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AGENDA ITEMS 37 AND 12 

Policies of apartheid of the Govemment of South Africa 
(continued) (A/8403, A/8422 and Corr.l, A/8467, A/ 
8468, A/8515/Rev.l, A/SPC/145, A/SPC/L.208, A/SPC/ 
L.209/Rev.2, A/SPC/L.210, A/SPC/L.211, A/SPC/ 
L.212/Rev.l, A/SPC/L.213, A/SPC/L.214, A/SPC/L.215, 
A/SPC/L.216, A/SPC/L.217, A/SPC/L.218, A/SPC/ 
L.219, A/SPC/L.220, A/SPC/L.221, A/SPC/L.222): 

(a) Report of the Special Committee on Apartheid (A/ 
8422 and Corr.l); 

(b) Reports of the Secretary-General (A/8467, A/8468); 
(c) Report of the Economic and Social Council (chapter 

XVII (section C)) (A/8403) 

1. The CHAIRMAN drew attention to the Special Com
mittee's report (A/8515/Rev.1) on the activities of the 
trade union movements, which had just been distributed. 

2. He pointed out that the Committee had before it eight 
draft resolutions, together with a number of amendments, 
as follows: first, draft resolution A/SPC/L.208 entitled 
"Arms embargo", with amendments to operative para
graphs 5 and 7 submitted by Sierra Leone (A/SPC/L.217); 
second, draft resolution A/SPC/L.209/Rev.2 entitled "Edu
cational rna terial on apartheid"; third, draft resolution 
A/SPC/L.21 0 entitled "Programme of work of the Special 
Committee on Apartheid", concerning which the Secre
tary-General had submitted a note (A/SPC/L.216) con
taining a statement on the administrative and financial 
implications of the recommendations set forth in the draft 
resolution; fourth, draft resolution A/SPC/L.211, entitled 
"Apartheid in sports", with a list of sponsors, to which the 
name of Mongolia should be added; fifth, draft resolution 
A/SPC/L.212/Rev.1, entitled "Establishment of Bantu
stans", of which Bulgaria, Kenya and Nigeria had become 
co-sponsors, and for which an amendment to the preamble 
had been submitted by Ghana (A/SPC/L.215) and an 
amendment to operative paragraph 3 by Sierra Leone 
(A/SPC/L.218); sixth, draft resolution A/SPC/L.213, en
titled "Dissemination of information on apartheid", with 
an amendment to operative paragraph 5 submitted by 
Sierra Leone (A/SPC/L.219); seventh, draft resolution 
A/SPC/L.214, concerning the situation in South Africa, 
with an amendment to operative paragraph 5 submitted by 
Sierra Leone (A/SPC/L.220) and amendments to operative 
paragraphs 2 and 10 by Cameroon (A/SPC/L.221); and 
eighth, draft resolution A/SPC/L.222 on action against 
apartheid by trade unions. 

3. He suggested, for the sake of convenience, that the 
Committee should vote on the draft resolutions in the order 
in which they had been submitted. 

NEW YORK 

4. Mr. PEJIC (Yugoslavia) said that the sponsors of draft 
resoluticn A/SPC/L.212/Rev .1 accepted the amendment 
proposed by the representative of Ghana (A/SPC/L.215). 

5. Mr. TEYMOUR (Egypt) announced that Burundi, 
Cameroon, India, Kenya, Kuwait and Nepal had also 
become sponsors of draft resolution A/SPC/L.214. In 
addition, the sponsors of that draft resolution had accepted 
the amendment submitted by the representative of Sierra 
Leone (A/SPC/L.220) with the following modifications to 
operative paragraph 5: the words "Strongly reaffirms" had 
been changed to "Reaffirms"; the word "and" after the 
word "apartheid" had been deleted and replaced by a 
comma, and the words "and similar ideologies" had been 
inserted after the words "racial discrimination". The 
amendment proposed by the delegation of Cameroon 
(A/SPC/L.221) had been accepted by the sponsors. In 
operative paragraph 3 of the draft resolution the word 
"Condemns" had been replaced by the words "Declares 
that", the word "are" had been added before the words 
"designed primarily", and the words "liberation move
ment" had been amended to read "liberation movements". 
A new operative paragraph had been added to the text 
reading as follows: 

"14. Requests the Secretary-General to submit a 
report on the implementation of the present resolution to 
the General Assembly at its twenty-seventh session." 

6. The CHAIRMAN read out operative paragraphs 2, 3, 5 
and 10 of resolution A/SPC/L.214, as amended, and the 
text of the new operative paragraph 14. 

7. Mr. CHAMMAS (Lebanon) recalled that at the previous 
meeting he had proposed that operative paragraph 7 of 
draft resolution A/SPC/L.214 should be amended to read as 
follows: 

"7. Reaffirms the determination of the United Nations 
to intensify its efforts to find a solution to the present 
grave situation in southern Africa and to ensure the 
achievement of the legitimate rights of all the inhabitants 
of that area, irrespective of race, colour or creed;". 

If the sponsors of the draft resolution did not accept that 
proposal, he wished to propose it as an amendment. 

8. Mr. ISSRAEL YAN (Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that, judging by the course the Committee's work 
was taking, he feared a recurrence of the confusion 
experienced at the previous meeting. He proposed that the 
Committee should consider the draft resolutions in the 
order of their symbols, beginning with draft resolution 
A/SPC/L.208, and should vote on each draft resolution 
after considering it. 
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9. Mr. PESMAZOGLU (Greece) supported the proposal. Abstaining: United Kingdom of Great Britain and North-
ern Ireland, United States of America, Australia, Belgium, 

10. Mr. JAISEY (Ghana) pointed out that the various France, New Zealand. 
amendments should have been communicated to the 
Secretariat in writing after the previous meeting. No 
amendment that had not been submitted in writing could 
be taken into consideration at the current meeting. 

11. Mr. CHAMMAS (Lebanon) hoped that a revised 
version of draft resolution A/SPC/L.214 would be circu
lated at the current meeting. While supporting the proposal 
of the Soviet Union representative, he felt that the 
Committee should first vote on draft resolutions A/SPC/ 
L.208, A/SPC/L.209/Rev.2 and A/SPC/L.211, which would 
leave time for circulating revised texts of the other draft 
resolutions. 

12. Mr. GANDA (Sierra Leone) supported the Soviet 
Union proposal but felt that it would be better to begin 
with the non-controversial draft resolutions, namely, those 
without any paragraphs on which delegations had expressed 
reservations. 

13. Mr. TREKI (Libyan Arab Republic) and 
Mr. ARNAUD (Argentina) supported the proposal of the 
representative of the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. 

14. The CHAIRMAN called upon the Committee to 
consider draft resolution A/SPC/L.208, on the arms em
bargo, and asked whether the sponsors accepted the 
amendments submitted by the representative of Sierra 
Leone (A/SPC/L.217). 

15. Mr. EDREMODA (Nigeria) said that the sponsors 
accepted the Sierra Leonean amendments. 

16. The CHAIRMAN read out paragraphs 5 and 7, as 
amended. 

At the request of the Nigerian representative, the vote 
was taken by roll-call. 

Singapore, having been drawn by lot by the Chainnan, 
was called upon to vote first. 

In favour: Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syrian Arab 
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, 
Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yemen, 
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, 
Austria, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelo
russian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Canada, 
Central African Republic, Ceylon, Chile, Colombia, Costa 
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, Ecuador, 
Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland, Gambia, Ghana, 
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indo
nesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, 
Japan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab 
Republic, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, 
Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, Nigeria, Norway, 
People's Democratic Republic of Yemen, People's Republic 
of the Congo, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, 
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone. 

Against: Portugal. 

The draft resolution, as amended, was adopted by 87 
votes to 1, with 6 abstentions. 

17. After a procedural de bate in which Mr. FARAH 
(Somalia), Mr. JAISEY (Ghana), Mr. AHMAD (India), 
Mr. COTTON (New Zealand), Mr. BASSETTE (Belgium), 
Mr. GRIGG (United States of America), Mr. THOMPSON
FLORES (Brazil), Mr. CHAMMAS (Lebanon), Mr. SPACIL 
(Czechoslovakia), and Mr. WARBERG (Denmark) took 
part, it was agreed that explanations of vote would be given 
either after the vote on each draft resolution or after the 
Committee had voted on all the draft resolutions currently 
before it. 

18. Mr. DI BERNARDO (Italy) said he had voted for the 
draft resolution because Italy fully supported the arms 
embargo recommended by the Security Council. However, 
had operative paragraph 1 been put to the vote separately, 
he would have abstained, just as at the previous session 
(696th meeting) the representative of Italy had abstained in 
the vote on the draft that became General Assembly 
resolution 2624 (XXV). He had some misgivings about 
operative paragraph 2, by which the General Assembly 
would interpret a Security Council resolution, and about 
operative paragraph 3, which might lead to a Il!isunder
standing, since the Security Council resolution 
(282 (1970)), on the arms embargo, was not mandatory. 

19. Mr. COTTON (New Zealand) explained that he had 
abstained in the vote on the draft resolution because, like 
some other representatives, he considered that operative 
paragraph 2 tended to interpret Security Council resolution 
282 (1970). His abstention in no way affected his country's 
determination not to sell arms to South Africa; if there had 
been a separate vote, he would have voted for operative 
paragraphs 4, 6 and 7. 

20. Mr. BRADY (Australia) said that his delegation had 
abstained in the vote, but pointed out that, long before the 
adoption of Security Council resolution 282 (1970), Aus
tralia had decided not to sell arms to South Africa, and it 
had no intention of doing so in the future. 

21. The CHAIRMAN invited the Committee to consider 
draft resolution A/SPC/L.209/Rev.2, concerning educa
tional material on apartheid. 

At the Chainnan 's invitation, Mr. A. de Silva, representa
tive of the United Nations Educational, Scientific and 
Cultural Organization, took a place at the Committee table. 

22. Mr. de SILVA (United Nations Educational, Scientific 
and Cultural Organization) said that the preamble of the 
draft resolution was completely in line with what UNESCO 
had been asked to do and with resolution 8, concerning 
UNESCO's contribution to peace and the elimination of 
colonialism, adopted at the sixteenth session of UNESCO's 
General Conference. That resolution requested the Direc
tor-General to intensify his efforts to counteract the 
propaganda of the Government of the Republic of South 
Africa by furnishing the OAU and States Members with the 
documentation at UNESCO's disposal. 
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23. A few weeks previously, the UNESCO Executive 
Board had confirmed that UNESCO had a part to play in 
the struggle against apartheid and, the previous week, 
consultations had been held with the Anti-Apartheid 
Movement in London to study the preparation of a set of 
documents on apartheid. The Director-General of UNESCO 
would bear in mind the United Nations recommendations 
when the UNESCO budget for 1973-1974 and the 
medium-term outline plan for 1973-1978 were drawn up. 
He assured the Committee that UNESCO would co-operate 
in the campaign against apartheid. He thanked the sponsors 
of the draft resolution for their complimentary statements 
about UNESCO in the preamble. 

24. The CHAIRMAN asked representatives who wished to 
do so to give their explanations of vote before the vote. 

25. Mr. SPACIL (Czechoslovakia) fully supported draft 
resolution A/SPC/L.209/Rev.2, but regretted that in oper· 
ative paragraph 4 the words "Invites all States", which he 
had suggested at the 776th meeting, had not been used. 
Such a wording would have made it possible to include all 
countries of the world in the struggle against apartheid, 
whether they were Members of the United Nations or not, 
including the German Democratic Republic. 

26. Mr. ISSRAELY AN {Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lics) said that he too would have preferred the wording 
proposed by the representative of Czechoslovakia, since the 
campaign against apartheid concerned the whole of man
kind. He would nevertheless vote for the draft resolution. 

27. Mr. GANDA {Sierra Leone) agreed with the opinions 
expressed by the representatives of Czechoslovakia and the 
Soviet Union and recalled that at the previous meeting he 
had formally submitted a proposal which took their views 
into account. 

28. Mr. TEYMOUR (Egypt) regretted that the wording 
proposed by the representative of Czechoslovakia had not 
been used. Many States non-Members of the United Nations 
were fighting apartheid and the United Nations should 
recognize that fact. He would nevertheless vote for the 
draft resolution. 

29. Mr. WYZNER {Poland) supported the draft resolution 
which he considered most constructive, but agreed with the 
preceding speakers. Other States besides Members of the 
United Nations, such as the German Democratic Republic, 
had always been in the forefront of the struggle against 
apartheid and racial discrimination. He hoped that 
UNESCO would bear that fact in mind. 

30. Mr. ACOSTA (Cuba) said he too would have preferred 
the invitation in operative paragraph 4 to be addressed to 
all States. He fully supported the views which had just been 
expressed. 

31. Mr. SCHRAM (Iceland) said that he would vote for 
the draft resolution since Iceland had always opposed the 
policy of apartheid. He would like his country to be 
included among the sponsors of the draft resolution. 

At the request of the representative of India, the vote was 
taken by roll call. 

Portugal, having been drawn by lot by the Chairman, was 
called upon to vote first. 

In favour: Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, 
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Swac:ibnd, 
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad · 
and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United 
States of America, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugo
slavia, Zaire, Zambia, Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, 
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, 
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, 
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Ceylon, 
Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 
Denmark, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland, 
France, Gambia, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, 
Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, 
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, 
Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Luxem
bourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, 
Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, 
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, People's Democratic Republic 
of Yemen, People's Republic of the Congo, Peru, Philip
pines, Poland. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Portugal and the United Kingdom of Great 
Britain and Northern Ireland. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 97 votes to none, 
with 2 abstentions. 

32. Mr. AHMAD {India), speaking on behalf of the 
sponsors, thanked the countries of Asia, Africa, Latin 
America and the socialist States, as well as some of the 
Western States, for enabling the international community 
to take a step forward in the struggle against apartheid. 
Education was the best antidote to hatred and prejudice. 
He regretted that the great Powers had not been among the 
sponsors of the draft resolution. 

33. The CHAIRMAN, calling upon the Committee to 
consider draft resolution A/SPC/I..210, concerning the 
programme of work of the Special Committee, recalled that 
the administrative and financial implications of the draft 
resolution were given in a note (A/SPC/L.216) by the 
Secretary -General. 

34. Mr. ALVARADO (Venezuela) had some miSgiVIngs 
about the third preambular paragraph of the draft. He 
wondered whether that paragraph referred also to that part 
of the Special Committee's report (A/8422 and Corr.1, 
para. 322 (c)) which recommended the holding of further 
joint meetings of that Committee with the Special Com
mittee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation 
of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and Peoples and the United Nations 
Council for Namibia. His country was opposed to that 
recommendation. 

35. With regard to operative paragraph 1, sub
paragraph (a), his delegation wished to recall that in the 
statement it had made during the general debate (771st 
meeting), it had supported the Special Committee's recom-
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mendation that it should participate in an international 45. Mr. COTTON (New Zealand) wished to explain before 
conference on apartheid. However, in the Secretary- the vote why his country intended to abstain, although it 
General's note at least one meeting was mentioned on fully supported the Olympic principle of non-discrimina-
which his delegation had not sufficient information to tion in sports. In a democratic society, the Government did 
indicate that it would be dealing with apartheid. It would not have the power to impose a particular course of 
vote for draft resolution A/SPC/L.210, on the under- conduct on its citizens as long as they did not break the 
standing that the last preambular paragraph referred solely law. Furthermore, while sporting activities played an 
to the operative part, and subject to the reservations he had important role in the life of New Zealanders, they were 
expressed. essentially restricted to independent and autonomous or

36. Mr. FARAH (Somalia) pointed out that during the 
previous week the Third Committee had adopted a draft 
resolution requesting the Commission on Human Rights to 
co-operate and consult with the Special Committee on 
Apartheid in preparing a convention on apartheid. 1 The 
Secretariat should bear in mind the fact that additional 
expenditure might be incurred if the programme of work of 
the Special Committee was increased. 

37. The CHAIRMAN put draft resolution A/SPC/L.210 to 
the vote. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 89 votes to none, 
with 4 abstentions. 

38. Mr. DI BERNARDO (Italy) said that he had voted for 
draft resolution A/SPC/L.210 but thought that care should 
be taken that application of the resolution should not 
involve wasteful expenditure. He expressed reservations 
concerning the expression "Endorsing the programme of 
work" in the third preambular paragraph. 

39. Mr. PESMAZOGLU (Greece) and Mr. DHALEE 
(People's Democratic Republic of Yemen), who had been 
absent when the vote was taken, requested that the names 
of their countries should be added to the list of those which 
had voted for the draft resolution. 

40. Mr. WARBERG (Denmark) said that he had voted for 
draft resolution A/SPC/L.210 but added that his delegation 
had already stated its position on the various recommen
dations of the Special Committee and the specific activities 
referred to in paragraph 306 of the report of that 
Committee (A/8422 and Corr.I). 

41. Mr. ERIKSEN (Norway) said that he was in general 
agreement with the text but had reservations concerning 
the third preambular paragraph for the same reasons as the 
Danish representative: he did not think it possible to 
endorse all the recommendations in the report of the 
Special Committee. 

42. Mr. BERNSTROM (Sweden) was not entirely satisfied 
with the wording of the final preambular paragraph; it 
would perhaps have been preferable to use the phrase 
"Taking note of' instead of "Endorsing': 

43. Moreover, his delegation intended to abstain from 
voting on draft resolution A/SPC/L.214, thus clearly 
indicating its position in the matter. 

44. The CHAIRMAN called upon the Committee to 
consider draft resolution A/SPC/L.211, concerning apart
heid in sports. 

1 See Official Records of the General Assembly, Twenty-sixth 
Session, Annexes, agenda item 54, document A/8542, para. 33. 

ganizations of amateurs. New Zealand did not even have a 
general federation of sports organizations or a Ministry of 
Sport. So long as it could be sure that the principle of 
non-discrimination was being observed, his Government 
allowed freedom of expression to a wide range of opinions, 
whether opposed to the maintenance of sporting relations 
with South Africa or, on the contrary, convinced that such 
relations provided an opportunity to exert a salutary 
influence on South Mrican policies. It was worth noting 
that in recent years the objectives of the draft resolution 
under consideration had been achieved through the exercise 
of democratic freedoms. 

46. The CHAIRMAN pointed out that the Secretariat had 
informed the Committee that draft resolution A/SPC/L.211 
had no financial implications. 

47. Mr. FARAH (Somalia) said that, on the other hand, 
the draft had profound moral and spiritual implications. 

At the request of the representative of Sierra Leone, the 
vote was taken by roll call. 

Liberia, having been drawn by lot by the Chainnan, was 
called upon to vote first. 

In favour: Liberia, Libyan Arab Republic, Luxembourg, 
Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, 
Nepal, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, People's 
Democratic Republic of Yemen, People's Republic of the 
Congo, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi 
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, 
Sudan, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, 
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, 
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, United States of America, Upper Volta, 
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Afghanistan, 
Algeria, Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Botswana, Brazil, 
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist 
Republic, Cameroon, Canada, Ceylon, Chile, Colombia, 
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark, 
Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland, Gambia, 
Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, Iceland, 
India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory 
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon. 

Against: None. 

Abstaining: Madagascar, New Zealand, Portugal, United 
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, Australia, 
Central African Republic, France, Greece. 

The draft resolution was adopted by 9/ votes to none, 
with 8 abstentions. 

48. Mr. BRADY (Australia) explained why his delegation 
had chosen to abstain. His country opposed apartheid in all 
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its manifestations, including discrimination on racial 
grounds in the selection of sporting teams. The Prime 
Minister of Australia had himself informed the South 
African Government of that. At the same time, his 
Government believed that politics should not impinge on 
international sporting competitions: it had always left 
Australian sporting associations free to manage their own 
affairs, and it was as a result of that freedom of choice that 
the visit of a South African sports team had recently been 
cancelled. 

49. Mr. PESMAZOGLU (Greece) said that his Government 
condemned apartheid but believed that sports should 
remain completely independent of politics. For that reason 
it had abstained from voting. 

50. Mr. JONCKHEER (Netherlands) thought that the 
draft resolution just adopted would have a definite effect 
on South African public opinion, and his delegation had 
voted for it. Nevertheless, his Government abided by the 
principle of no State interference in an area which in his 
country was an essentially private one. 

51. Mr. BERNSTROM (Sweden) said that, in voting for 
the draft resolution, he had merely expressed the Swedish 

people's opposition to the principle of discrimination in 
sports. However, his Government did not interfere in the 
activities of Swedish sporting organizations. 

52. Mr. USAETH (Norway) said that he had voted for the 
draft resolution, which agreed with the convictions of the 
Norwegian people. He wished to point out, however, that in 
Norway freedom of association was a constitutional prin
ciple and the Government could therefore exert only a 
limited influence. His delegation had reservations con
cerning operative paragraphs 5 and 10. 

53. Mr. WARBERG (Denmark) also expressed reservations 
concerning operative paragraph 10, for the reasons already 
stated. 

54. Miss DINCER (Turkey) reaffirmed her country's full 
support for the Olympic principle of non-discrimination in 
sports. Nevertheless, sporting activities in Turkey were 
generally of a private nature and therefore were not always 
open to Government influence. 


