of the inseparable elements of the new interna-
tional economic order, the pressing need for which was
fully stressed at the sixth special session of the Gen-
eral Assembly. The Charter should also constitute one
of the basic guidelines for developing countries at
forthcoming conferences.

190. It only remains for the Cuban delegation, on
this first anniversary of the adoption of the Charter,
to reiterate its legitimate desire to pay tribute to the
Mexican Government for its creative work.

191. Mr. BISHARA (Kuwait): In my view it is
appropriate to make the views of an oil-producing
country heard on the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States.

192. Today we celebrate the first anniversary of the
adoption of the historic document of the Charter of
Economic Rights and Duties of States. My delegation
would like on this occasion to pay a sincere tribute to
those who took ihe initiative to bring this important
document about. We are extremely grateful to Pres-
ident Echeverria of Mexico for the leading role which
he has played in articulating this Charter. No doubt
this Charter will remain a landmark in economic rela-
tions between States. For the first time in the history
of the Organization, the rights and duties of States are
clearly defined. Almost all of the provisions of the
Charter emanate from the nature of the Charter of the
United Nations. Sovereignty over natural resources,
the right to nationalization, and the call to combat
colonialism and foreign domination are all important
elements of resolutisns we have adopted since the
inception of the COrganization, elements which the
Charter emphasizes so abundantly and so vigorously.

193. Thez Charter cannot be separated from the deci-
sions of the sixth and seventh special sessions. The
Charter calls for a dialogue among States in order to
eliminate the injustices imposed on the majority of
Member States by foreign corporations and the ille-
gitimate interests which are pursued at the expense
of the developing countries by the supranational
corporations. The Charter seeks to rectify an unjust
situation. The essence of the Charter is its attempt to
bridge the gap between the develcping and developed
countries. It has been rightly argued that peace and
stability will not dawn and prevail unless this gap is
bridged.

194. The Charter provides a framework for the world
economic evolution and change which were set in mo-
tion in the two special sessions of the General As-
sembly. The Charter also establishes the basis for
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economic relations built on the principle of equity
and equality.

195. My Government appeals to all the industrialized
nations to withdraw their reservations to the provisions
of the Charter, so as to make it effective and operative.
.We attach particular importance to article 16 of the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
which stipulates that

‘It is the right and duty of all States, individually
and collectively, to eliminate colonialism, apartheid,
racial discrimination, neo-colonialism and all forms
of foreign aggression, occupation and domination,
and the economic and social consequences thereof,
as a prerequisite for development . . .”

196. 1should like to reiterate my country’s adherence
to all the provisions cf the Charter which will remain,
in our view, a milestone in the annals of the relations
of States. Accordingly, my delegation will cast an
affirmative vote on the draft resolution under consider-
ation at this very moment. On behalf of my delega-
tion, I express our sentiments of gratitude to the
architects of the Charter for their successful en-
deavour.

197. Mr. GUTIERREZ (Bolivia) (interpretation from
Spanish): My country cannot remain indifferent on
this first anniversary of the adoption of the Charter of
Economic Rights and Duties of States, quite simply
because we, the Bolivians, are traditionally wedded
to the precepts of law, inasmuch as we are a member
of the respected Group of 77 and we actively parti-
cipate in the universal community of nations.

198. Here in this forum, many resolutions have been
adopted on a variety of issues which at present are
troubling the conscience of mankind. But there is ne
doubt that there have been some documents endorsed
by the Organization which not only have great intel-
lectual importance, but also must be placed amongst
those few instruments that will prove lasting. The
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States is
such a document. It is of the same importance as the
declaration of the equality of States, which was for-
mulated in the course of the Hague Conference in
1907, under the intellectual leadership of that brilliant
Brazilian jurist, Ruiz Barbosa. It has the imperishable
quality of the Declaration of the rights of man and of
the citizen and of the resolution of paramount impor-
tance that we adopted to guide the decolonization
process in today’s world. We can also identify the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States with
the call for the abolition of slavery by Lincoln and
Bolivar.

199. 1 believe that a document of this nature by its
very essence is destined to survive through all circum-
stances and difficulties. The other resolutions and
documents I have referred to and which have guided
man’s thinking over the years, have survived their
original sources. Nobody today may remember who
were the constituent members of the Hague Conference
where the legal equality of States was proclaimed.
It is possibie that tomorrow’s generation may not
remember which was the forum which produced the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States.
But Ruiz Barbosa, with the declaration on the legal
equality of States, and President Echeverria, with
the Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States,

will live in the memory of mankind throughout all
time. What exactly does the Charter of Economic
Rights and Duties of States proclaim? It proclaims
son.cthing of substantial importance.

200. Mention has been made here of the Declaration
and Programme of Action on the Establishment of a
New International Economic Order, and both these
instruments lay down the foundations of that new
order on the basis of co-operation, solidarity and
international understanding. But, in the view of the
Bolivian delegation, the Charter does more than this. It
proclaims something very similar to what was pro-
claimed in the Hague—that is, the economic equality
of States in the development process. We believe that
the new international economic order should not
serve simply to enrich the already rich countries and
to impoverish further the already poor countries.
On the contrary, we believe that this new policy for
the establishment of a new international economic
order should niake a positive contribution in enriching
the poor countries and in making a little less wealthy
the rich nations.

201. With these words, I announce that the delega-
tion of my country will vote in favour of the draft
resolution at present before us.

202. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
We shall now vote on the draft resoiutior recom-
mended by the Second Committee in paragraph 7
of its report [4/10458]. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Earbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia,
Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Repub-
lic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indo-
nesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia,
Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malawi, Ma-
laysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, UKrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub-
lics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Germany, Federal Republic of, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America.

Abstaining: Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Nether-
lands, Spain.

The draft resclution was adopted by 114 votes to 3,
with 11 abstentions (resolution 3486 (XXX)).®
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203. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
I shali now call on those representatives who wish
to explain their votes after the vote.

204. Mrs. ALLAM (Egypt) (interpretation from
Arabic): Perhaps it is a good omen that the first an-
niversary of the Charter of Economic Rights and
Duties of States today shouid coincide with the Grand
Bairam, the great feast of the Muslims all over the
world. Both represent an occasion to renew hope in
the ability of man to continue the march of progress
and to seek inspiration from his experience in the past
to create a better future, especially in the developing
countries.

205. The adoption of the Charter of Economic Rights
and Duties of States a year ago today stands as a land-
mark in the history of contemporary international
economic relations. This document, together with the
Declaration and Programme of Action issued by the
sixth special session of the General Assembly, has
established the foundations of the new international
economic order which represents the asgirations, not
only of the developing countries, but also of the world
at large for the promotion of an equitable international
economic order that would achieve stability based on
a prosperous, more secure and more equitable world.
In that context, my delegation again voted in favour
of the resolution just adopted.

206. My delegation considers that the adoption by the
General! Assembly of this resolution is cne of the signs
of further equity and also represents further recogni-
tion—if we take into account the adoption of the resolu-
tion last year—of legitimate issues in the field of inter-
national economic relations that involve understanding
the just cause of the developing countries in this world
whose main requirement is to establish interdepen-
dence and economic relaticns on the basis of justice
and equal opportunity. Furthermore, two delegations

which abstained last year were able to cast an affir-

mative vote at the current session, a vote for justice
and the assurance of prosperity and peace in the world.

207. The delegation of the Arab Republic of Egypt
would like to seize this opportunity to affirm its adher-
ence, as a developing country, to this historic docu-
ment and its support to developing countries in their
efforts to implement its provisions, ensuring co-
operation and understanding among countries of the
world, whether developing or developed, as a basis for
the achievement of those aims.

208. Finally, I wish to express our appreciation and
thanks to President Echeverria who took the initiative
to produce this Charter which was adopted by the
General Assembly by a sweeping majority. We also
wish to congratulate the Government and people of
Mexico, with whom the Arab Republic of Egypt
maintains the best of relations.

209. Mr. FASLA (Algeria) (interpretation from
French): The Assembly has just adopted by a large
majority the resolution entitled ‘‘Implementation of the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties ¢f States’’,
exactly a year after the acceptance by tiic same As-
sembly—an almost unanimous acceptance—oi that
most important instrument for a new international
economic order, the principles and general orientation
of which were clearly set forth in the Declaration and

Programme of Action of the sixth special session of
the General Assembly.

210. While we regret the negative votes of those who
refuse to recognize the evolution born of the neces-
sity of development and economic international co-
operation, and who remain tied to the privileges of an
outdated order, we nevertheless have not lost hope in
the virtues of dialogue, in the continuation of a dialogue
which will inevitably cause the reservations expressed
to be dispelled, as history demands.

211. ‘The Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of
States, the existence of which is due to President
Echeverria of Mexico, is not and has not been con-
ceived as an instrument directed against certain devel-
oped countries; on the contrary, it addresses itself
rather to the elimination of injustices and the disappear-
ance of economic injustices in the world, the elimina-
tion of the growing gap between developing and
developed countries and the establishment of more
harmonious relations between developed and devel-
oping countries, regardless of their economic, social
and political systems.

212. The balanced wording of the Charter, which
preserves the increasingly interdependent interests of
the international community as a whole, was due to the
realistic stand taken by the developing countries and
has made the Charter one of the pillars on which inter-
national economic relations must rest. Algeria wili
spare no effort in implementing the principles set
forth in the Charter and for which the non-aligned
countries, at various meetings, especially during the
last ministerial conferenc¢ at Lima last August,
have striven so hard. This is in keeping with the spirit
of those countries devoted to peace and motivated
by a desire for real international economic co-oper-
ation, based on the rights of all States truly to enjoy the
fruits of their natural resources, to use them to the
benefit of their peoples and the.eby to participate in
the progress of the whole international community,
thus doing their duty.

213. Mr. VALLE (Brazil): On this very significant
date the Brazilian delegation takes pleasure in joining
previous speakers in stressing the importance of the
Charter of Economic Rights and Duties of States
and supporting the fundamentals and the majority of
the principles embodied therein.

214. With regard to the resolution just adopted, my
delegation, while it voted in favour, wishes 2o reaffirm
for the record its position on article 3 of the Charter
as expressed on previous occasions.

AGENDA ITEM 65

Mid-term review and appraisal of progress in the
implementation of the International Development
Strategy for the Second United Nations Development
Decade

REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMITTEE
- (PART I) (A/10469)

215. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
Par: 1 of the report of the Second Committee is in
document A/10469 and the report of the Fifth Com-
mittee, on the administrative and financial implica-
tions of draft resolution II is in document A/10491.
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1 shall first call on those representatives who wish
to explain their vote before the vote on any of the
draft resolutions or on all four draft resolutions. The
Assembly will then proceed, in accordance with a
procedure with which it is now familiar, to vote on all
the draft resolutions and all those who wish to explain
their vote after the voting will have the opportunity of
doing so.

216. No explanations of vote before the vote have
been requested and I take it that the Assembly is ready
to take decisions on draft resolutions I to IV recom-
mended by the Second Committee.

217. 1 shall first put to the vote draft resolution I,
entitled ‘‘Identification of the least developed among
the developing countries’’. The Second Committee
adopted that draft resolution without a vote. May
I take it that the Assembly wishes to do the same?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 3487
(XXX)).

218. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
Draft resolution II is entitled ‘‘Role of the public sector
in promoting the economic development of devel-
oping countries’’. It was adopted by the Second Com-
mittee without a vote. May 1 take it that the General
Assembly also wishes to adopt it without a vote?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 3488
(XXX)).

219. The PRESIDENT (interpretaticn from French):
We come now to draft resolution III, entitled ‘‘ Accel-
eration of the transfer of real resources to developing
countries’’. I shall put that draft resolution to the
vote.

The draft resolution was adopted by 112 votes to 1,
with 14 abstentions (resolution 3489 (XXX)).

220. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
We come now to the fourth and last draft resolution,
entitled *‘Implementation of the World Plan of Action
adopted by the World Conference of the International
Women’s Year’. The Second Committee adopted that
draft resolution without a vote. May I take it that the
General Assembly wishes to take the same decision?

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 3490
(XXX)).

The meeting rose at 6.45 p.m.

NOTES

! The delegation of Malawi subsequently informed the Secre-
tariat that it had intended to abstain in the vote on the draft resolution.

2 The delegations of Poland and the Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics subsequently informed the Secretariat that they had
intended to abstain in the vote on the draft resclution; the dele-
gation of Luxembourg subsequently informed the Secretariat that
it had intended to vote in favour.

3 The delegation of Mauritania subsequently informed the
Secretariat that it had intended to vote against operative para-
graph 4 of the draft resolution.

4 The delegations of Congo and Nepal subsequentiy info. ~ed
the Secretariat that they had-intended to vote in favour of operative
paragraph 4 of the draft resolution.

5 The delegation of Qatar subsequently informed the Secretariat
that it had intended to abstain in the vote on the draft resolution.

¢ This statement was made in the Fourth Committee, the official
records of which are published in summary form.

7 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-eighth
Session, Plenary Meetings, vol. 1, 2136th meeting, paras. 56
and 61,

8 The delegation of Nepal subsequently informed the Secretariat
that it had intended to vote in favour of the draft resolution.





