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7. The Fifth Committee's action with regard to the
administrative and fmancful iIllplications of the Sixth
Committee's reconunendations will be reflected in its
report on the budget estimates for the financial year 1973.

It \-MS so decided.

6. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I now
put before the Assembly.the draft resolution relating to me
contents of the United Nations Juridical Yearbook recom­
mended by the Sixth Committee and appended to the"
report of the Fifth Committee [A/8978].

3. The report of the Fifth Committee on agenda item 81 is
contained in document A/8980. In paragraph 91 of that
document the·FifthCommittee recommends to ilie General
Assembly the adoption of two resolutions: one on the
composition of the Secretariat and the other on amend..
ments to. the Staff Regulations and Staff Rules of the
United Nations. In paragraph 92 ofthe same document, the
Committee recommends to the General Assembly that
certain changes should be made to the text of the draft
resolution entitled "Employment of women in senior and
other professional positions by the secret,ariats·of organiza­
tions in the United Nations system", adopted by the Third
Committee, and also recommends that the General Assem­
bly take note of the reports of the Secretary-General on the
composition of the Secretariat tA/8831 and Co",l and
Add.l] and on long-term recruitment planning [A/8836]
and the note by the Secretary-General on the report ·of the
Joint Inspection Unit on personnel problems in the United
Nations [A/8897].

4. I should also like to draw the attention of the General
Assembly to paragraphs 64, 6S and 90 of the report of the
Fifth Committee on this agenda· item which are proposed
for the approval of the General AsseIllbly.

Pursuant' tofUle 68· of the rules of procedure, it was
decided not to discuss the reports of the Fifth Committee.

S. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
shall begin by considering agenda item 80. The' report of
the Fifth Committee is contained in document A/8978.
Annexed to this report. is .a .draft .. resolutionregardiIlg the
United Nations Juridical·.. Yearbook recommended by the
Sixth Committee. The Fifth Committee decided, without
objection, to reCommend to the General Assembly that,
apart froIll the matters dealt within the Sixth Committee
concerning the contents of the United Nations Juridical
Yearbook, consideration of agenda item 80 should be
deferred until the twenty-eighth· session. If there is no
objection I shall take it that the General Assembly accepts
that recorntnendation.
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REPORT 'OF THE FIFI'H COMMITTEE (A/8978)

Agenda item 80:
Publications and documentation of the United Nations:
(a) Report of the Secretary-General;
(b) Report of the Advisory Committee on Administrativ,

and Budgetary Questions
Report of the Fifth Committee. •• . .• • • . .• . . . • • • .

Agenda item 81:
Personnel questions:
(a) Composition of the Secrc' . report of the Seere-

, tary-Generalj
(b) Other personnel quell',..•.,,;report of the Secretary­

General
Report of the Fifth Committee •••••.. ••..•.••.••

Agehdaitem 12:
Report of the Economic and Social Council (contilUlel)
. Chapters XII (section H), XIII to :xv and:XVIl to XIX:

report of the Third Committee •..•..• ..•••.•••
Chapters III to XI, XII (sections A to G) and XVII to

XIX: report of the Second Committee •.•.•..••.•

Personnel questions:
(a) Composition of the Secretariat: report of the Secre­

tary-General;
(b) Other personnel questions: report of the Secretary­

General

REPORT OF THE FIl~m COMMITIEE (A/8980)

,
President: Mr. Stanislaw TREPCZYNSKI (Poland).

1. Mr. PASHKEVICH (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic), "Rapporteur of the tFifth Conunittee (translation.
from Russian): On behalf of the Fifth Conunittee, I have
the honour to present the reports of that Committee On
agenda items 80 and 81.

2. The report of the Fifth Conunitteeon agenda item 80 is
contained in document A/8978. The recommendation of
the .Fifth Committee to the General AsseIllblyon this iteIll
appears in paragraph 4 of that doctlInent: ·

Publications and documentation of the United Nations:
(a) Report of the Secretary-General;
(b) Report of the Advisory Committee on Administrative

and Budgetary Questions
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8. May I take it that the General Assembly adopts the Paragraph 65 was adopted by 92 votes to none, with
draft resolution recommended by the Sixth Committee? 6 abstentions.

'I',

The draft resolution was adopted (resolution 3006
(XXVII)).

9. The PRESIDENT (interpretation' from French): We
shall now consider the report of the Fifth Committee on
agenda item 81 fA/8980]. I should like to infonn the
Assembly that the recommendations of the Fifth Com­
mittee in paragraph 92 (a) will be taken up when we
consider the report of the Third Committee on agenda
item 12.

10. May I invite representatives to turn their attention
first to certain decisions taken by the Fifth Committee in
connexion with the item now before us, starting with the
decisions which appear in paragraphs 64 and 65..

11. Mr. VARGAS (Costa Rica) (interpretation from
Spanish): My delegation wishes to request a separate and
recorded vote on paragraph 65 of the report. submitted by
the Rapporteur of the Fifth Committee. I should like the
records to show which countries Yote in favour of paraQ

graph 65 of the report.

12. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): May I
take it, then, that the General Assembly approves paragraph
64 of the report [A/9880]?

. Paragraph 64 was adopted.

13. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In
accordance with the request of the representative of Costa
Rica, we shall hold a separate vote on paragraph 65 of the
report. A recm~d Yote has been requested.

A recorded vote lmS taken.

In favour: Mg1lanistan, Albania, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahrain, Barbados, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Buntta, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Canada, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Ecuador,Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial
Guinea, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Ghana, Greece, GuateQ

mala, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,' Ivory Coast, Kenya, Kluner
Republic, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Repub­
lic, Madagascar, Maldives, Mali, Mauritius, Mexico,
Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Norway, Pakistan,
Panama, Peru, Poland, Qatar, Romania~ Rwanda~ Saudi
Arabia, Sierra leone, Somalia, Spain,. Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Sweden, Syrian Arab. Republic, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist .Republic, Union ,Jf
Soviet Socialist Republics, United &ab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Belgium, Japan, Netherlands, New Zealand,
P<>rtugal, South Mrica.

.,) .

14. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
turn now to the decision appearing in paragraph 90 of the
report IA/8980].

Paragraph 90 was adopted by 100 votes to 1.

15. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The
General Assembly will now take a decision on the 4raft
resolutions recommended by the Fifth Committee in
paragraph 91.

16. . Draft resolution I deals with the "Composition of the
Secretariat". Since the Fifth Committee adopted that draft
resolution unanimously, may I consider that the General
Assembly wishes to do likewise?

Draft resolution I was adopted (resolution 3007
(XXVII)).

17. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Draft
resolution II is entitled "Amendments to .the Staff Regula­
tions and Staff Rules of the United Nations". If I hear no
objection, may I take it that the General Assembly adopts
draft resolution II?

Draft resolution 11 was adopted (resolution 3008
(XXVII)).

18. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
turn now to the recommendation of the Fifth Committee
in paragraph 92 of the report ill document A/8980.

19. As I mentioned earlier, the recommendation in para­
graph 92 fa) will be dealt with when we take up the draft
resolution recommended by the Third Committee un~r

agenda item 12. .

20. As to the recommendation in paragraph 92 (b), may I
consider that it is adopted by the General Assembly?

It was so decided.

21. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Apart
from the Fifth Committee's recommendation regarding the
report of the third-Committee concerning item 12 of the
agenda [A/8980, para. 92 (a)), which the Assembly will
consider under that item, we have concluded oUr consideraQ

tion of item 81 of the agenda.

AGENDA ITEM 12

Report of the Economic and Social Councillcontinued)*

CHAPTERS XII (SECTION H), XIII TO XV ANDXVII TO
XIX: REPORT OF THB THIRD COMMITTEE (A/8928)

22. Mrs. IDBR (Mongolia), Rapporteur of the Third
Committee: I have· the honour to present to the .General
Assembly the report of the Third Committee on agenda .

Ijl Resumed from the 2111th meeting.
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item 12 [A/8928]. On that item the Committee recom­
mends to the General Assembly the adoption of six draft
resolutions. The first two draft resolutions relate to the
report of the Commission on the Status of Women at its
last session. Draft resolution I would urge the United
Nations system of organizations to ensure equal opportu­
nities for the employment of qualified women at the senior
and professional levels and in policy-making positions.
Draft resolution 11 would have the Assembly proclaim 1975
as International Women's Year, to promote equality be­
tween men and women and to increase the contribution of
women to national and international development. Draft
resolution III relates to the question of capital punishment.

23. The last three draft resolutions deal with narcotic
drugs. Under draft resolution VI, the General Assembly
would urge Governments to contribute to the United
Nations programme for drug abuse control. Draft resolution
IV would declare the need for co-ordinated and universal
measures to fight drug abuse and the need for adequate
technical and fmancial assistance to the developing coun·
tries in their fight against drug abuse. Draft resolution V
would urge all countries to adhere to the 1961 Single
Convention on Narcotic Drugs, the Protocol Amending the
Single Convention, and the Convention on Psychotropic
Substances.

24. During the discussion in the Conunittee of the parts of
the Economic and Social Council report relating to narcotic
drugs, some delegations highly commended the measures
taken by the Governments of Afghanistan and Turkey to
ban and/or control the cultivation of, and the illicit traffic
in, drugs.

25. The Third Committee reconunends that the General
Assembly adopt the six draft resolutions in its report.

Pursuant to role 68 of the rules of procedure it was
decided not to discuss the report of the Third Committee.

26. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I
should like to remind members that in connexion with
draft resolution 1 recommended by the Third Committee,
amendments have been proposed by the Fifth Committee
in paragraph 92 of its report on agenda item 81 [A/8980].
In their statements representatives may therefore wish to
refer to the Fifth Committee's recommendations.

27. I now call on the representative of the Netherlands,
who wishes to explain his vote before the voting.

28. Mr. vAN DER KLAAUW (Netherlands): When draft
resolution V, concerning the instruments in the field of
drug abuse prevention, was adopted by the Third Com­
mittee on 29 November, the Netherlands delegation did not
participate in the vote. We shall now vote in favour of this
draft resolution on the understanding that this does not
prejudge the position the Netherlands will eventually adopt
with regard to the matter of accession to the 1972 Protocol
Amending the 1961 Single Convention on Narcotic Drugs
and to the 1971 Convention on Psychotropic Substances
-that is, the instruments referred to under (b) and (c) in
the operative paragraph of this draft resolution.

29. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
shall no~ proceed to the vote. 1 invite members to turn to

the draft resolutions recommended by the Third Com­
mittee in paragraph 29 of document A/8928. 1 shall put
them to the vote one by one. After all the votes have been
taken, 1 shall call on those representatives who wish to
explain their votes on the various draft resolutions.

30. Draft resolution 1 is entitled "Employment of women
in senior and other professional positions by the secretariats
of organizations in the United Nations system". In con­
nexion with this draft resolution I, may I invite members to
refer to paragraph 92 (a) of the Fifth Committee report on
agenda item 81 [A/8980], in which the Fifth Conunittee
recommends that certain amendments be made to the fifth
and sixth preambular paragraphs of draft resolution 1. May
I take it that those amendments are acceptable to the
General Assembly?

The amendments were adopted.

31. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I now
put to the vote draft resolution I, as amended. A recorded
vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Mghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Baluain, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Carneroon, Canada, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Democratic
Yemen, Denmark, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guate­
mala, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indo­
nesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan,
Kenya, Kluner Republic, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakis­
tan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
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 Tanzania, United
States of Americ~ Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Draft resolution 1, as amended. was adopted by 119 votes
to none (resolution 3009 (XXVII)).l

32. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Draft
resolution II is entitled "International Women's Year". May
I take it that the General Assembly approves this draft
resolution?

Draft resolution 11 Was adopted (resolution 3010
(XXVII)).

1 The delegations of Congo and Israel subsequently informed the
Secretariat that they wished to have their vo1es recOlded as having
been in favour of the draft resolution.



Abstaining: B~g~a, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub­
lic, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Mali, Mongolia~ Poland,'
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republico Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics.

Dralt resolution V was adopted by. 111 votes to none,
with 9 tihstentions (resolution 3013 (XXVII)). "

36. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Lastly
I .put . to the ~'ote draft resoiution VI entitledG'United
Nations programme for drug abuse control". A recorded
vote has been req'Uested. '

A recorded vote lWlS taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan,

In favQUr: Afghanistan. Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Brazil,
Burma, Burundi, CameroQn, Canada, Central Mrican
Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, Dahomey, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Domini­
can Republic, Ewpt, El Salvador, Equatorial GUinea,
Ethiopia, Finland" France,· Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guate­
mala, Guyana, .Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Khmer Republic, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan .Arab Republic, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Mauritania, Mauri­
tius, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal,. Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, 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, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emi­
rates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugo­
slavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: SuJgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub­
lic, Czechoslovakia, Hungary, Mali, Mongolia,. Poland,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics.

Draft resolution IV was adopted by 113 votes to none,
~th 9 abstentions (resolutio1l3012 (XXVII)).

3S.' The PRESIDENT (interpretationfromFrench): I now
put to the vote draft resolution V, entitled "International
instruments relating to drug abuse control". A recorded
vote has been requested.

A recorded vote mlS taken.

Against: None.

A.recorded vote was taken.

2 The delesation of. the COi1go$Ub~uent1y infonned the
Secretariat that it.Wished to have its vote recorded as having been in
favour of the draft resolution.

33. ThePRESJDENT (interpretation from French): We and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emi~
turn now to draft resolution nI, entitled "Capital punish- rates, United Kingdom· of Great Britain and Northern
mentn.A recorded vote has been requested. Ireland, United· Republic of Tanzania, United States of

America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yuga..
slaVia,Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.
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In .lavour: .Argentina, Australia, Austria, Barbados,
Belgium,. Bhutan, Brazil, .Burma, Cameroon, . Canada,
Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Costa
Rica,. Dahomey, Denmark, Domini,!}an "Republic,Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon, Ghana, Greece,
GuatemaIa,Guyana, Honduras' Iceland,. India, Ireland-1"
Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, KlunerRepublic,
Laos,. Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta,
Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Paki­
stan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia. Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, United

.Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Republic of Tanzania, United States of America, Upper
Volta,. Uruguay, Venezuela, YugoslaVia, Zaire, Zamb.ia.

, .

Abstaining: Mgbanistan, Algeria, Bahrain, Botswana,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelonlssian SoViet Socialist Republic,
China, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen,Equa­
torial Guinea, Hungary, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Lebanon,
I.esotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Mali, Mauritania,
Mongolia, Poland, .Romania, Syrian Arab Republic, Thai­
land, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, Yemen.

Draft resolution HI was adopted by 86 votes to none,
with 32 abstentions (resolution 3011 (XXVJ.l)). 2

34. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Draft
resolution IV is entitled "Assistance in narcotics control'~.

Arecordedvote has been requested.

A recorded vote was·taken.

lnlavour: .Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria,. Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brazil, Burma, Burundi,. Cametoon, Canada,
Central Mrican Republic,Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Dahomey, Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Egypt, El Salvador, Equa"
torialGuinea, .Ethiopia,Finland, France, Gabon, Ghana,
Greece,. Guatemala, Guyana, Honduras, Iceland, .India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy,lvory Coast,
Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Kluner RepUblic, Kuwait, Laos,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab RepUblic, Luxent-

. bourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Malta, Mauritl.Illa,
MaUritius, Mexico, '. Morocco, .Nepal, Netherlands,. New .
zealand, Nicaragua, NigeI, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakis~
tan, Pamuna,Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar,
Romani3 j Rwanda, Saudi Arabia,. Senegal, Sierra Leone,
5;mgapore, Somalia,. Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, 1'.hailand,Togo1 Trinidad

If•

,.
\
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Bolivia, Brazil; BUrJna,Burondi, Cameroon, Canada, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, .China, Colombia, Congo,
Costa Rica, Cyprus, Dahomey, Democratic Yemen, Den­
mark, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial GUinea, Ethiopia,
Finland, . France, Gabon,. Ghana, Greece, Guatemala,
Guyana, .Honduras, Iceland,. India; Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, 1ordan,
Kenya, Khmer Republic, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia,' Libyan Arab Republic, Luxembourg, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, llhUippines, Portugal, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Atabia, senegal, Sierra Leone, .
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emi­
rates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and. Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United States of
America, UppetVolta,· Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugo­
slavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abs.taining: Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Repub­
lic, CzechoslOVakia, Hungary, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian
SOViet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub..
lics. '"

Draft resolution VI was adopted by 114'votes to none,
with 8 abstentions rresolution3014 (XXVII))." ..

-'. '.;

~ ••. <

CHAPTERS. ill TO XI, xn (SECTIONS· A TO G) AND
XVII TO XIX: REPORT OF THE SECOND COMMIT·
TEE (Aj8963)

37. Mr. FARHANG (Afghanistan), Rapporteur of the
second Committee: I have the honour to present to the
General Assembly the SeeondConunittee's report on
agenda item 12 I A/8963}.In paragraph 58 of the report
the Second Committee recommends to the General Assem­
bly the adoption of (we draft resolutions. The COfllInittee
adopted Without objection draft resolutioni on the United
Nations Children's Fund. Draft resolutiPin lI,/entitled
"Pennanent sovereignty over naturalresolirces of devel­
oping countries",. was adopted by 82 votes to none, with 24
abstentions. Draft resolution Ill, .entitled "Outflow of
trained personnel from developing to developed countries",
was adopted by. 82 votes to none, with 19abste.nti()ns~

Draft re~olU'tion IV, entitled ''The problem ofmass poverty
and unell1ployment in developing countries'l, was adopted
by 75 votes to 1, With 28 abstentions. Draft resolution V,
entitled "United Nations Fund for Population Activities",
was adopted by 81 votes to none, with 23 abstentions.

38. In· paragraph 59 of the .report the Sec<mdCommittee
re~()mmends to the General Assembly the adoption ,oftive '
draft decisions. Draft decisi()n 1 relates to the draft resolu..
tionentitled "Measures to iItlprove the organization of the
work of the Councn".The Conunittee dec~ded, without
objection, to recommelld to the General Assembly that it
decide to defer to its twenty-eighthsession fUdhereonsid..
eration c!' that draft resolution and the amendments
submitted thereto. Draft decision IT ~latell to the draft
resolution entitled "Statement by the United Nations on

.. , '-". . _. - .- .... ".',' - :-.. ',-- - .'" _ ... " - ....•.. ," --.

promoting the development of co-operation in econolllic,
trade, .SCientific and. technologicalmat!ers· on .the, .basis.of
equatity'\ That decision was adoptedWithout ,a vote by the
SecondConunittee.Draftdecision UI,on the tenthannuaI
report of the United Nations/FAO lntergovernmentalCom7
ntittee of the World Food Prograntnte, was adopted without
objection by the Second Committee. Draft decision IV,
relating to the World Plan .of Action for the Application of
~ienceand Technology to Development, was adopted
without objection by the Second Committee. Draft deci..
sion V, on "Protein resources".and "Application of corn..
putertechnology for development"~ wasadQpted without
objection by the Committee. .

Pursuant to rule 68 of the ruiesof procedure, it was·
decided not to discuss the report of the Second Committee.

39. The PRESIDENT tinterpretationfrom French): lshall
now call on those re.presentatives who wish to explain their
vote .onany or all of the various· draft resolutions and
decisions recommended by the Second. Committee before
the vote is taken. .

40. Mr.FARHANG (Afghanistan): I have asked to speak
in order to tnOYean amendmene' tOQne of the .draft
resolutions in the report oftbe Second Committee. The
amendment....which lam submitting on behalf of the
delegations of Afghanistan, Jordan, Laos, Nepal, Paraguay
and $ingapore3~relates to draft resolution Il. Itwould add
the following paragraph a.~. the last preambular. paragraph:

''Bearing in mind that the question of the' limits of
States' national jurisdiction will be dealt .With by the
forthcoming Conferenceontliel..aw ofthe Sea".

41. Thereasol1 for proposing this. amendmentistbe
following. As the Assemblyknows~ the Conmlitteeonthe
Peaceful Uses of the Sea-Bed and the Ocean Floor beyond
the Linlitsof National Jurisdiction; which ,waS established
by this A~semblYt haS·a "mandate to deal with ,all .. Jhe
questions relating to the sea-bed and the $ubsoi1.the.reofand
to prepare for adoptionc-onventions,in tltat regar4. ReSOlu..
tion 2750C (XXV). whicb,expanded the Committee and
gave it themandate •.of ·preparing ·the next law of the sea
conference, bas this to say in paragraph 2t

'~ecides to cQnvene in 1973, in accordance With. the
provisions of paragraph 3 below, acomerenceon the law
Qf the sea which would deal¥{iththe establishtnent ofan

. equitable'internationalr6gime-includinganinternational
machlnery-forthe area and the resources of the, $ea-bed
and. the. ocean floor, and.the. subsoil thereof,.beyondtlte
liInitsof national jurisdiction, a precise defmitionofthe
area, and a broad range of ~late~issu&$including those
concerning··theregbnes .0£ the bigh,seas,. the continental
shetf,the territorial sea (hlcludingthequestioll of· its .
breadth and the. question·of intemationalstraitsland
contiguous zone, fIShing and conservation.of the living
resources ofthebigh. seas •.•';.

Thus, .in. trutt.paragraph the Assembly has given;i'the
Committee and the forthcomingConf~I~nce the .mandate

. to deal With these questions, which inClude .thereginte and

3Sub~qtient1y circulated as document A/L.694.

• •
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SO. Our request is based on two considerations. In the .fU'st
place, the inclusion of these words in the te"t encroaches
upon the subject of international law, which has b~len
reser/ed.·for ·the Third United Nations Conference on·t.~e

Law of the Sea; secondly, these wOJ:ds seek to express an
opinion on an alleged. rule of international law which the
Netherlands Government does not&ccept.. If these five
words are put to a separate vote we shall vote against tbeir
inclusion in operative paragraph 1, and if the General
Assembly decides. to maintain them we shall abstain in the
vote on the draft resolutionasa whole.

ss. May I start by saying thatwe agree with the intentQons
of' the sponsors of this \haft and of those who vote for it.

52. Mr. KROVER (Iceland): The I.'epresentative of Af..
ghanistan has proposed an amendment by which a new
p.eambUlar paragraph wo\lld be inserted in draft resolu..
tion U. My delegation regrets that it is not able to accept
that amendment, which bas been presented this morning at
the last moment. We have not had· time to consult with all
the sponsors. We should like to point out to the representa"
tive of Afghanistan and the delegations thathav6 submitted
this amendment that, although we have every sympathy for
it and appreciate the motives which moved them to present
it, the spon~orsof the draft resolution consider this
amendment superfluous inasmuch ··a8 the General Assembly
in resolution 2750 C (XXV) has already laid down the
mandate 'ofthe Conference on the Law of the. Sea to be
convened by the United Nations. Draft resoluUon Uon the
pennanent sovereignty ofStates over their natural resources
can in no way prejudge the mMldate ofthe Conference. We
therefore· consider that the draft amendment is superfluous,
and the sponsors of the draft resolution that we have been
able to contact will feel obliged to vote against it.

53. My delegation has been given to understand that a
request. has \1eenmade for a separate vote on operative
paragraph 1 of the draft resolution. My delegation would
like to invoke an objection to such a separate vote in
accordance With rule 131 of the rules of procedure of the
General Assembly and. would therefore request that the
proposal for a separate vote be voted on by the General
Assembly. 4 .

54. Mr. FJL\ZAP (Brazil)~ The Brazilf.an delegation voted
against draft resolution Uin the Second Committee andwill
now cast a negative vote on it in this plenary meeting. Our
reasons· have been explained before, but it is necessary to
sllmmarize •them again so that our position is not misunder­
stood, misconstrued or cited outofcontext.

51. The extent and scope of nationnljurisdiction over the
natural resources of the sea is one of the .matters to which
the United Nations Conference on the Law of the Sea will
in due time have to address itself. By abstaining on the
draft resolution as a whole, my delegation would be
indicating formally that the Kingdom of the Netherlands
desires to reserve its position with regard to the issues in
question.

, .

,
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47. As to operative paragraphs 2,:3 and 4, although we do
not" in principle,' have objections to. those paragraphs, we
wonderifit is appropriate to incorporate them in thiSdtaft.
In: particular, With regard to operative'paragraph 3, I sho\lld
like •to state that my Government's position on coastal
waters is that the jurisdiction exercised bya State over !:he
seas.should be decided, as amatter·lJl course, in accordance
with international·law and that· accordingly the ex.tent of
coastal waters should be, as a matter of course, the extent
to be recogniZed by infernationallaw.

48. As to the amendment justinttoduced by the represen..
tative or Afghanistan,. my delegation.will vote in favour
ofit. .

.. See Of/iCiolRecord, o! the General AlSembly, Twenty·seventh
He,liOn, Supplement No. 1S, p. 71.

I '*i0Lil0l!'"

the .lintits of the national jurisdiction of States. So the 49. Mr. VAN DERKLAAUW (Netherlands): My delegation
amendmenttbat· .my. delegation· and the other .sponsol'S wisbes to tequest a separate vote on the last five words of
would Uke to propose is exactly what the Assembly operative paragraph 1 of draft resolution lI-that is to say,

. accepted. in the Jesolution I have just quoted. on the words '~and in thesuperjacent waters".

42" 1 therefore move tbis amendment to the draft resolu..
tion and ask t.he Assembly to adopt it unanimously.

. 43.. The .PRESIDENT (interpretatl'cm. from French),· 1
must stress that, under rule 80 of our rules of procedure,
any ~e.ndment or·proposal should be presented in writing
and cU:culate.d to. the members of the Assembly. Once the
secretariat has circUlated copies of the amendment plC)"
posed by the representative ofAfghanistan, we shall decide
whether we shall vote on that ameemnent now or, in •
accordance with rule 80, wait 24 hours before doing so.

44. Mr.. YOKOTA (Japan):. In explanation of my delega..
tion's vote on dtaftresolution 1I, J should like to state the
following. My delegation recognizes the. ri~1ttsofpeople~
and nations to permanent sovereignty over their natural
wealth and resources, and supports the provisions of
General Assembly resolution 1803 (XVlI), for which my
delegationvoted.

45. We believe, however, that the draft resolution now
before us contains some elements which are irrelevant to
the item. We especially have difficulty with operative
paragraphS 1 and 3. We believe that operative paragraph 1
deal$ with a concept somewhat different from the original
conceptofpennanent sovereignty contained in tlle provi..
sions of resolution 1803 (XVII). This paragraph, in the view
of m.y delegation.. deviates from the subject of pennanent
sovereignty and. tends to extend the scope of national
jurisdiction to the superjacent waters or to the sea..bed. This
is an unfortunate tendency, and we therefore suggested at
the Committee level that the· wording. of operative para"
graph1 be reformulated· in line with'I'rade and Develop",
mentBoard resolution 88 XII on the subject adopted at it$
twelfth session," •so that it could not be interpreted in such
a way as to prejudice the provisions of resolution
1803 (XVIl).

~

46.. We also voted for the deletion of the: last five words of
thep~ragraph-namely: "and in the superjacent waters".
Unfortunately that improvement of the text was not
accepted,and my delegation will be obliged to vote against
operative paragraph 1, if a separate vote is taken, and to
abstain in the vote on the draft resolution as a whole.

I
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63~ If a separate vot.eis held, my delegation will vote fat.
the deletion of the words "andmthesuperjacent watels"
in operative paragraph 1, and·~soagainst operative ,Para-
graphs 3 and 4. .
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The problem of mass poverty and unemployment in ·62. Mr" McCARTHY(United Kingdom): I wish to explain
developingcounttiesis indeed very serious and the conjuga- the United •Kingdom delegation's vote'ondrafttesolu-
tionof both is correct, in the sense that unemployment is tion II.
obviously at the root of a large area of mass poverty. But
this is the full extent of what we can agree on in this
document. Everything else seems to US to have gone astray
and in· fact in dealing with these problems to do a lot more
hann tl!an good, though the latter is obviously intended. I.

I
56. This document does not touch upon any of the causes
of mass poverty and u!lemploym.ent. It even, in our view,
inverts· the probable causal order,asif it were mass poverty
that created unemployment and not the other way round.
It does not discuss the role of modern labour-saVing
technologies impotted by under"deveIQpedcountries; it
does not analyse the advice given to under-developed
countries in the last two decades that envisages the
possibility of squeezing savings'from the community as a
function of a certainilnbalance in income distribution. It
invites· under"developed countries to create new employ­
ment opportunities, as if that depended exclusively upon
their Willingness to do so, which would, in. its turn, imply
that they have been unwilling.to do it so far. The
assumption that the whole problem is predicated upon the
degree of unwillingness of Governments to take distributive
political measures is technically inadequate and politically
unjust, and most probably will reduce the credibility of the
United tjations for Governments which, like my own, are
transferring thousands. 'lf millions of doUars yearly to
improve the lot of depressed areas.

57. But the prohlems we see in this'docwnent go much
further, into areas of much greater··.danger.The. draft
resolution creates another special group within the United
Nations. Now we shall have special .criterlato help.
IOW-income groups as a kind of transnationaIentity. united
_by low inCOJ11e and by special measuresditected to it by
international agencies and by the Secretary-GeneraI of the
United Nations.

58. This document deservestnueh more than these rapid
remarks, but the Brazilian delegation must respect time- '
limits. The reasons indicated are more than sufficient to
clarify the compelling reasons why we shall again vote .
against the draft resolution.

59. Mr. ZAGORIN '-(United States of· America): The
United States position on all <lfthe in?,tterscoveredby

•. draft resolution II o~ permanent sovereignty over natural
resoUrces is already well kno.wn and remains unchanged.

60. The United States has made concrete proposals,
particularly in conneXiQn withtheforthcoming Conference
on the Law of the Sea, designed toaccontmodate many ·of
the concerns· expressed' in. this draft resolution. In the view·
of the United States the Conference on the Law of theSea
is the proper forum in which to. deal With •these issues; an"
action by the General Assembly on the draft resolution as
at present drafted is inappropriate.

61. It adopted, this draft resolution should not in anY way
be construed .. as limiting or otherwise prejUdging !be
outcome of the law of the sea deliberations. Moreover, tills
.draft resolution could not, of course, af'fectthe· wella

established rights and obligations of States under inter- .
national law. I

64. We sha1l vote for the amendment introduced by the
representative· of Afghanistan. Since this. amendment is .. a
statement of simple fact, itmay not be altogether clear to
the General Assembly why the sponsors should resist it. In
the Secon.d Conunittee, speaking before the vote, we said
that We did not interpret this draft resolution as lending
weight .to the.exaggerate~claimsof national jurisdiction
which have been advanced by some coUntries. N(meof:the
~onsors contested this.lndeed, 'the sponsors were then at
some .pains to stress that the draft resolution did not seek
to prejudge the limits of national jurisdiction. However, my
delegation's attention has been drawn to press reports
concerning this draft resolution .after its .recommendation·.
by the Second COmrnittee,which .claim that it is a
milestone as regards questions relating to the extent of
national jurisdictioPL P!est}ep~rts which claim to be
authoritative and which clearly suggest th4!t. at least one
Government among the sponsors. shares this View. This
forces me .to repeat here that. this draft resolution, if
adopted, could not alter the existing natiouallaw of the
sea; nor would it add weight to the views of those who
would see internationalIaw changed in favour of certain
exa~erated claims which have been advanced..

65.80 far as operative paragraph 3 isconcemed, we were
disturbed in .. the second Committee at the sponsoJ:S'
rejection of theamendmentpropcsedby the United States
[see A/8963, para. 20j, anamendtnent Which would hive
added the words "contrary to· intematinnallaw"•It seems,
from the rejection of this aIl1endrnent~.tb.at the sponsors did
no intend this paragraph torer,>ffi":sent accordance'with
ex.istilngintemational·law•. 'I.'his is why my ·c:lelegation will
vote against this paragraph·· and.·against· the .consequential,··
provisions of oper.ative paragraph 4if.separate "o1~&are

held.

66..•..Finally, 1 h,ave justheardthe,representativeQf Iceland
object to the. se1!arat~VQterequested'bY the Neth~rIandson
wording in oper'ettive paragraph 1•. It S(;ems to my delegation
tobea seriou~ matter when an attempt is made,Jo prevent
an"_expressionof op~ion .in, this Assembly, 'rorby •this
Assembly, on. a crucialpoint.ln my·delegauon'sview, a
separate vote should bitaUowed.Ifthis l~,tobeargued

further,my .~elegation would like the right to relum tpthe
point, but {fa separate vote is notalIowed-and rWl.J~t
make this qll\te dear thenthe fact of its disa1lowan~,Vill

affe-ct 'my de~egation's, vote ·on the draft ·te,soIv!Jon·as ~
whole. ' ,

67.... Mr.. CHANG Hsien-wu (China) (translation .from
OJinese): The Chinese delegation ~ouldliIc:etomakearew

observations with regard to draft.decision1I, recommended .
to. the General Assembly for,consideration by the Second
COl1U1littee in document A/8963,paragraphS9•

\

6,8. When the dIaft "statement"submitted by thel~SSR

[seeAI8963; para. 38} was discussed in .the Selcond

'f •
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77. For these reasons, my delegation,as a sponsor of this
dl'aftresolution which Was given majority support in the .
Second Committeet appeals to the General Assembly to
i\pprove the text Without amendment, since at present there
are manyattemptn to obstruct the eXercise of permal1ent
sovereignty OVer natural resources.

78. Mr. HAMID (Sudan)~ Myremurkswill be With regard
to draft resolution IV in the report of the Second
Contmittee, entitled "The problem of mass poverty and
urtemployment ID developing countries". On behalf of the
delegations of Afghanistan,. Ethiopia, Sweden and the
Democratic RepUblic of Yemen, as well as my own
delegation, I should like to introduce an amendment to
opera1;ive paragraph 40f draft resolution IV in the report of
the Second Connnittee [A/8963J. The amendment would
replace the text of opera~iveparagraph 4 of draft resolution
IV by the following:

"Urges organizations within the United Natinns system,
in co-operation with the Secretary-General, to give due
consideration to the development and implementatio~, of
measureS to assist the developing countries in raising the
level of liVing of their low-income groups."5

79. Going back to thepro~tedingsof the Second Corn­
mittee.on the dtaft resolution, we fmd that a.considerable
number of. the members of the Committee refused to
accept the text of operative paragraph 4 as suggested by the
sponsors. The majority of the members of the Committee
either voted against or abstained in the separate vote taken
onihat paragraph of the draft resolution.

80. Those delegations which explained. their votes empha­
sized that the draft resolution in its entirety, and operative
paragraph 4 .in particular, attempted to advocate, directly
or indirectly,the creation of a new, separate category of
regions t/) be termed J'the poorest 40 per cent" within
nations,n')r which'SJ?~c~almeasures .are to be drawn llP and.
for which. the specWized agencies trre urged to .give urgent
con~iderati{\n to drawing up special measures and increasing
aid on conc~Clsionary tenns.This idea of "the p~or~st49
per cent", we "ecall, was ftrst brought up at a meeting of
the&ononuc and S\Jcial Cvu::rt!bythe President of the
World Bank,v and I doubt if it WaS his intention to ctellte a
new criterion or a new category to becaUed uthe poorest
40 pet' cent" for which special measures were to be drawn
up bytr.'teibternational community.

81. As is weUknown, ·the international community is
already involved mdrawing up andimplementing special
measures for the 25 countries termed hard~core developing'

5 SUbsequently circulated as document A/L.695.
6 See Official Records of the Economic and Social Council,

Resumed Fifty-third Session, 1841stmeeting, para. 10.

71. Mr. SEFIANI (Morocco) (interpretation from
French): My delegation was a sponsor ofdraft resolutionU
on "Permanent sove~ignty over natural resources of
developing countries" and we oppose the.amendment just
submitted by Afghanistan and others for a.. number of
reasons.

70. Therefore theChinesedele~ation will not participate·
in the vote onthis draft decision.

69. Wealieady stated,· when·draft decision II was adopted'
in the Second Committee, that we had serious reservations
about, and different views on, the word "importanceU inthe
proposals and suggestions contained in Part of the draft
"statement".. We have received the English and .Russian
texts of document. A/8963 just now and have found,
\\Iithout knowing the reason therefor, that the word
"importano~ ':' has been changed. to ·'important contribu­
tion'). For the above reasons, we fmdit all the more
impossible to agree to such wording.

75. -Mr.RIVERO BAImETO (peru) (interptetationjrom
Spanish): Mycountryisa sponsor of draft resolution Il
that the Assembly is now consitlvringand therefore. we do
not consider1t appropriate that at this stage it be subjected
to amendments, sinCe the draft resolution was supported by
a majority of the membership of the Second Committee. m.
faet,82 delegations voted in favour of it, 24 abstained on
it:, and nOlle'voted against. We have consulted the other
sponsors and also a number ·of countries which ~upported

the draft resolution in the Second Committee, and almost
all the delegations consulted have told us that they are not
ready in this case to accept either amel1dments .or separate
votes.
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73. Secondly, a similar amendment was submitted in the
course of' the discUssion in the Second Committee and was
rejected.

14" My delegation, therefore, trusts that all delegations
will repeat the votes which' they. cast in r the Second
Conunittee and thus reject this amendm.ent. . ~

76. Draft resolution nis intended basically to preserve the
free exorcise by States- ofpennanentJsovereigntyovcr their
natural resources; therefore at this tinte no amendment'

. .'

Committee we, already stated that theChinescdelegation should be submitted or .separate votes taken that. mighf in
could not agree' to this draft i'statement".Weagreed to the any way jeopardize or prejudice .such .exercise•. Therefore,
propasatof Honduras and other cOWltries [ibid., para$. 39 together with the other sponsors, we oppose this type of

'and 401-that is,. to refer the dtaft "statement",together amt:Jldment,and oppose· any separate vote on the draft
with the various views expressed on this subject d6ring resolution,. sincep"rmanent .sovereignty. over .natural re-;
discussion$'in the Committee to the working group estab.. sources can be .exercised in all spheres, both. on land and
lishedunderresolution .4S (Ill), adopted by the United in. the ocean.: spaces,andassuch is indivisible. Thus, we
Nations Conference on Trade and Development at its third con,siderthat we sho~d "accept operativeparagraJ?h 1 as an
session, for its further consideration. indivisible part of draft resolution H.

72. .First of all, .the draft resolution which we are now
discussing deals With permanent .sovereignty over natural
resOUI'ces; it does not deal with the law of the sea.
Therefore that amendment would be more appropriate
when the report of the First Committee on agenda item 36

7 dealing.with questions of the law of the sea is submitted to
the plenary Assembly than when we are discussing the draft
resolution submitted by the Second Committee.

11' " ,',.,..,
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countries. So a categorization in terms of countries is paragraph l.oftbis draft resolutiofi,inaccordance \Viththe
already in ()peration. We must question the need for a new defmitio!l given in the 1958 Geneva Convention on the
category of portions ofnation$ to be called "the poorest 40 Continental Shelf. 7 .~=" ;:

percent" within a nation. Such an,aUeIl,lpt w~\J'donll •.. . ...... . .. ": 'i>

divert the attention of Governments· J.md'· multilateral"'-- 89. With regard to sovereign rights to the natural resources .,
institutions frommor~immediate tasks to other tasks that of coastal waters,tbeSovietdelegationceraSidersthatthese
can well be considered in the context of the lesponsibilities rightse?(.tend to the resources of the tertitorialsea, the
of sovereign Governments. breadth of which, ,according to international law, should

. not exceed 12 nautical miles.
82. That is why we thought of a more simple fonn that
could be accepted as a compromise in Older to avoid a
division and subdivision of voting on the draft resolution, in
case a separate vote 'on it was requested. 'Therefore the
delegations of Afghanistan, Democratic Y-emen', Ethiopia,
Sweden, and my own delegation have suggested replacing
the whole text of operafiveparagraph4 with,the text1have
just read. '

83. Mr. CISsE (Senegal) (interpretation from French):
'The delegation of Senegal wishes to speak on draft
resQlution II entitled ·'Pennanent sovereignty over natural
resources of developing countries".

84. As a sponsor, my delegation would like to support the
propo~,al made by the representative of lceland: namely,
that a vote be taken on draft resolution IIas it stands. We
are against the amendm.entproposed by Afghanistan and
others. Wj' do not believe that in voting, on .the draft
resolution the General Assembly can in any way prejudge
the decision,: which the forthcoming Conference on the
Law of the Sbd may reach.

85. It is simply a question of reaffumingthe inalienable
right Df States to enjoy permanent sovereignty over their
natural resources, both on land, within the limits of
internationally'recognized boundaries, and on the sea-bed '
and ocean floor.

86. These provisions are particularly important for the
developing countries, and that is why my delegation would
appeal for a vote to be taken today in favour of draft
resolution 11 as it was submitted by its sponsors.

87. Mr. MA1{LBBV (Union of 'Soviet Socialist Republics)'
(translation from Russian): Guided by our position of
principle. Qfdefending the permanent .sovereignty Ofth.e
developing countries overtlteir natural resoUrces, the
delegation of the' Soviet Union voted In 'favQur in the
Second Corrunit~e_~J. a%ldintends hete in theplenarym~ting
to vote in favour, ot draft.res()lution I! entitledocepermanent
sovereignty over natural resources of developing countries", .
on the understanding that this draft resolution, falls within
the general· context. oft.tleresolutions previously adopted
by the General Assembly ontbis item and listed in the .first
preambular paragraph.

88. On the basiS of this understanding,. th(3' Soviet delega­
tion considers that, in accordance with contemporary
international law, the soVeteign,rlghts of any State to' Ute
natural resources '. of th~:sea-bed within .. the litnits of
national jurisdiction extend to the r~'Jurces oftheconti­
nental shelf and the subsoU thereof. We therefol'e interpret'
the phrase "within their national jUrisdiction", in operative

7 See United Nationst .Trtilty Series, vol. 499 f No. 7302, p.312.

90. The phrase inoperativep,aragraph 1 of the draft
resolution" concerning the resources.of .the '.superjacent
waters in our view prejudgesthesolutioJ'Lofa question
which willbe a subject for consideration at:the forthcoming
Conference on the Law of the .Sea in 1974. '

91. In thisconnexion,our delegation intends to vote in
favour of· the amendment proposed by •th.e delegation of
Mghanistanandothexs and toVate against the last five
words in ,operative paragraph 1 ofthe draft resolution.

92. Mr. TAN (Singapore); ',rhedelegation of Singapore is a
sponsor of the amendment introduced by the representative
of Afghanistan, who has very ably presented the casefQr it•.. '

93.' Like other developingcountries,:my delegation sup­
ports the principle of the•,permanent sovereignty by
developing countries,()Y~i;theit naturaltesQurceS,contained
in draft resolution Uofthe report before us. AllQ(uS know
that the. limits of national jurisdiction over the sea-bed and
the subsoll thereof are to .be dealt with by the' Conference
onUle Law of the Sea-lhe Gener21 Assembly,~ operative
paragraph "',of resolution 2750 C (XXV), decided at its"
twenty-fifth session to convene a conferenoo on the law of
the sea which

n ••• would deal with the establishment of an eqUitable
inteatational. regime-including an international machin...
ery-for the .areaand, th~..resources oftbesea..b,edand the
oceantloor,and thesub~oilthereof,beyond the limits of
national 'jurisdiction, .a ,precise, defltlition of the '.area,
and"-I should like to stress this-,tia broad range()f
relatediss~s inc]uding· thoseconterning" tberegim.es 'of
the high seas, the;continental shelf,> the tenitorlalsea"
(including the questiQn ofits breadth 1itld thequestioRof
international .straib}and ,contiguous zone,fISbing'and
conservation of the liVing resourcesofthebighseas.
(including the question' of the pteferentialrlghts of
coastal States), the preservation of the marine environ­
ment .(including, inter alia,tbeprevention ,QfpoUution)
and scientific research".

94. ' In the considered view of my delegation,tbe prQposal
to add' a preambular ,paragraph, bearing in mind that the
fluestionofthe1illlits .of ,national jurisdictionaf States
would be dealt with by tbeforthctlming Conf~rence-t)n the
1awofthe Sea, is therefore necessary. This addition would
mean that the plenary meeting would give dueconSldera..
tion to the work of the First Committee of the Assembly,
in particular the work of the'8ea-BedCornmitteeand ,the
forthcomingConference.on fue taw~of the Sea.

95. Oneofthesp()n!forshas saidthattlie draft resolution
. does notdeal.Witb matters<ofthelaw ofthe sea. Howevei';
in operative paragraphs'! and 3 there are·provisions~iating

... ,
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106.' The UJlited Nati()ns Conference on Trade and Devel­
opment, in the· Declaration of· 'Principles adopted in
resolution 46 (I1I)-and 1 refer in particular to principles 11
and XI-clearly and precisely established the sovereign ~ght

of States to set the limits of their. national jUrisdictions. In
pur f¥ll exercise of that sovereign right over our seas"my .
country has been the victim of the application of coercive
measures on the part of a foreign Power which insistently
refuses to' recognize the right of Ecuador to protect and,
preserve its maritime resources.

107.. For this reason my delegaiion considers it ,imperative.
that the international community· take effectiyesteps to '
ensure th.e full implementation of these principles and·of .
the reconunendations contained in the relevant resolutions
of the,GeneralAssembly dealiitg With this subject. '. ,

108. ·Mr. VERCELES (Philippines): I have been impe~ed,

to speak by the· last-minute' amendment· proposed by the
representative of 'the Sudan to draft resolution IV. My
delegation regrets thatthisataendment, which of course is'
not in writing, ~s been· submitted. This ~ an attempt to
resuscitate aJ1.,.;arnendit1ent. the substance of which Was
reJected in the Second Committee. 1 ~submit .that· this
last-minute amendment by the representative of the Sudan
should be rejected by tbeGeneralAssembly also.ltmust be
rejected for at least two reasons. Fitst of all,· the proposal o£
the representative of the Sudan does not menti0ll. the
appropriate organizations to which this paragraph isaddres­
sed. In the present operative paragraph 4 the appropriate
organizationsareincludfd in ordgr that consideration may
be-given 'in its propetpetSpective..Jn--the second place, there
is an ·omissiotl,in theprQPosal by the Sudan,. of the
prOVision of concessionary· assistance to developing coun..
tries. The·developingcoUfitrieS which supported this draft
resolution attach· 'great .importance to that provision. 1

105. The- delegation of&uadoI cannot agree to the
proposed amendment submitted by Afghanistan 'and others,
~ince this amelldment would tend to prejudge the sovereign
gght of States to set the limits of their national jUrisdic­
tions, a right that has been fully recogniZed by the
international community.

103. My delegatiofiwould also be grateful if this decision
could be adopted by ponsensus in the Assembly, as it was in
the Second Committee..

'104. Mr. CABEZ~S (Ecuador) (interpretation from
Spanish): My delegation wishes to speak in regard to draft "
resolution n relating, to "Permanent. sovereignty over
natural resources of developing countries". .

98. I call on the representa'L've of Iceland on a point of
order.

96. ·My delegation;,',ortce. again appeals to the sponsors to'
support theiricorporation of the proposed amendment~ Let
me sttessthat. all thespoQ.$ors did not oppose resolution
27S0C (XXV), which decided to hold a conference on the
law ofthe sea With the mandate I outlined earlier.

to the lawofthesea~ My delegation therefore sees a link draft the Charter on the Economic Rights and Duties of
With the forthcoming Conference on the law ofthe Sea,as States.s We notice, however, tbat this decision adopted by
proPosed in our amendntent,as extremely appropriate and the Second Committee is ~ot reflected in paragraph 59 and
relevant•.itis true that a somewhat similar amendment was the Word "contt:ibution" has not been deleted. Therefore,
voted on in the SecondCommittee~ However, our present we· shouIdbe grateful if the Assembly took note of this fact
amendment ,is not quite the same. We have taken into and deleted the word "contribution". Draft decision Il
account the views of anumber of' QoUeagues, who have would then read; ·"The General Assembly, recognizing the
suggested that we should change it along the lines of our importance of the proposals and suggestions contained in
present amendment. Our amendment should therefore be the draft resolution entitled •..•".
more acceptable to'those representatives who voted against
ot abstained· in the Second.Conunittee.

99. Mr. KROYER (Iceland): An urgent appeal has' been
made to· my delegation and to the sponsors of draft
resolution U not tQ:'insist ·on a vote on the request for a
sepmte vote on 'operative ,. paragraph 1 of ·that draft
resolution. My delegation has· not had the opportunity to
consult with all the sponsors on thispoint~ However,
speaking for my delegation only, we are disposed not to
insis~ and to allowasepatate vote to be taken on operative
p&."'ilgtaph.1, inasmuch as this may make iteasierror several
delegations·· to vote in favour of the draft resolution as a
whole. Therefore, if there is no· objection from other

,sponsOl'$,. I would agree to the taking of a separate vote on
operathteparagraph 1. '

100. The PRESIDENT (interpretatiOn" from·· French): I
wish to thank the representative of Iceland. That suggestion
will facilitate our work, and a·separate ·vote will therefore
be taken on that paragraph. TheprobleilUn-4htlt regard is ,"
thus settled.

lOt. Mrs. DECOLMANT (Honduras) (interpretation from.
Spanish): 1 wish to tef~r to draft decision II recorrunended
by the .Second .Conunitteein paragraph 59. of its report
[A/8963jrelating to the "Statement.by the Uriited Nations "
on. .• promoting .the .development of .co-operation in·'eco­
nomic, ttade,saentific ati\d technological matters.on the
basis ofequatityn.

102.·,·~the Assembly kl1ows,in the Second Committee,
foll(lwlltg a propo$al by·Hondutas, it Was d~ided· to refer
thiS"draftatatement to· the·· working group· established to

-97. ThePRBSIDBNT Onterpretationfrom French):·
Before· calline on the next speaker, I ~ould like to stress
that, in accordance with rule 91 of the rules of procedure
of the General Assembly, a request for a separate· vote on

.operative pata~ph lof the .draft resolution· .has been
made. We have heard speakersfol' and against that proposal,
and,in accordance with rule 91, pennissiontospeak on the
motion for divi${on·sha1l be givenomy to two speakers. in

. favour and two speakers against. Inaccord,an9e. with that
rule, we have now concluded the discussion on the motion
for diVision. I· therefore request speakers ..nO,longer· to
address themselves to the motion for diviSion~

•
• .tr. ....'
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would now therefore eaU on ~representative of the
Sudan and the 'sponsol'S not to mistake the trees. for the
mount~.

109. This •draft resolution is .a ground-brealdn.g resolution.
-The sponsors believe that for the.first timetJ;tere would be
an effort of the General Assembly· to .address itself to the
amelipration of the world's poor, namely, the 40 percent
in countries where this • phenomenon existS. There is
nothing wrong with the General Assembly or the inter­
national conununity addressing itself to the poorest 40 per
cent of the world's population and the countries where this
obtains. As eloquently expressed in the International
Development Strategy fol' the Second United Nations
Development Decade [resolution 2626 (XXV)], the ulti-

.mate objective. of development must be to bring about
sustained. inlprovement in .. the weU-beingofthe individual
and "6est.ow benefi"ts on altif that development fails iD. its
essential purpose,. if undue privileges, extremes of wealth
and social injustice persist.

110.. This draft resolution is aimed at people. It is aimed at
the world's pOOl'. Now, there are about 1,500 million
people in developingcountdes othel' than the least,devel­
oped. If we cOn1ider that 40 per cent of the§e-as the
statistics of the World Bank show-are living ill abject
PQVerty, t,llenwe· have in the world at least 600 million
people-living in conditiodsof .crushing poverty• .I. submit
that the international cOfMlunity must begin to address

. itself to this poorest 40 per. cent in many developing
countries.

111. It has been argued that we here are trying to establish
another category of countries. As I said before, the
identification of the countries is secondary. What is
important is that international development. should be
'directed at the world's poor, and that the identification of
the countries,· wherever this phenomenon OCCUl'S, is sec-

.ondary. -

112. So, granting but not accepting that there is. a new
category, I. would ask the representatives here whether
there is· anything wrong with· the General Assembly
addressing· itself to the world's poor. The·ultimate objective
of development is to inlprove the qUality of life of the
individual. I think the General Assembly would not be
remiss if it addressed itself to this import~t portion ofthe
world's population.

113. Inime I would say that~ justasthedraft amendment
was rejected in the .second Committee, I believe that the
General Assembly should also reject this.draftamendn1ent
here.

114. Mr.AKRAM (pakistan): The delegation of Pakistan
voted in 'Committee in favour of draft re$oIutionll
contained in document A/8963. We endorsed the concept
contained in this draft resolution as the legitimate right of
all countries to exploit and to obtain the bene.fit from
~7.ploitation of theirnntural resources.

115. However, my delegation, in an objective spirit,
cannot disregard the .fact that some of the concepts
contained in this.draft· resolution-concepts With which we
fully agree-do perhaps influence . and will perhaps in..

fluence1 though not impinge upon, the issues to be
discusse'dat the Conference ·on the Lawofthe Sea. We are,
there(ore, not unsympathetic to the amendment: in docu..
ment. A/L.694 or to theconcems expJ:essed by the sponSors
of thisamendntent..AIthougllweare not as distu1'bed as the
sponsors. about the prejudice to the.issues to wmchthey
have refel'red in their amendment, our prime desire at this
stage is to avoid a confrontation on these issues, which are
ve!'Y complex and whose resolution will result, in. the.fmal
analysis, from a concerted and unanimous acceptance by
the. international community. We do not consider that ev~n
if these issues are voted upon at this Assembly, with the
dissenting votes of a number of important countries, that
this will lend itself to expeditious action on these issues.

116.ln. an attempt even at this late stage to ieacha
consensus.on these .•vital matters,.an agreement which could
meet both points of View, my delegation would venture to

.make the follOWing suggestion-and .. I. would wJsh .. to
emphasize that it is merely a suggestion, .and that ifit·does
not meet with the approval ofeither of the two parties,. we
shall not press it any further. We would suggest that the
sponsors of. the .draft resolution,as wella$the sponsors.of
the amendment, consider. the in<;luslonofsomewording
such as the following:~'Bearingin.t$d that the provisions
of this resolution are.without prejudice to tiJe outcome of
the deliberations Qf the forthcoming Conference. on the
Law of·the Sea". This fonnulation,.if interpreted correctly,
would maintain the validity of .jheconcepts .. which are
contained in draft resolution U and to which thesponsQ1'S
of t1lis draftresolutionattachgreatwportance.. Yet~ atthe
same finle, the. fonnulation would ~ot prejudice the further
development of· these concepts,· their pennutationand
evolution, at the Conference ·.onthe Law of the,Sea."l'his,
we believe, is the concern of the sponsors· of the amend­
ment, that is, to maintain the possibility that the Confer"
encenext year would be able to develop Md evOlve these
concepts further. .

117. I would take afew IIlinutes more to·contmentbriefly
on. the .amendment suggested;' to draft resolution .. IV
[A/L.695]. ·Astherepresentativetlf the Phillppineshas
pointed out,asimilaramendntent was· rejected in the
Second Committee.Wef'md it very. <lif.ficult·to understand
the objections of Qur friends fl'om Sudan with regard to. the
formulation. in .. operative paragraph 4. It has .. been re­
peatedly.reiterate.d in the Second CoinJl1ittee that this draft
resolution-whose concepts· wefuIly. agree with butwhose
formulations could .perhaps .have •been. better--does not
intend. to. create,anew category of countries such as the
least developed countries; that whatever measures are
.undertaken under .the provisions 'of thisdraft,resolution,
they would be. without ·prejudicetothe measures whichare .
envisaged and which are being taken in favour of theleast
developed ••• countries. My .. delegation therefore. would be
constrained to vote against this amendment if it is put to
the vote. ..

118..The"PRESIDENT lillterpretation from French):
Since the representative of.Pakistan has.proposed a sub­
amendment to an amendment already presented by a group
of countries in 40cument AjL.694 I should like to ask him
todiscus8 the problem with the sponsors of the amendment
to see if they want.topresentus with anew amendment or
if the.repre~entativeof Pakistan wants to submit a separate
amendment.· . .



130. Draft resolution I is entitled "United Natio11$. Child..
ten's Fund". If there is no objection~ I shall take it that the
General Assembly adopts draft resolution I.

Draft resolution 1 'WaS adopted .(resolution 3015
(XXVIIi/.

131. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French):
Draft resolution 11 is entitled "Permanent sovereignty over
natural reSources of developing countries". An amendment
tothis·draft resolution has been presented by a group. of
delegations in document A/L.694. Furthermore, there have

128. Therefore, all this indicates that the question of the
law of the sea is far too intricate, complex and delicate to
be inj~cted now, at this late stage, into a draft resolution
that' is"intended for an entirely different purpose, namely,

. purely and simply to reaffmn the permanent sovereignty of
developing countries over their natural resources. There
will, of course, be time for this; and at the appropriate
moment, in the light of the results of the Conference, we
may be ready to be more precise when this type of
declaration is to be made. But the draft resolution thafwe
are supporting. and that was recommended by the Second
Committee in no way prejudges the question of limits. It
merely sets forth that States have permanent sovereignty
over the natural resources within their boundaries, in the
sea..bed and the subsoil thereof and in the superjacent
waters. No one's rights are being infringed. That language in
no way prejudges any future internation~ agreements that
may be arrived at. Therefore, in the opinion of my
delegation, the text as proposed is balanced, prudent and
appropriate, and in keeping with the present circumstances.

129. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The
General Assembl¥ wJll now vote, one by one, on the five
draft resolutions' recommended by the Second Committee
in paragraph 58 of document A/8963. After all the votes
have been ,taken I shall call on' those representatives,who
wish to explain their votes.

127. 'Thus it is not a question of taking up the question of
limits as an entirely new SUbject to be defmed; it is a

· question of taking up the question'of limits and dealing
With it on the international level with two aims in mind:
fust, to derme it and, secondly, to standardize it. It is to
that question that the Conference on the Law of the Sea
will. devote its .altention-not the over"all, comprehensive
question' of the limits, since the Conference cannot over"
look \Yhat has already taken place in the field of limitations
and national jUrisdiction over the centuries and which has
given rise to a narrow territorial sea and, during recent
decades, has led to the expansion of the territorial sea and
even to the creation of the concept of the economic zone.

120. I' call on the representative of Iceland on a point of
order. .

119. ,Fstill have two speakers on my list and1ltisWillmean Conference on the laY' of the Sea for consideration, as
that '20 representatives ,Will, have spoken on this item. I though this were virgin territoQ' and a completely new
certainly. do not intend to lirilit. the opportunities for subject, a new blackboard on which the fust words are yet

,delegations to present their vi~wpoints,but I would like to to be inscribed. On. the contrary, there are limits on the
ask delegations not to reopen ·the discussion ',which ,has maritime zone a1\dthere are basic agreements among States
already. beettheld in the Second Committee, or We shall not of the world, regarding certain portions, of those limits.
fmish thisitent. What is missing,' however, is a precise, clear..cut uniformity

and standardization of the limits, and it is to that thafthe
Third ,Conference on the Law of the Sea will devote, its

, attention.

..

121. Mr. KROYER (Iceland): My delegation and the other
sponsors.ofchaftresolution II appreciate the effort made
by. the repreSentative of Pakistan to aniveatwording 1hat
might be acceptable to the sponsors of the draft resolution
and"to the spOnsors of the amendment. We have nothad
theoPPodunity to consult all the sponsOrs but we feel that,
as We stated before, the amendment and the suggestions of
the' representative ,ofPakistan are'superfluous andwe regret
that the sponsors will not be able to accept his suggestions.
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122. Mr. VALDES (Bolivia) (interpretation from
.. Spanish): My delegation supports the amendment in docu..

ment A/L.694 to draft resolution II because we feel that it
is fully in keeping With resolution 2750 C (XXV), which
dermes the mandate of the f01't.l:lcoming Conference on the
Law of the Sea.

123. 'With regard to the amendment introduced by,'Sudan,
I should like to' say that a similar amendment was rejected
by .the Second, Conunittee and that draft resolution IV is
not intended to' create a' new category of developing
country~ Therefore we would be unable. to support that
ame,ndment [A/L. 695J.. '

124. Mr. GALINDOPOHL (El Salvador) (interpretation
'from Spanish): I wish to speak on the amendment in
documentA/L.694 and to give'the reasons for which my
delegation will.vote against that amendment.

125. First of all, a study of the text shows that the
wording ~ too wide for the purposes in the minds of the
spOnsors. It suffices to, read the assumption on which that
.amendment rests to come to that conclusion, since the
amendment. itself reads:" ~'Bearing in mind that the question
of the llinitsofStates' national jurisdiction will be dealt
with ., •.". •According •to this document~ therefore" the
question of thelitnit of St3tes' national jurisdiction withcut
any r~servatiQn and without any limitation will be dealt
with.bythe forthcoming Conference on the Law of theSea.
Now, it is my understanding that that Conference will deal
with matters of limits within a complex of other matters­
not with aUlimits of the national jurisdiction of States but
only with the limits of certain marine zones. So, if my
delegation were one ofthe, amendment's sponsors or were
interested in it, we would propose .a subamendment to
'pinpoint the reason for which this amendment has been
subIllitted.However" since this is not the case,' my
'delegation'is merely pointingout,one of. the flaws-linguis..
tic perhaps, but nevertheless it flaW-in this amendment.

126w However, even,were theamendrnent to be corrected
by adding wording~ that would. define its context correctly,

, there. would still be 'SUbstantive reasonsfor rejecting it. It is
not maritime'limits as a whole that are to be put before the

.,
•
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137. The PRESIDENT (fnte7pretation fr()mFrf!nch): We
shall now vote on operatiVe paraglaph4.

Abstaining: Botswana, Burundi, Canada, Denmark, Fin­
land,Greece, Ireland, Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia,
New Zealand, NorWay, Paraguay,Portugal, Rwanda, South
Afric·a, Spain, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Uganda,
United States of America, Upper Vo!ta, Zambia.

Libyan:;Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Malta,
Maurit;fuia, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Nicaragua~ Niger,
Nige~~ Oman" Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines,
Romaitia, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra;, Leone~ Somalia, Sri
Lanka, Sudan~ Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and
'l'2Pago,Tunisia~. Turkey, United &public of ,Tanzania,
Uruguay,. Venez'l.ela,. Yugo~l~v~,-'.Zaire.

.••........",.-

Against: Afghanistan, Austria, Bahrain, Belgium, Bhutan,
BoliVia, .BUlgaria, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Czechoslovakia, Equatorial Guinea~ France, HungaI)r, haq,
Italy, Japan, l.esotho, Luxembourg, Mongolia, Nepal,
Netherlands,Poland, Singapore, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union ofSoviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain. and'Northern
Ireland.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Barbados, Bhutan,BollVia, Botswana, Brazil, Buigaria,
Burina, Burundi, Byelorussiall" Soviet Socialist RepUblic,
Cameroon, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,Congo, Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia~ Da.homey,Democratic
Yemen, Dominican RepUblic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Ethiopi~ Fiji, Gabon,.Ghana, Greece,Guatemala, Guyana,
Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, han,
Iraq, Ireland, Israel, IvoryC9ast,lamaica, Jordan, Kenya,
Kluner Republic, Kuwait, Laos, Lesotho, "Libyan.A1'ab
Republic,Madagascar,Malaysia, Mali, Malta, MaUritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, ,Mongolia, Morocco,Nepal, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, ,Oman, Pakistan,·Pana.ma,Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Romania,SaudiArabia,. Senegal, SieJTaLeone,
Sotnalia, Sri lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Repub­
lic, •Togo, ,Trinidad, and .:Tobago, Tunisia,'Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian SovSet Socialist..Republic, Onion ,of Soviet
Socialist RepUblics, United Arab Ernirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia. .,., .

Against: Belgium, Netherlands, United Kingdoln ofGreat
Britain Md NorthernJreland.

.Abstaining; ,Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Cana4a, .Den­
mark, Finland, ltaly,Japan, Libel'ia, J.<w(embourg, New
zealand, Norway; Paraguay, .Podugal, Rwanda~Singapore,
South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, United'StateS,of
A!tlerica. .

Paragraph 3 was adopted by"98 votes to 3, with 21
abstentions.

The words "and in the $uperjacent waters"were adopted
by 74 votes to 26, with 25 abstentffbns.

136. , The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
shall now vote on operative paragraph 3.

A recorded vote was taken.

Abstaining: Albania, Argentina, Australia, Botswana,
Canada, Chad, China, Colombia, Cyprus, Democratic
Yemen, Demnark, Equatorial Guinea, Finland, Greece,
India, Indonesia, Iran, Khmer Republic, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Mauritius, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Portugal, SaudiArabia,
Sri Lanka, Sweden.

A recorded vote mzs taken.

135. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
shall now vote on the last five words' of operative
par~graph 1, the words "and in the supeJjacefitwaters".

In favour: Albania,Algeria, Argentina, Austr~:Jia, Bar­
badosu Brazil, Bunna, Ca.meroon, Chad, Chile,China,
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyp,..us, Dahomey,
Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,Egypt,
El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon,Ghana,Guatemala~

Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, India, IndoneSia, Iran,
Israel, Ivory Coast, Jarnaica, Kenya, Kluner Republic, Laos,

132. It appears that 'there are no objections to those
requests for separate votes.

133. A r~corded vote has been requested on all the
a.mendments and draft resolutions.

been requests for separate votes on the words "and in the
superjacent waters" at the end of operative paragraph 1and
on operative paragraphs 3 and 4.

Aga/flSt: Algeria, Barbados, Brazil, Bunna, Cameroon,
Chlle,Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba~ Dahomey, Dominican
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,Gabon, Ghana,
Guatemala, Guyana, HondUras, Iceland, Israel, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Kenya, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic} Mada­
gascar, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Morocco, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Peru, Romania, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Somalia, Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, YugoslaVia, Zaire.

The amendment was rejected by 50 votes to 45, Witlt 28
abstentions.

In favour: Afghanistan, Austria, Bahrain,Belgium,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Bulgaria, Bunmdi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, Ethiopia, Fiji, France,
Haiti, Hungary, Iraq, Italy, Japan, Jordan, Laos, Lesotho,
Luxembourg, Malaysia, Malta, Mongolia, Nepal, Nether­
lands, New Zealand, Panama, Paraguay, Philippines, Poland,
Rwanda, Singapore, South Africa, Spain, Thailand, Turkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Upper VoIta, Zambia.

134. We shall take a decision lust on the amendment in
, document A/L.694 submitted by Afghanistan and several
other countries. The representative of .Pakistan proposed a
change, in that ,amendment, but I understand that he does
not press that proposal. I shall therefore put to the vote the
amendment asit appears in document A/L.694.

A recorded vote lW¥s taken.
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A recorded vote lWS taken.

• .In favour: Afghanistan, Albania» Algeria, Argentina,
Austria, Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Boli1fm, Bots­
wana, Brazil~ Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorusluan Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Chile, China, CQlombia,
Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dmt~
mey, Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt,EI Salvador,· Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji,
France, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland» Israel, Italy, IVQry Coast, Jamaica, Kenya, Kluner
Republic, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, i..esotho, Libyan Arab
Republic, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauri­
tania, Mauritius, MeXico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal,
Netherlands, Nicaragua, Nige(, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
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 Republic of Tanzania, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, 'Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Non~.

Abstaining: Al~stia1ia, Canada, Denmark, Finland, Japan,
Jordan, . Liberia, Malta, New Zealand, Portugal, South
Afric-a, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America.

Draft resolution HI was adopted by 111 votes to none,
with 13 abstentions (resolution 3017 (XXVII)).

140. The PRESIDENT {interpretation from French}: The
Assembly will now turn to draft resolution lV, entitled
"The problem of mass poverty and unemployment in
developing cQuntries". We shall vote fust on the amend­
ment [A/L.695] submitted by fIVe delegations, which
proposes a new formulation of operative paragraph 4.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, A\lstria,
Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Burundi, Cameroon, Canada,
Chile, Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic,
Ecuador, Egypt, Ethiopia, Finland, France, Gabon,
Guyana, Haiti, Iceland, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia,
South Africa, Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab
RepUblic, Trinidad and .Tobago, United Arab Emirates,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia.

A recorded vote was taken.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Bahrain, Canada, Den~

mark, Finland, Italy, Japan, KhnJer Republic, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Nepal, New Zealand, Norway, Paraguay,
Portugal, SingapOre, South Mric-a, Spain, Sweden, Thai~

land, United States of America.

Parag!'aph 4 was adopted by 95 votes to 3, with 22
abstentions.

In favour: Albania, Algeria, Argentina,Barbados, Bolivia,
Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Bunna, BUl11ndi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Chad, Chile, China,
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czecho­
slov~a, Dahomey, DemocraticYem~n, Dominican Repub~

lie, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon,
Gbana, Greece, Guatemala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hun­
gary~' lceland,India~ Indonesia, Iranf Ireland, Israel, Ivory
Coast, Jainaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,Laos, Lebanon,
Lesotho, .Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia,.
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Peru, ,Philippines,Poland, Romania, Rwanda,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Aiab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Belgium, Netherlands, United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland.
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.A recorded vote lWl$ taken. Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America.

Draft resolution 11 was adopted by 102 votes to none,
with 22 abstentions(resolution 3016 (XXVII)).
139. The PRESiDENT (interpretation from French): We
come now to draft resolution Ill, entitled "Outflow of
trained personnel from developing to developed countries".
The report of the Fifth Committee on the fmancial and
administrative implications of this draft resolution will be
found ID document A/S'J70.

138. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I
shall now put to the vote 'draft resolution Has a whole.

In favour: Albania, Algeria, Argentina, Australia, Bar­
bados, Bhutan,Botswana, Bl'azll, Bulgaria,Bunna, Burundi,.
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist RepUblic, Cameroon, Canada,
Cha~ Cblle, China, Colombia,· Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Democratic Yemen,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equa..
torial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon,Ghana, Greece, Guate­
mala, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary;. Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Jordan, Kenya, Khmer Republicj KUWait, Laos, Lepanon,
Lesotho, Libyan Arab RepUblic, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, MeXico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Nepal,·New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru,· Philippines, Poland,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Repub­
lic; Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugoslavia, .
zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Mghanistan, Austria, Bahrain,Belgium,
Bolivia, Denmark, Finland, Italy, Japan,Liberia, Luxem­
bourg, Nethedands, Norway, Paraguay, Portugal, Singapore,
South Africa, Spain, Sweden, Thailand, United Kingdom of

..
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The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.
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In favour: Afghanistan, A~bania, Algeria, Australia, All~'

tria, Bahrain, Barbados, Belgium, Bhutan, Bolivia, Bots­
wana, Bunna, BU1~andi, Cameroon,. Canada, Chad, China,
Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cyprus, Dahomey, Demo­
cratic Yemen, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, France, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti,
Honduras, lcelanQ, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq; Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Khmer Repub­
lic, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab
Republic, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Maufi­
tania, Mauritius, Mexico, M.orocco, Nepal, Netherlands,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Rwanda,
Saudi AraJia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
South Africa, Sri Lanka,Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United Arab Emirates, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
RepUblic of Tanzania, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Argentina, .Brazil, Bulgaria,Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Chile, Cuba, Czec40slovakia,
Guyana, Hungary, Ivory Coast, Malta, Mongolia, Paraguay,
Poland, Romania, Spain, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repub­
lic, UniOl1 of Soviet Socialist Republics, Uruguay, Vene­
zuela.

Draft resolution V was adopted by 106 votes to none,
with 20 abs.tentions (resolution 3019 (XXVII)).

143. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I
now refer members to the draft decisions of the Second
Conunittee commended to the General Assembly for
adoption. They will be found in paragraph 59 of document
A/8963, and were adopted in the Second Committee
without objection.

144. . I should like to explain that the delegations of China
and Honduras have proposed that the .words "important
contribution" appearing in .the frrst line of paragraph
59 (Il) be replaced by "importance", so that the phrase
would read: "recognizing the importance of the proposals".
If there is no objection, and since this change does not
affect the decision, I shall take it. that the Assembly agrees
to this new formulation,and that it approves the decisions
taken"by the Second Committee.

It was so decided.

145. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): lam·
informed .that there are seven delegations that wish to
explain their' votes after the vote. We shall therefore
adjourn that part of our discussion untiltheaftemoon
meeting.
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Against: Australia, Bolivj.a, Colombia, Costa Rica,9 Daho- 142. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We
mey, El Salvador) Fiji, Ghaoo, Guatemala, India,Indonesia, .shall now vote on draft resolution V, entitled "Un:.\ted
Iran, Kenya, Libyan Arab Republic, Madagascar, Malaysia, Nations Fund for Population Activities".
Mali, Morocco, New Zealand, Niger, Pakistan, Philippines,
Thailand, Togo, United Republic of Tanzania, Zamhia. A recorded vote was taken.

141. The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The
Assembly will now vote on the draft resolution as a whole,
as amended.

Litho in United Nations, New York

Against: Brazil.

A recorded vote was taken.

Abstaining: Bhutan, Brazil, Bulgaria, Bunna, Byelorussian
Soviet .Socialist Republic, Chad, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Equatorial Guinea, Greece, Honduras, Hun­
gary, Israel, Japan, Lesotho, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Nepal, Oman, Panama, Peru, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, Singapo,l'e, Sri Lanka, Tunisia, Tu~key, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, Uruguay, Zaire.

The amendment lWlS adopted by 56 votes to 26, with 37
abstentions. .

Abstaining: Argentina, Bolivia, Ecuador, Guatemala, Hon..
duras, Ivory Coast, Paraguay, Sudan,l 0 Uruguay.

Draft resolution IV as a whole, as amended, was adopted
by 112 votes to 1, with 9 abstentions (resolution 3018
(XXV/I)).It

In favour: Afghanistan, Aigeria, Austria, Bahrain, Bar­
bados, Belgium, Bhutan, Botswana,Bulgaria, Bunna,
Burundi) Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba,
Cyprus, "'Czechoslovakia, Dahomey,Democratic Yemen,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Egypt, El Salvador> Equa­
torial GUine~, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, Gabon,
Ghana, Gree,ce, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, Iceland> India,
Indonesia, Il:an. h~.q, Xreland, Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan,. Kenya, Khmer RepUblic, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakis­
tan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Romania,
Rwand~ Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone t Singapore,
Somalia, South Africa, Sri Lanka, Swaziland, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic~ Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Social­
ist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper VoIta,
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

9 The delegation of Costa Rica subsequently informed the
Secretariat that it wished to have its vote recorded as an abstention.

10 The delegation of Sudan subse.quently informed the Secretariat
that it wished to have its vote recorded as having been in favour of
the draft resolution.

11 The delegation of Spain SUbsequently informed the Secretariat
that it \vis!1ed to have its vote recorded as having been in favour of
the draft resolution.
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