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

4. The PRESIDENT: Statements will be limited to ex­
planations of vote. The positions of delegations regarding
the various recommendations of the Fifth Committee have
been made clear in the Committee and are reflected in the
relevant official records. May I remind Members that, un­
der decision 34/401, the General Assembly agreed that
when the same draft resolution is considered in a Main
Committee and in plenary I1!eeting a delegation should,
as far as possible, explain its vote only once,· that is,
either in the Committee or in the General Assembly, unless
that delegation's vote in the Assembly is diffe.rent from its
vote in the Committee. May I also remind Members that,
in accordance with the same decision, explanations of
vote should not exceed 10 minutes and should be made
by represen~atives from their seats.

1. Mr. MARTORELL (Peru), Rapporteur of the Fifth
Committee (ilZterpretation from Spanish): I have the hon­
our to present to the General Assembly the reports of the
Fifth Committee on agenda items 102, 105, 8(b), 12 and
109.

5. We shall consider first the report of the Fifth Com­
mittee on agenda item 102.

2. The first of these reports is contained in document
A/361772 on agenda item 102. In paragraph 8 of the re­
port, the Fifth Committee recommends two draft resolu­
tions for adoption by the General Assembly.

3. The second report that the Fifth Committee is sub­
mitting to the General Assembly deals with agenda items
105, 8(b) and 12, and is contained in document
A/361787. The recommendations of the Fifth Committee
appear in paragraphs 13 and 14 of the report. Finally, the
repoT':. ..... \ i:l-'= Fifth Committee on agenda item 109 is con­
tained in document A/361773. The recommendation is in
paragrgph 26.
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6. The As~~mbly will now take a de~ision on the draft
re~olutions .~~ommended by the FifthC6mrr,:H~e in para­
gr~ph 8 of its report [A/36/772]. We begin with draft res­
olution A. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma,
Burundi, Cil-riada:' Central African Republic, Chad, Chife,
China, Colombia, Congo, Costa Rica, 'Cyprus, Demo­
cratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ec­
uador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia" Fiji, Finland,
France, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana,
Greece, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Ireland, Is­
rael, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lesotho, Liberia, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Qatar, Ro­
mania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra
Leone, 'Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Suriname,
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 Cameroon,
United" Republic of Tanzania, United States of America,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia.

Against: Afghanistan, Bulgaria, Byelorussian Soviet So­
cialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, German Demo­
cratic Republic, Hungary, Lao People's Democratic Re­
public, Mongolia, Poland, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam.

Draft resolution A was adopted by l/5 votes to 13 (res­
olution 36/116 A). I

7. Mr. GOH (Singapore): My delegation did not intend
to participate in the vote on draft resolution A.

8. Mr. JOHNSON (Benin) (interpretation from French):
My delegation did not intend to participate in the vote on
draft resolution A.

9. The PRESIDENT: I now put to the vote draft resolu­
tion B.A recorded vol.e has been requested.

A' recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Algeria, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize, Bhutan, Bolivia,
Brazil, Burma. Burundi, Canada, Central African Re­
public, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Costa Rica,
Cyprus, , Democratic Kampuch~a. Democratic Yemen,
Denmark~ Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Finland, Gambia, Ghana, Grenada, Guatemala, Guinea, '
Guinea-Bissau. Guyana, Honduras, Iceland, India, Indo­
nesia. Ireland. Israel, Jamaica. Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lesotho, Liberia. Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta. Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Morocco, Mozam­
bique. Nepal. Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway. Oman. Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay. Peru. Philippines. Qatar, Rwanda, Samoa,
Saudi Arabia. Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia. Spain. Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden. Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad

and Tobago, Thnisia, Uganda, lJnited Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tan~ania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

, "

Against: Afghanistan, Belgium, Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cuba, Czechoslovakia, France,
German Democratic Republic, Gennany, Federal Republic
of, Greece, Hungary, Italy, Japan, Lao People's Demo­
cratic Republic, Luxembourg, Mongolia, Poland, Thrkey,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet So­
cialist Republics, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Viet Nam.

Abstaining: Australia, Congo, Dominican Republic,
Portugal, Romania. '.

Draft resolution B was adopted by 103 votes to 23,
with 5 abstentions (resolution 36/116 B).2

10. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will now
consider the report of the Fifth Committee on agenda
items' 105, 8(b) and 12 [A/36/787].

11. The Assembly will now take a decision on the draft
resolutions and the draft decision recommended by the
Fifth Committee in paragraphs 13 and 14 of that report.

12. Draft resolution A, entitled "Future work of the
Committee on Conferences", was adopted by the .Fifth
Committee by consensus. May I consider that the General
Assembly wishes to adopt draft resolution A?

Draft resolution A was adopted (resolution 36/JJ7 A).

13. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution B, entitled '~Sim,

ultaneous distribution of documents in the different lan­
guages of the United Nations", was adopted by the Com­
mittee by consensus. May I take it that the General
Assembly wishes to adopt draft resolution B?

Draft resolution B was adopted (resolution 36/J17 B).

14. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution C is entitled
"Control and limitation of documentation for treaty
bodies". May I consider that the General Assembly
adopts draft resolution C~

Draft resolution C was adopted (resolution 36/J17 C).

15. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution D is entitled
"Control and limitation of documentation for special con­
ferences" . May I take it that the General Assembly
adopts draft resolution D?

Draft resolution D was adopted (resolution 36/117 D).

16. The PRESIDENT: In paragraph 14 of its report, the
Fifth Committee recommends the adoption of a draft de­
cision which it adopted by consensus. May I take it that
the General Assembly wishes to adopt the draft decision?

The draft decision was adopted (decision 36/427).

17. The PRESIDENT: We turn now to th~ recommenda­
tion in paragraph 26 of the repgrt of the Fifth Committee
on agenda item 109 [A/36/773]. Draft resolutions I A,
I B and I C refer to the report of the United Nations
Joint Staff Pension Board. The Fifth Committee ad9pted
draft resolution I A without a vr'Jte. May I take it that the
General Assembly adopts draft resolution lA?
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31. Draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev. I relates to the
provisions of any agreement or treaty prejudicial to the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people as defined and
adopted by the United Nations. Furthermore, it states that
no State has the right to commit or determine the future
of the Palestinian people without the participation and
consent of that people.

32. As can be seen, this draft resolution does not deny
any State the sovereign right to negotiate" or conclude
agreements. It is more a question of reaffirming the sov­
ereign right of any people to participate fully in deciding
its future.

29. Thr: draft resolution also requests the Security
Council to convene in order to adopt measures for imple­
menting the recommendations of the Committee on the
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian Peo­
ple, which the General Assembly endorsed in its resolu­
tion 31/20 of 24 November 1976.

28. Draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.1 is the key text
submitted for the Assembly's approval. Il reaffinns the
inalienable rights of the Palestinian people, in particular
its right to establish its own independent sovereign State
in Palestine; Israel's withdrawal from an the Palestin~an

and other Arab territories occupied since June 1967; Is­
rael's obligation to comply with all resolutions of the
United Nations relating to the Holy City of Jerusalem;
and lastly the participation of the Palestinian people -in
any process concerning its future.

26. Draft resolution A/39L'::J2 deals with tb~ organiza~
tion of the work of the SpedaI" Ur.h" on Pales~mianRights
of the Secretariat and th~ dissemiration of documents pro­
duced by it. It recalls tn~ ,".eed to restructure that· body in
accordance with paragraph I of General Assembly resolu­
tion 34/65 D. The political importance of the Unit is the
basis for this new dimension.

27. Draft resolution" A/36/L.33/Rev.1 suggests that an
international conference be convened under United Na­
tions auspices on the question of Palestine. Represen­
tatives will recall that the United Nations has organized
conferences on apartheid and" on Kampuchea. The spon­
sors consider that a conference of this kind could make a
great contribution towards the understanding of the prob­
lem of Palestine; therefore, it could help to formulate pro­
posals for a just and comprehensive solution of this ques­
tion. The success of a conference of this kind depends on
careful preparation, which is why the sponsors have pro­
posed a period of four years for such preparation.

33. All these draft resolutions that I have the honour of
submitting to the General Assembly for its adoption are
in keeping with the spirit of the Charter and the relevant
resolutions of the Organization on the question of Pcll­
estin~. Their objective is to restpre. by peaceful means, .
peace and stability in the region. That is why the spon­
sors consider that their adoption and scrupulous imple­
mentation could constitute an important and decisive
stage in the quest for a just, comprehensive and lasting
solution to the question of Palestine.

30. Draft resolution A/36/L.51 relates to the Holy City
of Jerusalem. It considers null and void all legislative and
administrative measures taken by Israel to alter the
juridical and historical character of that city. In drafting
this text, the sponsors based themselves on the relevant
United Nations resolutions on Jerusalem. .

• d
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25. Draft resolution A/36/L. 31 /Rev. I reaffirms -the rec­
ommendations made by the Committee in its report
[A/36/35, paras. 49-53 and annex I] and endorsed several
times by the General Assembly, including in resolution
31120. It requests the United Nations Conciliation Com­
mission for Palestine and other relevant United Nations
bodies to co-operate fully with the Committee and author­
izes the Committee to continue its work and to make pro­
posals to the General Assembly or the Security Council.
as appropriate.

*Resumed from the 85th meeting.

Draft resolution /l C was adopted (resolution 36/119 C).

AGENDA ITEM 31

Draft resolution 1 A was adopted (resOlution 36/118 A).

18: The PRESIDENT: 'Draft resolution I B was adopted
by the Fifth Committee without a vote. May I take it that
the General Assembly wishes t~ do the same?

Draft resolution 1 B was adopted (resolution 36/118 B).

19. '.The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution I C was adopt~d

by the Fifth Committee without a vote. May I take it that
the General Assembly wishes to do the same?

Draft resolution 1 C was adopted (resolution 36/118 C).

20. The PRESIDENT: We shall now take decisions on
the draf~ resolutions concerning investments of the United
Nations Joint Staff Pension Fund. The Fifth Committee
adopted draft resolution II A without a vote. May I take it
that the General Assembly wishes to do the SCime?

22. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution II C was
adopted by the Fifth Com~ittee without a vote. May I
take it that the General Assembly wishes to do the same?

Question of Palestine: report of the Committee on the
Ei'ercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian
People <concluded)*

23. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Senegal to introduce all the draft resolutions pertaining to
this agenda item.

24. Mr. SARRE (Senegal) (interpretation from French):
I have the honour, on behalf of the spor.sors and the
members of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalien­
able Rights of the Palestinian PeQple. to submit to the
Assembly draft resolutions A/36/L.3 t/Rev.l. L.32,
L.33/Rev.l, L.50/Rev.I, L.5t and L.52/Rev. I, which
have been drawn up on the basis 'of previous resolutions,
taking fully into consideration the events that have taken
place this year in the region concerned. In drawing up
these texts the sponsors also took into consideration the
opinions expressed by delegations at this present session
on this item.

Draft resolution /l A was adopted (resolution 36//19 A).

21. The PRESIDENT: The Fifth Committee also
adopted draft resolution II B without a vote. May I take it
that the General Assembly wishes to do the same?

Draft resolution I! B was adopted (resolution 36/119
B).

au
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34. The PRESIDENT: A number of "delegations have
asked to be allowed to explain their vote before the vote,
and I shall now call on them.

35. Mr. de PINIES (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish):
The question of Palestine is one of the central problems of
the Middle East crisis which, in turn, has become the
questiop before the Unhed Nations which most urgently
requires solution. This is the doctrine which Spain for
two decades has b~en presenting to the Assembly in a
clear and consistent manner, and which time has now
confirmed.

36. Not a single statement made in this forum by suc­
cessive Ministers for Foreign Affairs of Spain has failed
to mention this fact. I shall merely refer to the statement
made at the 12th meeting of this session, in which it was
said that "peace cannot be envisaged as long as the legiti­
ma~e national rights of the Palestinian people are not rec­
ognized" .

37. With that idea in mind, my country maintains that a
political negotiating machinery must be set up in which
all the interested parties would necessarily be repre­
sented-including, therefore, the Palestinian people,
whose legitimate representation has been recognized as
being the Palestine Liberation Organization [PLO]-and
which must take into account the right of all States in the
region to live in peace within secure and recognized
boundaries.

38. This year the question of Palestine includes-in ad­
dition to questions discussed in the Special Political Com­
mittee, in which my delegation took an active part-six
draft resolutions, most of which bring up to date draft
resolutions considered at previous sessions of the General
Assembly. .

39. My delegation will vote in favour of draft resolu­
tions A/36/L.311Rev.l, L.32, L.33/Rev.l, L.50/Rev.1 and
L.51, since they deal with different aspects of the Palestin­
ian drama, such as the work of the Committee on the
Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian Peo­
ple, the principles which should guide the establishment
of peace in the region and the status of Jerusalem.

40. With reference to draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.l,
I wish to enter a reservation in respect of operative para­
graph 9. In my statement at the thirty-fifth session of the
General Assembly I indicated that our participation in the
Security Council beginning on 1 January 1981 prevented
us from prejudging what that body might decide about
references to the question in the texts of that session.
S: -:e almost a year has passed since Spain began to take
part in the highest political body of the Organization, I
would recall the interest with which my delegation has
considered all questions which have come before it-in
particular Israel's attack on the Iraqi nuclear research in­
stallations, an act which the Spanish Government strongly
condemned. However, Spain's presence in the Security I

Council continues to prevent us from prejudging our·
country's position in that body. .

41. My delegation will abstain in the vote on draft reso­
lution A/36/L.52/Rev.l because, although it considers that
it refers to the rights of the Palestinian people only and
does not in any way affect agreements which other parties
in the area might have concluded, it includes a question­
able element that we would not like to see reflected in the
United Nations.

42. Lastly, I wish to reiterate that the delegation of
Spain, in voting in favour of draft resolution A/36/L.33/
Rev.1, which calls for the convening of an International
Conference on the Question of Palestine not later than
1984, earnestly hopes that this difficult question will thus
find a definitive path towards a solution.

43. The PRESIDENT: I should like to remind members
that explanations of vote are limited to 10 minutes and
that we shall observe that limitation.

44. Mr. KASEMSRI (Thailand): The question of Pal­
estine continues to be the central source of tension in the
Middle East and to threaten world peace and security. Re­
cent developments and the debate on agenda item 31 have
revealed two significant facts. First, despite the notable
historic accords that could have accelerated the process of
peaceful settlement, obstacles continue to be placed in the
way of progress towards the attainment of national sov­
ereignty and independence by the long-suffering Palestin­
ian people. Secondly, the major part of the international
community is more united than ever in pressing for the
immediate and full exercise by the Palestinian people of
their inalienable rights, including theiT right to self-deter­
mination. It is a regrettable fact that Israel still defies
world public opinion and continues to occupy the Arab
territories, thereby forcing countless numbers of the Pal­
estinian people-indeed, a whole nation-to remain
homeless. Israel's unilateral acts pertaining to the oc­
cupied territories, including Jerusalem, in violation of the
Charter of the United Nations, international law and the
relevant United Nations resolutions, have further under­
mined the prospects ror a peaceful settlement in the Mid­
dle East.

45. It is Thailand's po:..ition not to recognize Israel's an­
nexation of Jerusalem or that city's becoming Israel's cap­
ital: It also considers any change in the demographic sta­
tus of the occupied territories, including Jerusalem. to 2~

contrary to United Nations resolutions and not in conform­
ity with international law.

46. Thailand's position on the q.uestion of Palestine and
the situation in the Middle East has been repeatedly stated
and is on record. In a world of interdependence, the ex­
plosive situation in the Middle E 'f, agj;!r~vated by Is­
rael's attacks on civilian targets i Leball,ll and on the
nuClear installations in Iraq, threatens' the safety and well­
being of the rest of the world.

47. The legitimate rights of the Palestinian people to
self-determination without external interference, including
their right to national independence and sovereignty and
their right to return to their homes and recover their prop­
erty, must be respected. In our view, to enhance the pros­
pects for peace in the Middle East, the PLO, which the
General Assembly has recognized as the sole legitimate
representative of the Palestinian people, must be allowed
to participate in the entire peace process.

48. At the same time, the legitimate rights of all States
peacefully to exist within secure and recognized borders
must also be recognized.

49. Because of Israel's continued presence in the Arab
territories occupied since the 1967 war, and in view of the
fact that the Palestinians contique to be deprived of their
legitimate rights, the international community must redou­
ble its efforts to assure those rights.

50. In the foregoing spirit, therefore, my delegation will
vote in favour of draft resolutions A/36/L.311Rev.l, L.3f,
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L.33/Rev.l, L.50/Rev.l and L.51. With regard to draft
resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.l, if operative paragraph 1 is
put to a separate vote my delegation will abstain. Other­
wise, it will vote in favour of that draft resolution as a
whole.

51. Mr. FRANCIS (New Zealand): It is New Zealand's
vie~ that central to any solution of the question of Pdl­
estine is recognition of the aspirations and rights of the
Pdlestinian people, ·which include the right to self-deter­
mination and the right to set up a separate State, if that is
tr.eir wish. The question of Pdlestine is not simply a refu­
gee problem. It isa political problem for which a politi­
cal solution must be sought. In our opinion, the search
for a solution must involve the participation of the Pdles­
tinian people, including the Pill, along with all the other
parties directly concerned. It is equally the case that the
search for a just and comprehensive solution in the Mid­
dle East must be based on the implementation of the prin­
ciples set out in Security Council resolution 242 (1967).

52. New Zealand will abstain in the voting on several of
the draft resolutions before us because their provisions do
not adequately reflect the balance of principles embodied
in resolution 242 (1967), which my delegation holds to be
as. valid today as when it was agreed to in 1967. I want to
refer specifically to the reservations New Zealand has
with regard to operative paragraphs 5 and 9 of draft reso­
lution A/36/L.50/Rev.l. Any consideration of the sit­
uation must take account of both the principle which pro- .
vides for Israel's withdrawal from the territories occupied
in 1967 and the principle which calls for a termination of
all states of belligerency and respect for the right of every
State in the area, including Israel, to live in peace within
secure and recognized boundaries.

53. Mr. G6MEZ de la TORRE (Ecuador) (interpreta­
tion from Spanish): The delegation of Ecuador, as in pre­
vious years, will support with its vote those draft resolu­
tions that. in accordance with the principles guiding its
international policy, reject the acqUisition of territory by
force and defend the right of peoples to self-determination
and to decide their own future through free and demo­
cratic systems.

54. We have therefore supported all action recognizing
the inalienable arid legitimate. rights of- the Pdlest~nian

people, including their right to national independence and
sovereignty, as well as the right of Israel to an existence
recognized by all States. At the same time, we have ad­
vocated steps aimed at achieving a just and lasting peace
in the Middle East. .

55. We should like to point out that the delegation of
Ecuador, together with others from Latin America, sup­
ported Security Council resolution 242 (1967), which rep­
resented an important step towards a just and lasting
peace in the Middle East. That resolution prescribed the
withdrawal of Israeli armed forces from the territories in
dispute, the elimination of all states of belligerency and
recognition of the sovereignty, territorial integrity and pol­
itical independence of all States in the area, as well as
their right to live in peace within secure and recognized
bOundaries free from threats and acts of force.

56. Ecuador will again support those draft resolutions
submitted to the Assembly for its consideration and
would only say in reference to draft resolution A/36/L.52/
Rev.l that all United Nations action should be aimed at
promoting peace and not at fomenting tensions or criticiz­
ing and denying the validity of any step that could lead to

a settlement of conflicts or an approach to understanding
between countries.

57. Ecuador rejects international settlements if they are
imposed by force and maintained through occupation by
foreign troops and are not backed by public opinion in the
countries directly concerned. This is not the case of
agreements freely contracted by sovereign States which
have the support of their peoples and which have resulted
in the return of territories previously occupied. Our coun­
try for a century and a half of international existence has
maintained that military victory does not establish rights.
We therefore reaffirm our position of principle with re­
spect to evelY one of the situations before the United Na­
tions which could be resolved through the withdrawal of
foreign occupation troops and by granting to the people
under occupation the right to decide its own future- by
itself, free from the tutelage of neo-colonialism, military
occupation or the imposition of an ideology from outside.

58. In order not to affect the process of the return of
territories envisaged in some international agreements, my
country does not believe that it is timely to give an opin- .
ion in international forums on commitments to which
Govemments and peoples of sovereign countries have
agreed with regard to their own destiny. It will therefore
abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.l.

59. Because of those same principles we have supported
and voted in favour of proposals made in the Assembly
regarding the return of occupied territories, including
Jerusalem, the Holy City very important for countries of
the Christian faith as well as other monotheistic religions,
Islam and Judaism. To act in those areas by exclusion
would be unwise and would give rise to conflict, as has
happened throughout centuries in history. Only tolerance
and the resolution of disputes through joint measures
should inspire the positions of the United Nations. Ever
since the historic General Assembly resolution 194 (Ill)
of 11 December 1948, we have maintained the need to
care for the Holy Places in Jerusalem and to guarantee
free access to them under the protection of the United
Nations. The "Basic Law" adopted by Israel, as well as
its settlements in territories occupied by force, do not
contribute to an overall, just and lasting peace in the Mid­
dle East. On the basis of that analysis, Ecuador trans­
ferred its diplomatic representation from Jerusalem to Tel
Aviv in July of 1980, a few weeks before the Security
Council adopted resolution 478 (1980), in accordance
with the principle continuously followed by my country of
the non-recognition of the acquisition of territory by
force, since any forcible occupation is a denial of interna­
tional law and contrary to the concepts of the peaceful
settlement of disputes.

60. Mr. AL-ALI (Iraq) (interpretation from Arabic): The
delegation of Iraq will vote in favour of draft resolution
A/36/L.50/Rev.l, but we should like to explain that the
reference to General Assembly resolution 18.1 (11) of 29
November 1947 does not prevent the Pdlestinian people in
any way from achieving their inalienable right to deter­
mine their own fate, to liberate their homeland and to
establish their own independent State.

6 i . Mr. BWM (Israel): The Assembiy has before it six
draft resolutions on the present item. Taken together they
are purposely calculated by their sponsors to impede the
peaceful solution of the Arab-Israel conflict, particularly
the question of the Pdlestinian Arabs, one of the interre­
lated aspects of the conflict. They all engage in un­
disguised political warfare against a State Member of the
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71. The sponsors of this draft resolution know that any
~ampering with Security Council resolution 242 (1967) or
any attempt to bypass it can only serve to undermine the
current peace process in the Middle East, which is based
on it. It is precisely that subversive end which they have
in mind.

70. To achieve that end the draft resolution reintroduces
the recommendations of that Committee, which, as is also
well' known, were consciously designed to bypass Se­
curity Council resolution 242 (1967), the only agreed
basis for a negotiated settlement of the Arab-Israel con­
flict. When those· recommendations were first formulated
in 1976 they were greeted with. widespread and wel1­
deserved criticism by countries genuinely interested in peace
in the Middle East, for they understood very well that the
recommendations were tantamount to the PLO programme
for the dismantlement of Israel in stages, merely trans­
lated into the legalistic jargon of the United Nations.-

72. Draft resolution A/36/L.51 concerns Jerusalem and
goes as far as to make ihe grotesque assertion that Israel's
measures there are a threat to international peace and
security.

73. For my part, I can only repeat what I said at the
81st meeting of this session: "United Jerusalem is and
will remain the eternal capital of Israel and of the Jewish
people". Any assault of Jerusalem, political or otherwise,
~s tantamount to an assault on Israel as a whole. That is
the real threat to international peace and security.

69. More than that, this draft resolution, in another way
also characteristic of what goes on so often in the Assem­
bly, attempts in lieu of any negotiat~ons on the subject to
dictate a partisan and impractical approach to the Arab­
Israel conflict, arbitrarily positing a "right" of the Pclles­
tinian Arabs to establish an "independent, sovereign
State", that is, a second Palestinian State for the Pales­
tinian Arabs, in addition to the Palestinian Arab State of
Jordan.

68. Document A/36/L.50/Rev. I is a kind of omnibus
draft resolution. Characteristic of so many of the illogical
things which happen in the Assembly, it recalls and re­
affirms early General Assembly resolutions, such as reso­
lution 181 (Il) of 29 November 1947, which the Arab
States at the time rejected out of hand and then destroyed
by force of arms. It also recalls General Assembly resolu­
tion 194 (Ill) of 11 December 1948, which the Arabs also
rejected at the time and which, as a result of their decla­
rations and actions, they have long been precluded from
relying upon.

likely to advance the cause of peace, but then that is
hardly its purpose. It is, by the way, no mere coincidence
that the proposed international conference has been pro­
jected for the George OrweJlian year of 1984, since it
will sit well with the sponsors' approach of double-talk,
double-think and double standards. If held, the con­
ference will thus be a fitting tribute to the memory of
George Orwell. It will involve also the squandering of
another $700,000, as indicated in the Fifth Committee's
report.

74. Draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev. I rejects out of hand
the Camp David framework accord for peace in the .Mid­
dIe East. By clear innuendo it also rejects the Israel­
Egypt peace treaty signed in March 1979.
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Or.,ganization. As such, tbey are detrimental to the cause
of peace, and consequently they are also detrim~ntal to
the cause of the United Nations. They should therefore be
rejected.

62. Five of those draft resolutions are based on, and
take further, the biased, one-sided and obstructive lan­
guage used in resolutions on this item adopted by the As­
sembly in previous years. The sixth of the draft resolu­
tions is a new creation, though scarcely innovative.

63. D.'"2ft resolution A/36/L.3liRev.l extends once again
the life of a committee whose establishment was illegiti­
mate in the first place and the perniciousness of whose
mandate became clear five years ago when the Commit­
tee's illicit recommendations were first submitted. Since
that time the Committee has proved itself to be an utterly
biased and irresponsible body at the complete disposal of
those il11Jllacably opposed to peace in the Middle East.
Yet the Assembly is being asked once again to squander
more of the United Nations limited resources on it, at a
time when the Organization is in such dire financial
straits that it cannot find even smaller sums of money to
fund constructive projects.

64. On the basis of past performance, members of the
Committee will engage in numerous travel junkets,
mainly at the expense of taxpayers in those countries
which contribute the bulk of the United Nations budget
and which have consistently voted against the activities of
the Committee as a waste of money. It would seem that it
is the inalienable right of members of the Committee to
be rewarded with inalienable travel facilities, on the most
dubieus of pretexts.

65. Draft resolution A/36/L.32 renews the mandate of
the "Pdlestine Unit" in the United Nations Secretariat, a
unit which does not give a fig for the Secretariat's integ­
rity and which works under what in' the draft itself is
euphemistically called the "guidance" of the "Pdlestine
Committee". As I have just explained, this for all prac­
tical purposes means under the "close guidance" of the
Pill. But the draft does not content itself with just renew­
ing the Unit's mandate. It calls for the expansion of the
Unit and the expansion of its programme. Inter alia, it
calls for the translation of its· dubious and highly prop­
agandistic publications into languages other than those
officially used in this Organization, for (he production of
yet another United Nations film on the question of the
Palestinian Arabs and for the reproduction of the very
tendentious exhibition in this building together with other
visual material for general use.

66. All those proposals, especially in 'v iew of the open­
ended way they are formulated, will lead once again to
the gross misuse of the limited resources of the United
Nations. According to the report of the Fifth Committee
[AI361794], the additional appropriation alone under those
new draft resolutions will amount to almost $3 million.
The main contributors, one can say with confidence,
never intended their contributions to be abused in this I

way.

67. Draft resolution A/36/L.33/Rev. I is the newcomer
to the pack. It resurrects the old idea of holding an inter­
national conference on the question before us. Since the
Pcllestine Committee has already convened a phoney emer­
gency special session of the Genera~ Assembly on that
question, it is not left with many alternatives. The partic­
ular route suggested in this draft resolution is for parlia­
mentary reasons, well understood to everyone here. not
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90. As far as draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.1 is con­
cerned, I shall confine myself to operative paragraph 9,
which would endorse "the recommendations of the Com­
mittee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People contained in paragraphs 49 to 53 of its
report". My delegation cannot agree with certain insinua­
tions contained in paragraph 52 of those recommendations
and, therefore, cannot endorse them. If a separate vote is
taken on operative paragraph 9, the delegat~on of Egypt
will abstain; if not, then we shall abstain in the vote on
the draft resolution as a whole. However, our abstention
in the voting on operative paragraph 9, or our eventual
abstention on draft resolution N36/L.50/Rev. 1 as a
whole, st-ould not in any way be construed as rejecting
.or refusing the other elements in this draft resolution,
namely, the imilienable rights of the Palestinian people or
the centrality of the Palestinian problem to the situation in
the Middle East; or as changing our oppositiGn to all pol­
icies aimed at the resettlement of the Palestinians outside
their homeland, or our position on the withdrawal of
Israeli forces from the Palestinian territories occupied

88. Mr. MOUSSA (Egypt): The delegation of Egypt
wishes to put on record its agreement with, and approval
of, most of the draft resolutions submitted under the item
"Question of Palestine". We hope that their adoption will
contribute positively to the achievement of ,1 just solution
to the Palestinian problem.

89. However, we wish to explain our votes on two of
them-N36/L.50/Rev.1 and L.52/Rev.l.

87. Mr. NUSEIBEH (Jordan): I would request the Presi­
dent to ask the Israeli representative to {:all Jordan by its
official name recognized by the United Nations since its
admission in 1955. The name of Jordan is the Hashemite
Kingdom of Jordan, and that was its name before the par­
tition of Palestine and before there was an Israel. He is
out of order in talking about Jordan as the Palestinian
State of Jordan. And let n:~ also remind him that the in­
dependence of Palestine was recognized by the League of
Nations, the United Nations and the British Mandatory
Government. Israel itself, before the General Assembly,
made a pledge that it would abide by the Assembly
resolution of 29 November 1947 as a condition for
its admission to the United Nations, because Palestine
was regarded as a Trust Territory, and therefore the
recommendations of the General Assembly were binding.
I am quoting what Israel itself said. I believe that a self­
confessed aggressor is really not deserving of a substan­
tive answer.

83. The representative of Israel has referred to Jordan as
the Palestinian State of Jordan. I should like to remind
him that Jordan was an independent State long before Is­
rael was ever created and that Palestine-

the aggressor, Israel, which has plundered those proper­
ties.

84. The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of
Israel on a point of order.

85. Mr. BLUM (Israel): Mr. President, we are at the
stage of explanations of vote. This is not supposed to be
the time to exercise the right of reply. I should be grateful
if you would instruct the Permanent Representative of the
Palestinian Arab State of Jordan accordingly.

86. The PRESIDENT: Thank you. Will the represen­
tative of Jordan continue?
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76. The fact is that \~he sponsors of these draft resolu­
tions cannot bring themselves to accept that two States
Members of the United Nations which were at war with
one another have signed a negotiated peace treaty and
have also undertaken to work towards a comprehensive
solutio~ to the Arab-Israel conflict. By any yardstick this
is surely not only a legitimate but also a desirable posi­
tion for two States to take. No third party or parties-and
certainly not this Assembly~have the legal or moral au­
thority to question, let alone deny, the validity of the ac­
cords attained and of any bilateral treaties deriving from
them. Indeed, if the Organization were less topsy-turvy
than it is, it would have welcomed the accords and the
peace treaty. .

77. It goes without saying that aH these draft resolutions
deliberately ignore the inalienable rights of the State of
Israel and of its people. Hence, in this way as well, they
violate the Charter of the United Nations and are thus
devoid of any validity.

75. In so doing this draft resolution is yet another at­
te-mpt to hamper the progress of the only constructive,
practical and ongoing peace process which has emerged
with regard to the Arab-Israel conflict for over three dec­
ades. In so doing, this draft resolution conspires to turn
the United Nations against its very raison d'etre-the pre­
vention of war and the promotion of peace. In brief, this
draft resolution, like its companion ones, violates the
Charter of the United Nations and all it stands for.

78. We would request all fair-minded States to see these
draft resolutions for what they are and to dissociate them­
selves from them.

80. Therefore, the delegation of Panama will, in ac­
cordance with these principles, vote in favour of draft res­
olutions A/36/L.311Rev.l, L.32, b.33/Rev.l, L.50/Rev.l,
L.51 and L.52/Rev.l, even though we havf reservations
concerning the language and meaning of some parts of
the texts, which could have been improved in letter and
spirit.

81. Mr. NUSEIBEH (Jordan): I have no intention of re­
peating the substantive debate on the question of Pal­
estine, which has been exhaustively discussed. The Israeli
statement is at best redundant and at worst a defiance of
the consensus of the community of nations. •

82. If the Israeli representative sheds crocodile tears
about the small funds that are being earmarked to explain
and promote Palestinian redemption by the Committee on
the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People and the
Special Unit on Palestine, I would suggest that the United
Nations should seek arid obtain the money for that fund­
ing from the tens of billions of dollars which Israel has
plundered from the Palestinian people in their own home­
land, where they owned 95 per cent of the total land and
properties of Palestine; that it should ask and get it from

. 79. Mr. RIERA DiAZ (Panama) (interpretation from
Spanish): The position of Panama on the question of the
Middle East is well known, since we have taken part in
all the debates of the Assembly on that issue: recognition
and defence of the right of Israel to exist as a State within
internationally recognized boundaries, but at the same
time, and essemially, recognition and defence of the in­
alienable rights of the Palestinian people to self-determi­
nation and the establishment of a sovereign State in its
age-old homeland.

·._---...-----=-Jj.----QJ.ZIIII£~---- ...----..'.I.[J.1....'. .".- - _
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since 1967, incluaing East Jerusalem, or our posfiion
on the situation in Jerusalem itself.

91. With regard to draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.I, we
believe that certain difficulties continue, despite the fact
that the revised version is a much better formulation and
text than the original draft resolution. The difficulties are
the following: the reference contained in the first pream­
bular paragraph to certain resolutions adopted by the nar­
rowest majority ever in the history of resolutions on the
Middle East. I refer mainly to the resolution adopted at
the thirty-fourth session. The delegation of Egypt was
among those delegations-approximately 50-that voted
against some of its paragraphs. The second difficulty is
the restrictions which thf: draft resolution tends to imply
on the right, even the duty, of all States, especially the
countries concerned, to work towards the achievement of
a just solution to the Palestinian problem and the estab­
lishment of a just and lasting peace in the Middle East.
Thirdly, we categorically reject the notions of nullity and
invalidation of certain international agreements being in­
sened simplistically and prejudicially in General Assem­
bly resolutions. We shall therefore abstain in the vote on
draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.I.

92. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now proceed
to the voting. We shall now take a decision on draft reso­
lution A/36/L.311Rev.I and Add.l. A recorded vote has
bP..ed requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Be­
lize, Beni!), ~hutan, Bglivia, 1!razil, ~l.!Jgar.!~.1 _Bur~a,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialisf. Republic, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czecho­
slovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Sal­
vador, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea­
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Repubiic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mo­
rocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Prin­
cipe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seyctlelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialst Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zam­
bia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Israel, United States of America.

Abstaining: Australia~ Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den­
mark, Fiji, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic
of, Guatemala,· Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Ja­
maica, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Samoa, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Brit­
ain and Northern Ireland.

The draft resolution was adopted by 121 votes to -2.
with 23 abstentions (resolution 36/120 A).3

93. The PRESIDENT: Next, I shall put to the vote draft
resolution A/36/L.32 and Add.I. The administrative and
financial implications of that draft resolution are con­
tained in the report of the Fifth Committee [A/36/794]. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Be­
lize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape
Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colom­
bia, Comoros, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Demo­
cratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Domin­
ican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic.
Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau.
Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kenya. Kuwait, Lao People's Dem­
ocratic Republic. Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Malta. Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mo­
rocco. Mozambique. Nepal, Nicaragua. Niger, Nigeria,
Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Por­
tugal. Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vin­
cent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka. Sudan, Suriname, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re­
public, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Canada, Israel, United States of Americ"a.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Chile, Den­
mark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway,
Paraguay, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland.

The draft resolution was adopted by 119 votes to 3.
with 22 abstentions (resolution 36/120 B).4

94. The PRESIDENT: I now put to the Assembly draft
resolution A/36/L.33/Rev.1 and Add. I. The adminis­
trative and financial implications of that draft resolution
are to be found in the report of the Fifth Committee. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Be­
lize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Sov:et Socialist Republic, Cape

I Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colom­
bia, Comoros, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslo­
vakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Sal­
vador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Demo­
cratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indo­
nesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, MalaYsia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
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~ongolia,. ~orocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua,
Nlger, N.I~en.a, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Ph~lIppmes, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Sao Tome .and Prirtcipe., Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, SIerra Leone, Smgapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Re­
public, Tha.iland, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emir­
ates, ~nited Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzama, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Canada, Israel, Norway, United States of
America.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Denmark
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of.
Guatemala, Hopduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Jamaica,
Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Papua
New Guinea, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland.

The draft resolz:tiOll was adopted by 122 votes to 4,
with 20 abstentions (resolution 36//20 C).-l

95. Th~ PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now consider
draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.1 and Add.l. A separate
vote has been requested on operative paragraph 9 of that
draft resolution. A recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola,
rlahrain, aangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re­
public, Cape Verde, Chad, China, Colombia, Comoros,
Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Gam­
bia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Gre­
nada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hungary, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao Peo­
ple's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan
Arab Jamahiriya, Mad1gascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozam­
bique, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Pan­
ama, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome and Prin­
cipe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re­
public, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark,
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland; Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, Norway,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America.

Abstaining: Argentina, Austria, Burma, Central African
Republic, Chile, Dominican Republic, Egypt, El Sal­
vador, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras,
Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Liberia, Mexico, New Zealand,
Paraguay, Peru, Portugal, Samoa, Spain, Sweden, Zaire.

Operative paragraph 9 was adopted by 96 votes to 16,
with 26 abstentions.5

96. The PRESIDENT: i now put to the vote draft reso­
lution A/36/L.50/Rev.l and Add.1 as a whole. A re­
corded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Be­
lize, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Ecuador, Egyr-:. El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Gabon, Gambia. German Democratic R~public, Ghana,
Greece, G~enada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hun­
gary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesoth~, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
MalaYSIa, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
~exico, .Mo~golia, Morocc.o, Mozambique, Nicaragua,
~Iger, NIgerIa, Oman, PakIstan, Panama, Peru, Philip­
pmes, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Vincent
and ~he Gr~nadines, Samoa, Sao T0!De and Principe,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Sin­
gapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and To:
bago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet So­
cia~ist Republic, .Union of. Soviet Socialist Republics,
Umted Arab Emirates, Umted Republic of Cameroon,
U!1ited Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Venezuela,
Vlet N"Jl, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zim­
babwe.

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, Ger­
many, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Luxem­
b0!Ir~. Netherlands, Norway, United Kingdom of Great
BrItam and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining: Austria, Burma, Central African Republic
Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Fiji, Finland, France:
Gu~temala, Haiti, Honduras, Ireland, Ivory Coast, Ja­
maica, Japan, Nepal, New Zealand, Paraguay, Portugal,
Sweden.

The draft resolution as a whole was adopted by III
votes to 13, with 20 abstentions (resolution 361120 D).4

97. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now take a
decision on draft resolution A/36/L.51 and Add.l. A sep­
arate vote has been requested on operative paragraph 2. A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In. favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
~entma, Bahama~, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Ben­
It:I, Bhut~n, Br~l~, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byeloros­
sla!1 SovIet SOCIalIst Republic, Cape Verde, Chad, Chile,
Chma,. Colombia, Comoros, Cuba, Cyprus, Czecho­
SI~V*I~, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
D]lboutl, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji,
Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Hon­
duras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan,
Kenya. Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebano~, Lesotho, Libyan Ar?b Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
MalaySia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nic:
aragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Para­
guay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sao Tome
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~nd~nc!~: Saudi1:~bi.a, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Smgapore, SQmaha, Spain", Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname. Syrian' Arab' Republic. Thailand. Togo. Trin­
idad and Tobago. Tunisia, Turkey. Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Re­
publics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cam­
eroon, United Republic ,of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uru­
guay, Venezuela, Viet',Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia. Zaire.
Zambia, Zimbabwe. .' .

Against: Israel, United States of Am~nca.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgivm, Canada, Cen­
~ African Republic, penmark, Dominican Republic,
Fmland, France, Germany, Federal' Republic of,
Guatemala, Haiti, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, Ja­
maica, Japan, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Portugal, Samoa, Sweden, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland.

Operative paragraph 2 was adopted by 1/3 votes to 2,
with 26 abstentions.6

98. The PRESIDENT: I now put to the vote dr.lft reso­
lution A/36/L.51 and Add.Jas a whole. A recorded vote
has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria. Angola, Ar­
gentina, Australi ";, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bang­
ladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria. Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Canada. Cape Verde. Chad.
Chile, China. Colombia, Comoros. Costa Rica. Cuba.
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia. pemocratic Kampuchea. Demo­
cratic Yemen. Denmark, Djibouti. Ecuador. Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland. France, Gabon. Gam­
bia. German Democratic Republic. Germany. Federal Re­
public of, Ghana, Greece, Grenada. Guinea. Guinea­
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti. Honduras. Hungary, Iceland. In­
dia, Indonesia. Iran. Iraq. Ireland. Italy, Ivory Coast.
Japan, Jord~n, !<enya. Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
~epublic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jama­
hmya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico. Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zea­
land, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint Vincent and the
Grenadines, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Ara­
bia. Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Sweden,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and To­
bago, 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 Cameroon. United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay. Venezuela,
Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zim­
babwe.

Against: Israel, United States of America.

Abstaining: Central African Republic, Dominican Re-
public, Guatemala, Jamaica. '

The draft resolutio/l liS 1I whole U'lIS adopted by 139
,'ores to 2, with 4 abstelltio/ls (resolutio/l 36/120 E).~

99. The PRESIDENT: Lastly, I shall put to the vote
draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.1 and Add. I. A recorded
vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albani~, Algeria, -Angola,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Belize, Benin, Bhutan, Bulgaria.
Burundi. Byelorus,ian Soviet Socitulist Republic, Cape
Verde, Chad, China, Comoros, Costa Rica, ,Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibou,ti,
Ethiopia, Gabon, Gambia, German Democratic Repub­
lic, Ghana,. Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau.
Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon. Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Niger,
Nigeria, Oman. Pakistan, Panama, Poland, Qatar, Ro­
mania, Rwanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia,
Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand. Togo, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Sovi~! Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emir­
ates, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper VoIta, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den­
mark,. Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Sweden,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America.

Abstaining: Argentina, Bahamas, Barbados, Bolivia,
Brazil, Burma, Central African Republic, Chile, Colom­
bia, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Fiji, Haiti, Honduras, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Libe­
ria, Mexico, Nepal, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru,
Philippines, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa,
Singapore, Spain, Suriname, Trinidad and Tobago, United
Republic of Cameroon, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire.

The draft resolution was adopted by 88 votes" to 21,
with 36 abstentions (resolution 361120 F).~ .

lOO. The PRESIDENT: I~ shall now call on those ,repre­
sentatives who wish to explain their votes.

101 . Mr. ADAM (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpreta­
tion from Arabic): My delegation voted in favour of draft
resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.1 and Add.l. That vote does not
represent a change in my country's position towards Gen­
eral Assembly resolution 181 (II).

-
102. Mr. BARBOSA de MEDINA (Portugal): The Por-
tuguese delegation has supported draft resolution A/36/
L.311Rev.l and Add.1 white having reservations on some
of its provisions. Our support of this draft resolution
and of draft resolution A/36/L.l32 and Add. I and others

I does not imply a change in posit!on in relation to the
, resolutions mentioned in their preambles.

103. We regret having had to abstain on draft resolution
A/36/L.50/Rev.l and Add. I owing to reservations in rela­
tion to some of >' 'perative paragraphs, especially oper-
ative paragraph 9. .

104. While supporting draft resolution A/36/L.51 Jmd
Add. I , the Portuguese delegation wishes to state its reser­
vations to operative paragraph 2" whose findings, in its.
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opinion', are within the competence of the Security' Coun-
cil. !' , '

105. Mr. TORRES (C~lile) (interpretation from Spanish):
Regarding the draft resolutions that have just been
adopted, the delegation of Chile believes it relevant to
restate its position on the question of Palestine.

106. In our view, the essential element in this area is
that the solution of the crisis in the Middle East and of
the question of Palestine must necessarily be based on the
Charter of the United Nations and the relevant resolutions
of the' Organization, in particular those of the Security
Council. This, therefore, requires t~le withdrawal of Israel
from all'the territories occupied since 1967, induding the
Holy Gity of Jerusalem, as well as respect for the right of
all States in the region, naturally including the State of
Israel, to live in peace within secure and recognized
boundaries. The Palestinian people, furthermore, has a le­
gitimate, right te self-determination and national indepen­
dence.

107., Guided by these pt;inciples, we have voted in
favour of draft resolution Al36/L.50/Rev.l and Add.l.
Nevertheless, we wish to' reiterate that we reject those
provisions under which the General Assembly exceeds the
powers conferred upon it by the Charter, such as is the
case in operative paragraph 10 of this draft resolution,
which, had it been put to a separate vote, we would have
voted against.

108. Moreover, with regard to draft resolution Al36/
L.52/Rev.l and Add. I , we wish to restate a position of
principle, namely, that abstention is due to the fact that
we do not recognize the General Assembly's competence
to question the validity of agreements or treaties entered
into under international law. Furthermore, we have
pointed out on various occasions that we will support all
peace initiatives that may be based on the use of peaceful
settlement procedures envisaged in the Charter.

109. With regard to resolution 31120, as well as oper­
ative paragraph 8 of draft resolution Al36/L.50/Rev.1 and
Add. I , we wish to reiterate that, even though we support
the appeal to bring the PLO into the negotiations on the
future of the Palestinian people, we believe that the As­
sembly. should not grant to that organization exclusive
representation until the Palestinian people freely exercise
its right to self-determination.

110. Mr. HUMFREY (United Kingdom): I speak on be­
half of the 10 member States of the European Community
concerning draft resolution Al36/L.33!Rev.l and Add.I.

111. The 10 member States have no objection of princi­
ple to the holding of international conferences, but they
believe that the convening of an international conference
on the question of Palestine will be worthwhile only if it
is likely to assist progress towards a just. lasting and
comprehensive peace settlement of the Arab-Israeli dis­
pute. The members of the European Community have res­
ervations about the basis proposed in the draft resolution
for this particular conference and also about the proposed
handling of its preparation by the Committee on the Exer­
cise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People.

112. The members of the European Community voted
for draft resolution Al36/L.51 and Add.1 as a whole, as
they did for the corresponding resolution last yeBr. How­
ever, they have reservations about the reference in oper­
ative paragraph 2 to a threat to international peace and

_-'-L-__~._,~._
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security. They ai~9recall their abstention ea#ief 'thIs. s~s­
sion on resolutionl 36/15, towhi<;n reference' is, made;in

'. 'I ". " .
the first preambular paragraph. .

113. Mr. PELAEZ (Peru) (interpretation from Sp~nish):
My delegation 'vbted in favour of draft .resolutionA/36/
L.50/Rev.l arid' Add. I in reaffirmation of the support
that .p~J1l _has always given to the inalienable rights of
the Palestinian people. We wish, however, to enter reser­
vations concerniJ)g the present text of operative paragraph
9 of that draft tesolution. '

114. My delegation abstained in the vote on draft reso­
lution Al36/L.5tIR6v.l and Add.l~· as 'if did 'last year
when resolution 351169 B was adopted, because it consid­
ers that once again the draft prejuqges and limits the sov,:,
ereign right of States to enter into treaties and to direct
their actions to the search for peaceful solutions of the
question of Palestine. Without wishing in any way to
lessen the unrestricted support that my country gives to
the exercise of the inalienable rights of the Palestinian
people, my delegation believes that any attempt on the
part of States or parties to the conflict to initiate a dia­
logue or negotiations in this connection should receive
our backing. That is why my delegation, inspired by this
constructive spirit, voted in favour of draft "resolution
Al36/L.33/Rev.1 and Add. I , in which the General- As­
sembly decides to convene, under the auspices of .the
Organization, an international conference on the question
of Palestine.

115. Mr. SHERMAN (United States of Amenca): The
United States has voted against all six of these draft reso­
lutions. In our view, all of them ate unbalanced, unfair
and biased and none of them contributes to' bringing the
achievement of legitimate Palestinian rights any closer to
practical reality.

116. We have opposed the call for continuation of the
activities of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalien­
able Rights of the Palestinian People and the Special Uh~t

on Palestin;,an Rights contained in draft resolutions AI
36/L.3I1Rev.1 and Add.l and Al36/L.32 and Add. I, as
we have in the past. These highly partisan political bodies
and their agenda, including, as we have recently seen, the
propaganda activities associated with the International
Day of Solidarity with the Palestinian People, seriously,
undermine the dignity, objectivity and moral authority of
the United Nations. .

117. We also opposed draft resolution A/36/L.33/Re'v.l
and Add. I , which calls for an international conference oil
the question of Palestine. The history of conferences on
problems of the Middle East has .taught us repeatedly that,
in the absence of agreement on basic issues arrived at in:
advance among all interested States, including the, Arab
States, such conferences are doomed to failure. Thhold
such a conference for propaganda reasons alone, with'out
any constructive intent, is mischievous, to ~ay the least
We therefore do not regard this proposal for a conference
as a serious or realistic initiative.

118. My delegation voted against draft resolution AI
36/L.50IRev.1 and Add.1 because it calls for a Palestin­
ian State and for the withdrawal of Israel unconditionally
from the territories occupied ,in 1967. This draft ,resolu­
tion contains no reference to ISrael's right to recognition
by its neighbours and to live in peace, as called for in
Security Council resolution 242 (1967), or to the need for
negotiating a settlement of the Palestinian question. It is a
one-sided, partisan approach. It works against a settle-
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130. My Government supports, the principles which
were embodied in Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973). We therefore look forward to the eventual
withdrawal of Israel from territories it has occupied sin~e

1967, including East Jerusalem. As my Government
made clear last year, we do not recognize the validity of

129. My Government has maintained that the Israelis
and the Palestinians have legitimate rights and concerns
that must be taken into account in any settlement. {srael,
like all States, has a right to secure and recognized
boundaries as well as the right to be fully accepted by its
neighbours. The Palestinians also have legitimate rights,
including the right to a homeland within a clearly defined
territory, the West Bank and the Gaza Strip. However, the
terms of a settlement must not be prejudged if the nego­
tiations for a just and lasting peace are to be successful.
Therefore, we have voted against draft omnibus resolution
A/36/L.50/Rev.l and Add. 1, which, in our view, runs
counter to the basis for a settlement so painstakingly
worked out in Security Council resolutions 242 (1967)
and 338 (1973).

.
126. ':Vhile we appreciate that the provision of infornia­
tion which is objective and impartial has its val-ue,· the
problem requires, more than anything, that both sides in
the conflict be brought together. This is the objective we
should be striving to achieve here. Unfortunately,. the As­
sembly has been caught up in a welter of one-sided, and
polemical resolutions and -debates whose effect has been
continuing confrontation, not a dialogue.

internationally recognized boundaries; thirdly, the l,lncon­
ditional withdrawal of Israel from all the territories' oc­
cupied since 1967; and fourthly, a special regime for the
Holy City of Jerusalem in accordance with the provisipns
of General Assembly resolution' 303 (IV).

124. In conclusion, my delegatIon wishes to express its
reservations concerning operative paragraph 9, in so far as
it makes critical judgements, of partial efforts already
made towards peace and security in the region. ; ,

125. Mr. KERGIN (Canada): The Assembly has again
debated the question of Palestine and has adopted six
more resolutions to add to the long list on this ~llbj~ct.

Looking at these resolutions, we are struck by the' sense
of tragedy they reflect, of peoples caught in a vi<;ious cir­
cle of conflict. That situation, has led the Organization to
spawn a proliferation of declara~ions, documents, resolu­
tions, new infrastructures, projects and work progr:amqles.

127. We find it ironic that instead of welcoming and
giving strong support to Camp David, the one ongoing
peace effort which has seen two parties to the conflict in
the area take steps towards the just, lasting and compre­
hensive settlement which we all desire, the Assembly has
repeatedly denounced that iJeace effort.

128. It has done so again today by adopting draft reso­
lution A/36/L.52/Rev.l and Add.I. We agree with one
basic idea underlying that resolution, namely, that the
Palestinian people themselves must be involved, in any
search for a settlement of the Palestinian question. We
have always maintained that all the interested parties must
participate in a negotiated settlement of this problem.
However. we think it is short-sighted to dismiss, as the
resolution implicitly does, the efforts being made within
the framework of the Camp David accords to lay the
ground'work of a comprehensive settlement. For that rea­
son, we voted against this draft resolution.

.'
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120. We voted against draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.l
and Add. 1, which by implication criticizes the. Camp
David agreements. I repeat again what United States
representatives have said many times. These agreements
are the only existing framework for progress towards a
negotiated settlement of the Palestinian question on the
basis of Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338
(1973). It is wrong for the General Assembly to attack a
treaty between two sovereign States which is designed to
lea~ to a just and la~ting peace by establishing a frame­
,vork for good-faith negotiations among -all the parties
concerned. It is doubly wrong for the Assembly to at­
tempt to undermine a process designed to lead towards a
settlement of the Palestinian problem in the absence of
proposals ,for a realistic alternative by those who speak
loudest in condemning the Camp David approach.

121. Mr. RICARDES (Argentina) (interpretation from
Spanish): The delegation of Argentina voted in favour of
draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.l and Add. 1, because we
consider that the principles enunciated in it are in accord­
ance with those in General Assembly resolution 35/169 A
and also in resolution ES-7/2, which was adopted at the
seventh emergency special session of the General Assem­
bly held in July 1980.

122., At the same time, my delegation wishes to re­
affirm its position that the question of Palestine, which is
at the core of the crisis in that continuously unstable re­
gion, requires a just and equitable solution based on the
purposes and principles of the Charter of the United Na­
tions, as well as on all the relevant resolutions adopted by
the General Assembly and the Security Council.

123. Consequently, we firmly believe that a genuine,
just, comprehensive and permanent agreement on the
question of Palestine must be based on the following prin­
ciples and conditions, already fully recognized by the ma­
j~rity of th~ .mem~er§ of the iI]ternational commun!ty:
hrsi, recognition of the inalienable rights of the Pales­
tinian people to self-determination and national inde­
pendence; secondly, the right of all States in the area to
existence and to live in~ peace within secure and

:iiien(fniIi~, region that can be based oQly on justice and
equityforoq~h the ~lestinians and Israel.

. r· .' •• ' ,

119. With respect to draft resolution A/36/L.51 and
Add. 1, I wish to affirm that the United States continues
to believe that the unilateral actions concerning Jerusalem
taken since the 1961 'war cannot prejudge the ultimate sta­
tus of the city, which can be resolved only through nego­
tiations among the parties concerned. We viewed Israel's
passage of a basic law on Jerusalem last year within this
.context. As we have said before, we believe that the ulti­
mate status of Jerusalem should reflect three basic princi­
ples. First, in any final settlement, Jerusalem should be
undivided, with free movement of persons and goods.
Secondly;there should be free access to the Holy Places,
and each of the three faiths should have a role in protect­
ing its Holy Places. Thirdly, the basic rights of all of the
city's residents should be assured. There are elements of
this draft resolution with which the United States agrees.
We voted against it because it lacks any reference to the
need for negotiations among the parties concerned on Je­
rusalem and because it characterizes the situation in Jeru­
salem as a threat to international peace and security, ~
characterization which raises the implication of sanction<:l.
Our position with regard to the sanctions issue is well
:known, and we cannot accept its insertion into such a
resolution.



.. aw _ •__............_-.&_&

93rd meeting-to December 1981 1659

Israel's annexation of East Jerusalem, which has the effect
of prejudging the outcome of a comprehensive settlement
on this aspect. Consequently, we continue to support
strongly the basic thrust of draft resolution A/36/L.51 and
Add. 1. We cannot, however, agree with the new element
in paragraph 2 of that resolution, since it impinges di­
rectly upon the prerogatives of the Security Council set
out in the Charter of the United Nations. That body alone
has the mandate to determine what constitutes a "threat to
international peace and security". We have, therefore, ab­
stained on this particular paragraph while supporting the
resolution as a whole.

131. Finally we question, at this time, the purpose of an
international conference on the question of Palestine,
which is called for in draft resolution A/36/L.33/Rev.l
and Add. J. wbatever its objectives, it will involve addi­
tional co~ts, and we doubt whether this conference, based
as it is on General Assembly resolution ES-7/2, could
make any contribution to resolving the essential problem I
mentioned at the outset, which is to get the interested
parties together to negotiate a settlement of their dif­
ferences. My delegation therefore voted against the reso­
lution.

132. Mr. ELMER (Sweden): The position of the Swed­
ish Government remains that a solution to the conflict in
the Middle East must satisfy two basic criteria: the right
of Israel to exist within secure and recognized boundaries
and the legitimate natienal rights of the Palestinian peo­
ple, including the right to establish a State of their own,
should they so wish. Security Council re&t>lutions 242
(1967) and 338 (1973), even though they are incomplete,
remain the basis for a peaceful solution. Consequently we
hold that a just solution to the Palestinian problem is a
necessary condition for the attainment of a durable peace
in the region.

133. It is therefore with regret that my delegation has
found that most of the draft resolutions dealing with the
question of Pdlestine, just adopted by the Assembly, have
been fonnulated by their sponsors in such a way that it
has not been possible for us to support them. As we see
it, there is a general lack of bala"ce in these texts, and
some formulations are too categorical. More specifically
we have abstained on draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.1
and Add.l for this reason, but also because of reserva­
tions about operative paragraph 9 in particular. We have
voted against A/36/L.521Rev.l and Add.1 because it con­
tains language to which we cannot subscribe, and we
have supported A/36/L.51 and Add. 1, in spite of our
strong. objection to its operative paragraph 2. In respect of
A/36/L.33/Rev.l and Add. 1, the view of my delegation is
that the parties must agree on n~gotiations and the pro­
cedure for such negotiations. Therefore we believe that a
decision now to hold an international conference on the
basis provided would not be likely to produce positive
re~ults. My delegation has abstained in the vote on that
draft resolution as we did with regard to those draft reso­
lutions I have not specifically mentioned.

134. Mr. KOLBY (Norway): The Norwegian Govern­
ment is of the opinion that a just and lasting peace in the
Middle East can be brought about only if a solution is
found to the Palestinian problem. The legitimate national
rights of the Palestinian people. including their right to
self-determination, must be recognized and implemented.
A solution to the Palestinian problem can, however, be
achieved only as part of a negotiated settlement which
also recognizes the right of Israel to exist within secure

\and recognized boundaries. A negotiated settlement re-

quires mutual concessions. The draft resolutions just
adopted, however, prejudge a number of difficult issues
which, in our view, should be solved through negotiations
involving all parties concerned. In our view the draft res­
olutions do not in an adequate and balanced manner re­
flect the main principles which must constitute the basis
for a comprehensive settlement in the Middle East.

135. It remains the firm conviction of the Norwegian
Government that a peaceful solution must be based on
Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973).

136. Mr. PIZA-ESCALANTE (Costa Rica) (interpreta­
tion from Spanish): The delegation of Costa Rica, faithful
to the position which it has repeatedly expressed on the
question of Palestine, voted in favour of draft resolutions
A/36/L.3l/Rev.1 and Add.l, L.33/Rev.1 and Add.}, and
L.51 and Add. I , on whose content we need not add any­
thing further to what we have said on similar draft resolu­
tions, for some of them are literally the same as those of
the last session of the General Assembly.

137. With regard to draft resolution A/36/L.52/Rev.1
and Add. I , my delegation wishes to express its firm view
that its vote in favour should be interpreted to mean, in
keeping with the text, that both theoretical validity and
effective means of implementation are lacking in any
agreement or treaty which ch.ums to dispose of the future
of the Pa!estinian people without the participation of that
people or without the participation of the organization
which the international community represented here has
recognized as the representative of that people. Those
agreements or treaties would lack and indeed do lack va­
lidity and practical meaning insofar as they a.'tempt to de­
termine the future of a people, whose individuality and
rights we recognize, as we also recognize those of the
people of Israel and of all peoples on earth. However, our
vote in favour should not and could not be interpreted
outside the specific context of that draft resolution since
my delegation would never censure, but on the contrary
would praise and continues to praise, any agreement or
treaty that seeks to bring peace to States or regions and
specifically it praises the Camp David accords, for they
tend to consolidate peace between Egypt and Israel.

138. With regard to draft resolution A/36/L.50/Rev.1
and Add. I , my delegation abstained because even though
we share the principles behind it, insofar as it reiterates
the rights of the Palestinian people to self-determination
and independence and to return to their homes, repeats
Israel's obligation to withdraw from the occupied territo­
ries and reaffirms the principle that a just and lasting
solution to the question of Palestine will not be possible
without full consideration of all the factors and without
the participation of all the interested parties-most specif­
ically the peoples of Israel and Palestine-our abstention is
nevertheless due to the fact that the draft resolution which
has been adopted lacks the balance which would reflect
such a need; it emphasizes the rights and participation of
one party, omitting all references to those of the other, and
it exclusively emphasizes some previous resolutions of
this Assembly and of the Security Council but omits oth­
ers which are as important, such as 242 (1967) of the
Security Council.

139. The PRESIDENT: The observer of the Palestine
Liberation Organization has asked to make a statement. I
call on him in accordance with General Assembly resolu­
tion 3237 (XXIX).
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140. Mr. TERZI (Palestine Liberation Organization): To­
day is Human Rights Day, and the Assembly has clearly
upheld the human rights of the Palestinian people, as it
has done in the voting process that we have witnessed.

141. I should like to extend to the States Members of
the United Nations-even to those who did not vote in
favour-our gratitude for their ever-increasing support of
the struggle of the Palestinian people to attain its inalien­
able rights so that we Palestinians may return to our
homes and property and live in peace, to exercise our
inalienable right of self-determination and to establish our
sovereign independent State in our homeland in Palestine.

142. The PW was invited here as a representative of
the Palestinian people, and the Palestinian people consider
the PW as its sole and legitimate representative. This is
the will of the Palestinian people as far as representation
goes.

143. We wish to reiterate our thanks to the Committee
on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the Palestin­
ian People and express our sincere hope that the Com­
mittee will continue its sincere efforts to make known, to
explain and to defend those rights.

144. The investment of a few million dollars is an in­
vestment for peace; it is an investment to pre-empt ex­
penses amounting to scores and hundreds of millions of
dollars being spent on peace-keeping forces which the
United Nations dispatches and deploys as a result of Is­
rael's continued acts of aggression and State terrorism
against the Palestinian people and the Arab States.

145. The PW and the Assembly have asserted the com­
petence of the United Nations to intervene when the
rights of a people are trampled on, despite the phoney
slogan of "working for peace". The Camp David accord
is not a process conducive to peac~. Time is our best
witness that it is a process that leads to the exacerbation
of the situation. Peace cannot be attained, and the Assem­
bly will not permit the attainment of a shaky peace, at the
expense of violating the rights of peoples.

146. Finally, the PLO wishes to affirm that we are en­
couraged by the cleat: support demonstrated here and we
shall continue our struggle in order to attain peace in the
Middle East through peace in Palestine.

Mr. Legwaila (Botswana). Vice-President. took the
Chair.

AGENDA ITEM 36

Question of Namibia (continued): *
(a) Keport 01 the Special Committee on the Situation

with regard to the Implementation of the Declara­
tion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples;

Ch) Report of the United Nations Councillfof Namibia

147. The PRESIDENT: I shall now call on represen­
tatives to introduce the draft resolutions on the item.

148. Mr. FAFOWORA (Nigeria): Since assuming the
historic mandate of protecting the legitimate rights and
interests of the Namibian people, the community of na­
tions has committed itself to obtaining the unconditional

*Resumed from the 71st meeting.

withdrawal of South Africa from Namibia and the early
exercise by the people of the Territory of their rights to
self-determination, freedom and national independence in
a united Namibia.

149. After South Afri.:a's blatant refusal to implement
the United Nations plan in January of this year, the inter­
national community reviewed the question of Namibia in
various forums, including the thirty-sixth ordinary session
of the Co-ordinating Committee for the Liberation of Af­
rica of the Organization of African Unity, at Arusha from
19 to 23 January 1981; the thirty-sixth ordinary session of
the Council of Ministers of the Organization of African
Unity, at Addis Ababa from 23 February to I March
1981; the Conference of Ministers for Foreign Affairs of
Non-Aligned Countries held at New Delhi from 9 to 13
February 1981; the resumed thirty-fifth session of the
General Assembly in New York, from 2 to 6 March 1981
[102nd to 111th meetings]; the Extraordinary Ministerial
Meeting of the Co-ordinating Bureau of the Non-Aligned
Countries Okl the Question of Namibia, held at Algiers
from 16 to 18 April 1981; the Security Council, from 21
to 30 April 1981,7 with the unprecedented participation of
19 ministers for foreign affairs from Africa and the non­
aligned movement; the International Conference on Sanc­
tions Against South Africa, held in Paris from 20 to 27
May 1981; the thirty-seventh ordinary session of the OAU
Council of Ministers and the eighteenth session of the
OAU Assembly of Heads of State and Government, held
at Nairobi from 15 to 26 June and 24 to 27 June 1981
respectively; the Security Council, from 28 to 31 August
1981;8 and the eighth emergency special session of the
General Assembly, held from 3 to 14 September 1981
[1st to 12th meetings].

150. In all those forums the international community
condemned the Pretoria regime for its persistent refusal to
comply with United Nations resolutions on Namibia and
for its repeated acts of aggression against the front-line
States, in particular against Angola, and called on the Se­
curity Council to impose, as a matter of urgency, compre­
hensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa under
Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations to en­
sure Pretoria's immediate compliance with United Nations
resolutions and decisions on Namibia.

151. The consideration within the United Nations of the
question of Namibia has always called forth the broadest
and most spontaneous demonstration of solidarity by the
international community in its desire to put an end as
soon as possible to the illegal occupation of Namibia by
South Africa.

152. Bearing all this in mind, and nn behalf of more
than 50 sponsors, my delegation has the honour today, in
its capacity as a member of the United Nations Council
for Namibia and as one of the spo:lsors of all six draft
resolutions on the question of Namibia, to introduce one
of the six draft resolutions submitted this year to the Gen­
eral Assembly, draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.l on the
situation in Namibia resulting from the illegal occupation
of the Territory by South Africa.

153. The title of this draft resolution indicates its sub­
ject and scope. We have been called upon to express our
views on a colonial situation and a case of illegal occupa­
tion which persists despite several United Nations deci­
sions and declarations on decolonization, despite the spe­
cific resolutions adopted by the General Assembly and
the Security Council on the question, and despite the
opinion of the International Court of Justice of 21 June
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167. At the same time, the draft resolution requests all
States to cease forthwith the provision to South Africa of
arms and related materiel of all types. Finally, it refers to
some juridical measures which Member States are called
upon to undertake individually, to denounce any represen-

160. The final operative paragraph contains a solemn
appeal to the Security Council to meet urgently to impose
comprehensive and mandatory sanctions against South Af­
rica in order to compel it to withdraw from the Territory
of Namibia.

166. The draft resolution next calls on all States to im­
plement a total petroleum embargo and to strengthen the
arms embargo against South Africa. That appeal covers,
in particular, the ban on the sale of petroleum or pe­
troleum products to that regime, as well as to occupied
Namibia. This measure is accompanied by a ban on ac­
tivities that promote prospecting for petroleum in the two
territories.

162. Mr. OURABAH (Algeria) (interpretation from
French): My delegation is honoured, as a member of the
United Nations Council for Namibia and as a sponsor of
all the draft resolutions relating to the question of
Namibia, to introduce on behalf of its sponsors draft reso­
lution A/36/L.24 on action by Member States in support
of Namibia.

164. Faced with South Africa's intransigence and its
obstinate rejection of all United Nations appeals, this
draft resolution proposes effective isolation of that rebel
regime politically, economically, militarily and culturally.

165. First, the draft resolution calls upon all States to
sever all trade relations with South Africa, to stop invest­
ment in that territory and in Namibia and to annul con­
tracts already entered into with that regime. It also renews
the appeal to all States fully to implement the provisions
of Decree No. 1 for the Protection of the Natural Re­
sources of Namibia, enacted on 27 September 1974 by
the United Nations Council for Namibia,lo if necessary by
recourse to legislative and enforcement measures.

South Africa's defiance of the United Nations, its illegal
occupation of the Territory of Namibia, its war of oppres­
sion against the Namibian people, its persistent acts of
aggression launched from bases in Namibia against inde­
pendent African States, it policy of apartheid and its
development of nuclear weapons, which constitutles a
serious threat to international peace and security, are
strongly condemned. We in the Council for N~mibia be­
lieve that conditions have been met for the implementa­
tion of the enforcement provisions of Chapter VII of the
Charter of the United Nations.

161. The draft resolution, which accurately analyses the
facts of the Namibian situation and calls for a general
mobilization against the South African regime, is now
submitted for the attention of the Assembly. We believe
that it merits adoption by the broadest possible majority
and that it reflects a wide-ranging consensus reached on
the question.

163. This draft resolution, while borrowing much from
last year's resolution as well as from the one adopted at
the eighth emergency special session, has the advantage
of proposing a number of concrete measures whereby col­
lective action against South Africa's defiance can be
organized by the international community.

158. The measures that the ill.egal occupying regime has
undertaken are intended to eliminate physically members
of SWAPO and to undermine that movement further. The
draft resolution therefore demands that South Africa ac­
count for all "disappeared" Namibians and release any
who are still alive. It declares that South Africa shall be
liable for damages to compensate the victims, their fami­
lies and the future lawful Government of an independent
Namibia for the losses sustained. Furthermore, the draft
resolution condemns the collusion of the Governments of
certain Western countries and other States with South Af­
rica and calls upon them to refrain from supplying the
racist minority regime in South Africa, directly or indi­
rectly, with installations that might enable it to produce
uranium, plutonium and other nuclear materials, reactors
or military equipment.

159. The draft resolution also deals with the non-recog­
nition of any regime that might be imposed in defiance of
Security Council resolution 385 (1976) and condemns any
political arrangements aimed at continuing with the sys­
tematic plunder of the natural resources of the Territory.

1971/ which has declared South Africa's presence in
Namibia illegal.

154. Over the last few years, it has become quite clear
that measures of pressure and repression, imprisonment,
arbitrary detention and arrest, torture, collective punish­
ment and other means of intimidation can no longer keep
in a state of subjugation a people that has become aware
of its situation and aspires to independence, freedom, jus­
tice and social progress. Indeed, out of complicity and
complacency certain imperialist Powers spare no effort to
benefit from the exploitation of the natural and human
resources of southern Africa, and in connivance with
them, the racist regime of South Africa has tried to per­
petuate its grip by other means. It is developing its capac­
ity in nuclear weaponry in order to increase its military

- power and thus set itself up as a valid partner in any
discussion concerning the region of southern Africa.

155. Not content with continuing and intensifying its
exploitation of the human and natural resources of that
international Territory, the racist regime does not hesitate
to fasten its grip on Namibia and to crush the legitimate
struggle being waged by tts heroic people, headed by the
South West Africa People's Organization [SWAPO], to se­
cure its right to self-determination and genuine national
independence.

156. The principles that we wish to reaffirm concern,
first of all, the inalienable rights of the Namibian people
to self-determination and national independence within the
context of a united Namibia, and the legality of the armed
struggle that is being Waged against (he illegal occupation
of the international Territory. That is why we appeal to all
countries to grant all necessary assistance-political, dip­
lomatic and material-to SWAPO in order to guarantee a
successful outcome of the struggle. The draft resolution
also reaffirms that the only legitimate parties to the con­
flict in Namibia are, on the one hand, South Africa,
which is illegally occupying the Territory and committing
aggression against its people, and on the other hand, the
Namibian people, under the leadership of SWAPO, sup­
ported by the United Nations, which has direct responsi­
bility for the Territory until independence.

157. The draft resolution reiterates that Walvis Bay and
the offshore islands of Namibia are an integral part of
Namibia.

•
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tation of Nannofa by -SOlilli Africa at the. level of both
bilateral and multilateral treaties.

168. As its last provision, the text requests all States
Members to report to the Secretary-General and to the
Council for Namibia on the measures upon which they
have decided to ensure the implementation of this resolu­
tion.

169. In recommending these measures, the sponsors
only wanted to implement the provisions which have al­
ready been decided upon by the United Nations on pre­
vious occasions to ensure the isolation of the racist regime
of South Africa. The sponsors also felt that this was an
effective weapon to force that regime to abide by the in­
junctions of the international community. Those concerns
are broadly shared, and it is therefore natural for this
draft resolution to receive the support of everyone. That is
the appeal of the sponsors, an appeal that I make on their
behalf.

170. Mr. KRISHNAN (India): I have the honour to
introduce on behalf of the sponsors draft resolution
A/36/L.25 on the programnle of work of the United Na­
tions Council for Namibia. The draft resolution seeks to
authorize the Council for Namibia to continue its work in
the discharge of its mandate in accordance with General
Assembly resolution 2248 (S-V). Though the Council has
so far been unable to realize its ultimate objective of ob­
taining the withdrawal of the illegal occupation regime of
South Africa from Namibia, it has done commendable
work by promoting the cause of Namibia internationally
and by imparting training to Namibians with a view to
enabling them to shoulder the responsibilities of na­
tionhood. Moreover, the Council for Namibia safeguards
the interests of Namibia by representing it at international
organizations and cont~rences in its capacity as the legal
Administering Authority for the Territory until indepen­
dence. The Council deserves the support and encourage­
ment of the entire membership of the international com­
munity as it espouses the cause of the United Nations and
th~ cause of the oppressed people of Namibia.

171. There has been some criticism that the resolutions
prepared by the Council are unjust, unhelpful and unreal­
istic. In fact, they contain only pronouncements already
made by the General Assembly, the OAU or the Council
for Namibia in the course of the past year following the
collapse of the Geneva talks and the failure of the Se­
curity Council to respond to the situation. My delegation
views those pronouncements as reflective of the frustra­
tion of the international community over the failure of the
negotiations for the implementation of the United Nations
plan. The Council for Namibia is not a party to those
negotiations. My delegation is glad to note from the state­
ment of the five Western States on 20 November [67th
meeting] that the initial response to their current efforts
has been encouraging. We hope that those efforts will
lead to the speedy implementation of Security COlancil
resolution 435 (1978). But care should be taken to ensure
that South Africa does not use the negotiations merely· as
a cover for carrying out its own designs with regard to
Namibia.

172. Mr. TANC; (Thrkey): I have the privilege, on behalf
of its sponsors, to introduce to the General Assembly
draft resolution A/36/L.26 on action by intergovernmental
and non-governmental organizations with respect to
Namibia. .

173. My delegation believes that, despite the reprehensi­
ble resistance of South Africa to ending its illegal occupa­
tion of Namibia, the day is near when we shall acclaim
the full independence of Namibia, when it will take its
rightful place in the United Nations as a full Member.
One of the most important aspects of our continuing
efforts in this respect is· ensuring the full membership of
Namibia, represented by the United Nations Council for
Namibia, in the specialized agencies and other organiza­
tions and conferences within the United Nations system,
so that the Council, as the Administering Authority for
Namibia, can participate in the activities of those agencies
and other organizations. That is the main objective of this
draft resolution.

174. The draft resolution also requests that all such spe­
cislized agencies grant a waiver of the assessment for
Namibia during the entire period in which it is repre­
sented by the United Nations Council for Namibia. A
request is made in the draft resolution to all intergov­
ernmental and non-governmental organizations and
conferences to ensure that the rights and interests of
Namibia are protected and to invite Namibia, represented
by the United Nations Council for Namibia, to participate
as a fun member whenever its interests are involved. In
this respect, the draft resolution contains a request to
IAEA to grant full membership to Namibia.

175. I should like to mention here that the Council for
N~bia is at present a full member of ILO, FAO,
UNESCO, UNCTAD, UNIDO and the Third United Na­
tions Conference on the Law of the Sea. It is an associate
member of WHO. Su~h representation has enabled the
Council to promote the interests and aspirations of the
Namibian people for genuine independence in interna­
tional conferences, specialized agencies and other bodies.
~n fact, the draft expresses the appreciation of the General
Assembly to the specialized agencies and other organiza­
tions of the United Nations system for their assistance to
Namibia, to the United Nations Rind for Namibia, to the
United Nations Institute for Namibia and to the Na­
tionhood Programme and requests them to give priority to
the allocation of funds for material assistance to the
Namibian people.

176. The draft resolution also includes proVISIons for
the launching of a pr9gramme of co-operation with non­
governmental organizations and support groups, in order
to intensify international action to promote the cause of
the liberation struggle of the Namibian people.

177. As can be seen, this draft resolution pertains to a
significant aspect of the responsibility that the General
Assembly has assumed for Namibia until it exercises its
right to self-determination and full independence.

178. On behalf of the sponsors, I should like to express
th~ hope that the draft resolution will meet with the full
approval of the General Assembly.

179. Mr. STARCEVIC (Yugoslavia): It is an honour and
privilege for me to introduce draft resolution A/36/L.27
on dissemination of information on Namibia.

180. The formulation of the draft resolutiol1 has been
motivated, as is indicated in the preamble, by the urgent
need to mobilize international, public opinion on a contin­
uous basis with a view to assisting effectively the people
of Namibia in the achievement of self-determination, free­
dom and independence in a united Namibia and.to inten­
sify the dissemination of information on the struggle for
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188. This year the voluntary contributions to the Fund
amounted to $4,300,000, thanks to the voluntary contribu­
tions of many countries.

189. As a member of the United Nations Council for
Namibia, we find this situation very satisfactory. In in­
creasing its activities the Fund has felt the need to chan­
nel its resources through three accounts: the General Ac­
count, which services the general activities of the Fund,
the account for the Nationhood Programme for Namibia
and the Trust Fund for the United Nations Institute for
Namibia. The General Account is also responsible for the
financial situation of the account of the Nationhood Pro­
gramme for Namibia and that of the United Nations In­
stitute for Namibia.

190. The draft resolution relates to the general activities
of the United Nations Fund for Namibia and the activities
of the Nationhood Programme and the Institute for
Namibia.

191. The decision to establish the United Nations Fund
for Namibia was a response to the request addressed tQ
the General Assembly by the Security Council in its reso­
lution 283 (1970) and to the commitment of the interna­
tional community to the people of Namibia to assist
Namibians suffering persecution at the hands of South Af­
rica's racist regime and to finance a global education and
training programme for Namibians, with special emphasis
on the future administrative responsibilities they will have
in the Territory. Consequently the general activities of the
Fund are aimed mainly at providing assistance in the edu­
cational, social and relief fields. In the educational field
this assistance meets needs in primary and secondary edu­
.~.ation, remedial education, vocational training and univer­
sity education. Currently, 123 Namibians -are studying
with scholarships provided by the Fund. In the social
field, medical and health care are given, and ta'lere are
nutritional and social-welfare programmes. The fund also
assists refugees from Namibia.

192. The draft resolution now before the Assembly
takes note of the report of the United Nations Council for
Namibia on the Fund and approves the conclusions and
recommendations contained therein. It also expressesap­
preciation to all those who have made voluntary contribu­
tions to the Fund and calls upon the Secretary-General
and the President of the Council to appeal to Govern­
ments and intergovernmental and non-governmental
organizations to make generous contributions to the RInd.
The draft resolution also expresses appreciation to the
specialized agencies for their assistance to Namibians.

193. The delegation of Venezuela would be failing in its
responsibilities as a member o..f the Council were it not to
take this opportunity to reiterate the appeal to Govern­
ments, contained in the draft resolution, to contribute
generously to the Fund for Namibia. The conditions now
obtaiMng in Namibia require this of us.

194. The draft resolution decides to allocate to the Fund
the sum of SUS 1 million from the regular budget of the
United Nations for 1982. It also affIrmS United Nations
support of the United Nations Institute for Namibia and
praises its efforts in lending substantive support to the
struggle for. freedom of Namibians. It also expresses ap­
preciation to all States, specialized agencies and other
organizations within the United Nations system, and gov­
ernmental and non-governmental organizations that have
made voluntary contributions to the Institute and have fur­
nished assistance to the Institute.

187. Since its establishment in 1970 the Fund has be­
come an important support of the Namibian people in its
struggle for self-determination, free~om and indepen­
dence.

liberation being waged by the people of Namibia under
the leadership of SWAPO.

181. In pursuance of that goal, the Council for Namibia
is requested to consider ways and means of increasing the
dissemination of information relating to Namibia. The
Secretary-General is requested to ensure that the Secre­
tariat's Department of Public Information in its activities
follows the policy guidelines laid down by the Council
for Namibia and assists, as a matter of priority, the Coun­
"i1 in the implementation of its programme of dissemina­
tion of information.

182. The draft resolution contains a decision to launch
an international campaign in support of the cause of
Namibia. To this end the Council is requested to formu­
late a programme of activities on the dissemination of
information", including the preparation and dissemination
of publications, the production and dissemination of radio
programmes, the production of material for publicity
through radio-and television broadcasts, the placement
of advertisements in newspapers and magazines and a
number of other activities designed to promote the inde­
pendence of Namibia and to increase public awareness of
actions that run contrary to this goal.

. 183. In addition, the draft resolution contains other
provisions aimed at strengthening the co-operation of the
Department of Public Information with the Council for
Namibia, as well as the request to the Council to continue
to inform leading opinion-makers, media leaders, political
and academic ~nstitutions and other concerned non­
governmental organizations, cultural organizationB and
support groups about the objectives and functions of the
Council for Namibia and the struggle of the Namibian
people under the leadership of SWAPO.

184. Member States are requested to broadcast pro­
grammes and publish material about the situation in
Namibia and to commemorate and publicize Namibia
Day. The issuance of special postage stamps on Namibia
by Member States and by the United Nations is also en­
visaged.

185. The dissemination of infomtation on Namibia rep­
resents an important aspect of the overall efforts of the
United Nations to achieve freedom and independence for
Namibia. In spite of long years of illegal occupation of
Namibia, the public in some countries is still not suffi­
ciently aware of the true nature of the problem and the
extent of the suffering of the· N~ibian people as well as
the people of those front-line .;'tates that are the constant
victims of aggressive attacks by the racist regime of South
Africa. Either the media of certain countries do not pub­
licize sufficient information on the problem of Namibia or
the publici1.ed information is biased in accordance with
specific political interests. It is therefore very important
for the United Nations to maintain a constant flow of in­
formation to the public on all aspects of the question of
Namibia. This draft resolution is proposed with that aim
in mind, and I recommend it for adoption.

186. Mr. SORENSEN-IdOSQUERA (Venezuela) (inter­
pretation from Spanish): It is my honour to introduce

. draft resolution A/36/L.28 on the United Nations Fund for
Namibia.
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195. Lastly, the draft resolution refers to the Na­
tionhood Programme for Namibia, the purpose of which
is to include all measures of assistance for Namibians
during the period of struggle for independence and the
post-independence phase and to ensure that the planning
and implementation of this assistance will be carried out
by means of a harmonious and comprehensive plan of
action within the framework of the United Nations. The
programme includes projects in the productive areas of
the economy, the fiscal infrastructure and services, in­
cluding transportation, trade, energy and administrative
services.

196. The Nationhood Programme for Namibia is
planned and implemented in consultation with the repre­
sentatives of SWAPO. For its part, UNDP has contributed
to the Nationhood Programme for Namibia in the amount
of $2.5 million for 1982.

197. The sponsors of the draft resolution hope that it
will be adopted unanimously by the General Assembly.

198. The PRESIDENT: I shall now call upon those rep­
resentatives who wish to explain their votes before the
vote. May I recall that explanations of vote are limited to
10 minutes.

199. Mr. ARfACHO (Spain) (interpretation from Span­
ish): On various occasions, both in the General Assembly
and in the Security Council, the delegation of Spain has
stated its unswerving support for Namibia's right to inde­
pendence and full territorial integrity. As a point of refer­
ence, I. refer to my delegation's statement at the 10th
meeting of the eighth emergency special session, which
was held just before this session of the Assembly.

200. We continue to believe that South Africa's per­
sistent refusal to comply with the Security Council and
the General Assembly resolutions' regarding the illegal oc­
cupation of the Territory of Namibia is a constant chal­
lenge to the international community and a cause of se­
rious concern for us all. That is why-and although we
believed then and continue to believe now in negotiations
as the means to find a just solution to this problem­
when in April this year the Security Council considered
steps that might induce South Africa to reconsider its
position on Namibia, Spain voted in favour of the draft
resolutions which contained concrete economic measures
and which strengthened the arms embargo 3Iready im­
posed by the Council itself. In that way, we tried to make
use of all available means to bring maximum pressure to
bear on South Africa to prevail upon it to observe the
provisions previously adopted by the Security Council
and the General Assembly.

201. But with the same conviction with which we de­
fend the right to independence of the people of Namibia,
we believe tha~ verbal escalation and indiscriminate accu­
sations do not enhance the climate for negotiation which
should reign at this time; on the contrary, they can only
give rise to increased tension on this delicate question.

202. Spain does not believe that imposing indiscriminate
drastic measures can be the best way to attain the objec­
tive we seek. Breaking diplomatic relations, political and
cultural discrimination and the virtual interruption of
communications to isolate a State Member of the Organ­
ization, far from representing an element of pressure,
could be counter-productive. .

203. That is why, despite the fact that on the whole we
support the spirit behind these draft resolutions, we shall
abstain in the votes on draft resolutions A/36/L.23/Rev.l,
L.24 and L.27 and vote in favour of the remaining draft
resolutions.

204. The condemnation of some countries by name in
the preamble and in operative paragraphs 17 and 31 of
draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.l does not seem appropri­
ate to us. Given the complex situation in Namibia, we
consider it unfair to condemn some countries in particular
and specifically to repudiate the countries of the group
negotiating with South Africa, accusing them of under­
mining resolutions of the Security Council when the man­
date for these negotiations was given by the Council it­
self.

205. For those reasons, we find it unrealistic to try to
isolate South Africa in all areas, and the same applies to
measures contemplated in various operative paragraphs of
draft resolution A/36/L.24 envisaging a total interruption
in economic, political and cultural relations. Some of the

.measures provided for in operative paragraphs 1 to 7 of
that draft resolution aim at a total isolation and, in so far
as they request control over certain activities of nationai... ,
would presuppose de facto interference with the freedom
granted individuals by the constitutions of democratic
countries.

206. In the same context we cannot support the decision
to 'launch an international campaign to denounce some
countries as contained in operative paragraph 4 of draft
resolution A/36/L.27, since this step would presuppose
imposing directives on the information media incompati­
ble with the system of freedom of the press strictly estab­
lished by the Spanish Constitution. Nevertheless, consid­
ering that the dissemination of information on Namibia is
on the whole a positive element of international awareness
of the problem, in the Fifth Committee we supported the
financial implications of this draft resolution.

207. Since Spain is a member of the Security Council, I
also wish to express reservations about some parts of these
draft resolutions which appear to prejudge the attitude
which the Council should take concerning the application
of broad mandatory sanctions established by the Charter.

208. For all those'reasons, despite the fact that we sup­
port the need to solve the situation in Namibia promptly
and that we share the justified impatience of the African
countries for a rapid solution of the conflict, we cannot
support the application of indiscriminate economic sanc­
tions which, as we have said on previous occasions, could
have a boomerang effect for the countries suffering the
most from the tension prevailing in southern Africa.

209. In conclusion, I wish to take this opportunity to
thank the United Nations Council for Namibia for the
work It has done in various forums and countries and es­
pecially for the submission of its report [A/36/24]. Con­
cerning that part of the report dealing with the mission of
consultation of the United Nations Council for Namibia in
May this year in Spain, the delegation of Spain, in order
to make its position clear, draws attention to the com­
munique published at the end of that visit [ibid.• para.
705].

210. Mr. BARBOSA de MEDINA (Portugal) (inter­
pretation from French): At the eighth emergency special
session last September, my delegation had an opportunity
to define once again the position of the Portuguese Gov-

e
i:
s
I
c
t
t
f
c
t

(,
I

r
u
i
s
t
1

f
(

t
t
r
a
I
s
~
t
(

t

I

!
t
I
1
t

(

t
(

t
]

I
c

I
I
I



¥llI2..--I..----------..-----...... .._tl,....._I__~ _
93rd meeting-lO December 1981 1665

ernment on the question of Namibia. We emphasized the
international nature of a problem concerning which a con­
sensus h~d emerged on the illegality of the South African
presence in Namibia-a situation which calls for se'lere·
condemnation of any action by the South African au­
thorities designed to ensure a presence which is totally
unjustified, especially actions against the inviolability of
frontiers and the territorial integrity of neighbouring
countries, thus creating dangers for political stability
throughout all of southern Africa.

211. In this context my Government has explicitly con­
demned the acts of aggression agains~ Angol'!., a country
which, to shelter refugees and to defend its sovereignty,
has had to allocate resources which the Luanda Govern­
ment desperately needs to ensure the development of its
own country.

212. Similarly, the exercise of the right to self-determi·
nation of the Naniibhin people in free elections based on
universal suffrage and supervised by the United Nations,
in keeping with Security Council resolution 435 (1978), is
supported by my Government, which believes also that
this demand is based on the iIF~futable consensus of the
international community. Hence our attention has been
focused on the actions undertaken by the United Nations
Council for Namibia, on the work of the Special Commit­
tee on the Situation with regard to the Implementation of
the Declaration on tlle Granting of Independence to Colo­
nial Countries and Peoples and of the General Assembly
and on the action of the group of African States, particu­
larly the front-line countries. More specifically, we have
supported the activities of the countries of the contact
group of five Western countries, whose foreign ministers
have already during this session revived the negotiations
on Namibia interrupted since the pre-implementation talks
held at Geneva in January 1981.

213. The Portuguese Government therefore quite clearly
and unambiguously supports the principles of self-deter­
mination and independence for Namibia. Furthermore,
given the specific possibilities for a peaceful ,md interna­
tionally acceptable solution of this problem, we should
like once again to stress our total adherence to the search
for such a solution with all the consequences d...;nving
therefrom.

214. As long .as there is any valid hope of the success
of efforts to bring about a peaceful solution, the Por­
tuguese Government will support them, not only because
of the pertinent provisions of the Charter, but also because
this is in conformity with express stipulations in our polit­
ical constitution. Such an attitude necessarily implies dis­
sociating oneself from any act or appeal which might
damage or endanger a possible agreed solution, particu­
larly acts of violence or appeals to armed struggle.

215. Therefore, despite our total adherence to the basic
principles of draft resolutions A/36/L.23/Rev.l and L.24,
my delegation is not in a position to give them its sup­
port, because of the language and the discriminatory ref­
erences they contain in the preamble and in operative
paragraphs 17. 25. 26. 28, 31 and 34 of A/36/L.23/
Rev.l. and also because of the total isolation of the Re­
public of South Africa which is advocated therein. which
would make it impossible for a dialogue to take place on
which a peaceful solution to the problem of Namibia
could be based. My delegation will t.lterefore abstain in
the vote on those draft resolutions.

216. On the other hand, my delegation will vote in
favour of draft resolutions A/36/L.25 to L.28 and wishes
to stress its support for operative paragraph 13 of draft
resolution A/36/L.25, which refers to the establishment in
Luanda of an office of the United Nations Commissioner
for Namibia. However, we wish to reserve our position on
the question of enlarging the mandate of the United Na­
tions Council for Namibia and to enter specific reserva­
tions on paragraphs 5, 6, 9 ,md 10 of draft resolution
A/36/L.26 as well as on operative paragraph 4 of draft
resolution A/36/L.28. Above all, we would enter stringent
reservations on all the paragraphs of A/36/L.27 which
contain discriminatory references to certain States, partic­
ularly the fifth preambular paragraph and operative para­
graph 4.

217. Mr. HUTCHENS (Australia): In its statement dur­
ing the debate on the question of Namibia [65th meeting],
my delegation made clear Australia's commitment to
early and genuine independence for Namibia. In that
statement we also described what we regarded as the ap­
propriate form for resolutions under this item. It is a mat­
ter of regret to my delegation that the draft resolutions
which the General Assembly is now consIdering depart
from that appropriate form in several respects and that as
a result Australia will be supporting only one draft resolu­
tion and abstaining on the other five. Our regret is height­
ened by the fact that Australia is a member of the United
Nations Council for Namibia.

218. Many of our reservations are well known, and I .
can summarize them quickly. Australia cannot endorse
armed struggle as a legitimate means of achieving one's
goals. We recognize SWAPO as an important protagonist
in the Namibian problem, but we maintain that it is for the
people of' the Territory themselves to choose who will
ultimately represent them.

219. At a number of points in several of the draft reso­
lutions, individual countries are named. We regard this as
selective and tendentious.

220. Australia fully observes the conditions of the Se­
curity Council arms embargo against South Africa-in­
deed, we imposed our own embargo unilaterally, well be­
fore the Security Council imposed its embargo-but we
consider that it is the exclusive preserve of the Council to
consider any extension of embargoes.

221. Australia is concerned that established United Na­
tions guidelines have not been followed in relation to the
convening of meetings away from United Nations con­
ference posts. This has very serious budgetary implica­
tions. There are a number of other areas where we feel
that enthusiasm for United Nations action on Namibia has
not been matched by a proper sense of budgetary re­
straint. Allocations for travel stand out in this regard.

222. Speaking more generally, the Australian delegation
is concerned that the general tenor of most of the draft
resolutions before us does not take sufficient account of
current efforts aimed at the early implementation of Se­
curity Council resolution 435 (1978). The only reference
made to those efforts is, in effect, to dismiss them. We
do not believe that this is either valid or helpful. The
Australian Government supports the efforts of the contact
group of Western countries and urges them to intensify
their attempts at implementing what is in fact the only
plan on the table for bringing Namibia to ;,dependence.
We are concerned that some of the draft resolutions now
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-before-us ignore this reality and instead engage in doubt­
ful rhetoric and flights of fancy.

223. For this reason, Australia will abstain on the first
five draft resolutions and support the sixth, of which we
are a sponsor.

224. Mr. TAN<; (Turkey): The grl-ss injustice of the
<!eferment of independence for Nar.libia is recognized
world-wide. In this respect I do not need to reiterate the
strong. support of my Government for the ever-increa"ing
efforts being made to ensure independence for Namibia
without any delay. As a reflection of this strong support,
my delegation will vote in favour of all the draft resolu­
tions on this question. In fact, we are among the sponsors
of Al36/L.25, L.26 and L.28.

225. However, my delegation wishes to put on record,
with regard to the seventh and seventeenth preambular
paragraphs and operative paragraphs 17 and 31 of draft
resolution A/36/L.23/Rev. i and operative paragraph 4 of
draft resolution Al36/L.27, that we believe those para­
graphs should not have contained selective references to a
specific region and specific countries in that region.

226. Mr. DLAMINI (Swaziland): Not only the General
Assembly but the world at large is aware of the suffering
endured by the people of Namibia, not by their free
choice but because of the unfortunate situation they hap­
pen to be in. It is a very unfortunate situation, and while
it exists the whole of southern Africa will continue to be
in a precarious position.

227. The Kingdom of Swaziland is, as everyone here
knows, in southern Mrica. The people of Namibia and
those of Swaziland are one. Their suffering is our suffer­
ing. It is the honest feeling of my delegation that the
independence of Namibia is long overdue and that the
sooner all of us here do something concrete to bring it
about, the better. Strategic and ideological interests are
not the issue here; the issue is the speedy granting of
independence te Namibia.

228. We have a number of draft resolutions before us on
the question of Namibia-draft resolutions Al36/L.23/
Rev.l to L.28, to be exact. The central theme of all t~ose

draft resolutions is· a plea to the international community
to clear the way for the independence of Namibia. That
being so, and taking into account the situation in Namibia
today, the language in some of those draft resolutions
needed some seasoning, somehow, so that they could
command some kind of consensus among us all.

229. It is a well-established fact that the independent
States of southern Africa are highly vulnerable as regards
some measures that might be taken by the international
community in its endeavours to help the struggling masses
of that part of Africa. Here I refer to the question of eco­
nomic sanctions. The United Nations ECA presented a
study on this" at the International Conference on Sanctions
against South Africa, held in Paris from 20 to 27 May 19,81;
hence, paragraphs 261 to 265 of the Paris Declaration. 12

The QA\U has also realized the plight of those States;
hence operative paragraph 6 of resolution CMlRes.865
(XXXVU), adopte cD by its Council of Ministers at its
thirty-seventh ordinary session, held at Nairobi from 15
to 26 June 1981 [A/36/534, annex 1].

230. Hoping that what I have just said puts our position in
its correct perspective, my delegation will vote in fayour of
draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.1 and reserves its position

on operative paragraphs 31 and 34. Furthermore, we shall
abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/36/L.24, in lipite of
the inclusion of operative paragraphs 26 and 27. because we
cannot go along with a large part of it, for instance, oper­
ative paragraphs I to 14.

231. Mrs. NOWarNY (Austria): In the cour,e of the
debate on the question of Namibia, Austria had the oppor­
tunity [65th meeting] to reaffirm its position of principle
with regard to Namibia's independence and the endeavours
of the United Nations to achieve it. We have consistently
stated our firm belief that the transition of Namibia to f..ill
independence will have to be achieved by peaceful means
only and as a result of the negotiations which are at present
under way.

232. Although we can understand the impatience and dis­
appointment of the Namibian people in view of the 'pro­
tracted negotiating process, its long-term benefits should be
taken into account versus the sufferings and sacrifices which
armed struggle inevitably demands.

233. Austria is convinced that, in the light of the princi­
ples and objectives of the Charter of the United Nations, the
armed struggle should not be endorsed or supported by
General Assembly resolutions, nor should military support
for any armed struggle be encouraged. Austria furthermore
has strong reservations about the attempt to prejudge and to
influence the independent work of the Security Council, an
attempt that is in contradiction to the relevant provisions of
th~ Charter. Austria is fully aware of the significant and
important role which SWAPO has assumed in the fight of
the Namibian people for their independence, as well as in
the negotiating process, a role which undoubtedly will con­
ti::ue in the political future of the Territory. The final en­
dorsement of that role, however, will be given by the Na­
mibian people themselves in free and fair elections. The
General Assembly should not prejudge that free and demo­
cratic expression of political will by the population of
Namibia.

234. Austria also does not believe that the arbitrary sin­
gling out of certain industrialized States for condemnation is
justified or in any way advances the legitimate interests of
the Namibian people. We are also cOQcerned about the
considerable financia~ implications of some of the proposals
contained in the draft resolutions which demand a very
substantial and hardly justifiable increase in the budgetary
allocation. We regret that for these reasons Austria has to
abstain on several of the draft resolutions before the Assem­
bly. We wish to reiterate, however, that this in no way affects
Austria's fIrm commitment to a peaceful and negotiated
transition of Nambia to independence on the basis of
Security Council resolution 435 (1978).

235. Mr. TOUSSAINT (Haiti) (interpretation from
French): The illegal occupation of Namibia by South Africa
is a serious challenge to the Organization, and it is high time
for the international community to fulfil its responsibilities
to put an end to it as soon as possible. Further, the repeated
acts of aggression perpetrated by tlte racist regime against
independent African States have seriously threatened inter­
national peace and security. It is for these reasons that the
Republic of Haiti has always felt that the application of
comprehensive mandatory sanctions against South Africa,
under Chapter VII of the Charter of the United Nations, is
imperative if we are to break the stubborn resistance of the
South African regime. Once again my delegation stresses
the timeliness of and the need for such sanctions"and urges
the permanent members of the Security Council to give a
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-favourable response to the appeal of the great majority of
members of the international community.

236. Security Council resolution 435 (1978) is the sole
basis on which a peaceful settlement of the Namibian prob­
lem can be reached. It is therefore essential that the neces­
sary pressure be brought to bear to force South Africa to
comply, because the oppressed people of Namibia should
not be robbed of a victory won at the cost of so much
struggle.

237. Despite the considerable efforts made by the interna­
tional community, South Africa has remained deaf to any
dialogue and has atteI!1pted by crude manoeuvres to
postpone something that is indeed inevitable. It feels that it
can tighten its grip on Namibia and confront the world with
a fait accompli by transferring power to illegitimate pup­
pet groups which serve its interests alone. This must be
regarded simply as a diversionary tactic. However, in
view of such a situation, it is to be feared that the parties
c~ncerned may resortlo extreme measures.

238. It is precisely this eventuality that we fear and that
must be avoided in the interests of international peace and
security. To ensure this South Africa must be completely
isolated, and certain Western countries that are in a position
to induce it to temper its inflexible attitude of defian~emust
no longer encourage it in any way. Its most recent wanton
incursion into Angolan territory, causing the death of scores
of people while the General Assembly was in fact dealing
with this very matter of Namibia, can only be regarded as
one more challenge to the Organizaticm in its search for a
peaceful solutio~ to this trying problem.

239. Faithful to our previous positions, my delegation will
support draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.l, although we can­
not fully associate ourselves with the drafting of certain of
its paragraphs.

240. Mr. LESETEDI (Botswana): The delegation of
Botswana reserves its position on operative paragraphs 31
and 34 of draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.l. 'Ve also wish t\>
reserve our position on operative paragraph 1 of draft reso­
lution A/36/L.25, in particular as regards those recommen­
dations in the report of the United Nations Council for
Namibia which seek to enjoin all States to impose economic
sanctions against South Africa.

241. Mr. KASEMSRI (Thailand): My delegation's posi­
tion on the question of Namibia has often been repeated. It
is consistent and is on record. It fully supports the right to
self-detennination of the Na.mibian people in a united
Namibia. It strongly condemns the illegal occupation of
Namibia by South Africa and endorses the demand that such
illegal presence be withdrawn immediately and completely
from the Territory of Namibia, to enable the Namibian
people to achieve independence. Meanwhile, the systematic
plundering of the inviolable resources of Namibia must
cease forthwith, as must all the aggressive acts committed
by South Africa against the front-line States:

242. South Africa's continued manoeuvres to retain its
stranglehold on Namibia have made it necessary for the
Namibian people to engage in an intensified armed struggle
under the recognized leadership of SWAPO. Such intransi-

. gence and duplicity on the part of the Pretoria regime
compelled my delegation to vote in favour of General As­
sembly resolution ES-8/2, calling for comprehensive man­
datory sanctions against South Africa. Thailand has, in fact,
been applying a voluntary trade embargo against South
Africa for several years now.

243. By the same token, my delegation w1Jj VOte fn sup­
port of all the draft resolutions now before the General
Assembly, in order that unremitting pressure on South Af­
rica may be maintained. In this regard, while my delegation
notes with deep regret L;at the Pretoria regime has felt
encouraged by its sympathizers, it is apparent that some
draft resolutions have made reference to certain countries on
a selective and discriminatory basis. This is particularly
evident in draft resolution A/36/L.27 , in the fifth pream­
bular paragraph and operative paragraph 4. In this connec­
tion, I wish to stress th,;t! my delegation deplores any kind of
assistance, direct or indirect, reaching the Pretoria regime
from any source whatsoever. However, the application of
those paragraphs only to "certain Western countries" is too
restrictive, and the effect may be to leave open other chan­
nels of assistance, whether direct or indirect, particularly in
the economic field, by other States. Therefore, if these
paragraphs should be put to a separate vote, my delegation
will abstain on them. It will, however, vote in favour of
the draft resolution as a whole.

244. Mr. NTLHOKI (Lesotho): I wish to place on record
my delegation's reservations on operative paragraph 34
of draft resolution A/361L.23IRev. 1, notwithstanding the
positive vote it will cast. These reservations, as in the past,
are dictated by considerations of Lesot;o's geographical
location vis-a.-vis South Africa.

245. As for draft resolution A/36/L.24, the actions en­
visaged in the latter portion of that draft resolution leave us
little choice but to abstain in the vote.

246. With regard to the other draft resolutions on this item
which make referen r ~ to previous conferences and resolu­
tions on which we have stated our position, I wish to note
that our votes on those draft resolutions will reflect our
position on the question of sanctions against South Africa.

247. Miss FORI' (United Kingdom): On behalf of the 10
member States of the European Community. I should like to
address certain basic positions of principle with regard to
the draft resolutions before the Assembly. In our common
statement in the debate [67th meeting] we stressed our
unwavering commitment to the right of the people of
Namibia to self-determination and independence by means
of free and fair elections under the supervision and control
of the United Nations, as provided for in Security Council
resolution 435 (1978).

248. The European Community urges all sides to refrain
from actions that would undo the progress achieved so far
and would put obstacles on the road towards a peaceful
settlement.

249. With this in mind the 10 members of the European
Community dissociate themselves from explicit and implicit
endorsement of armed struggle. It is the responsibility of the
United Nations, in accordance with its Charter, to ~eek

peaceful solutions. The Community's commitment to the
Charter and its division of competences remains un­
changed.

250. The people of Namibia have the right to choose their
own Government through free and fair elections. In the view
of the European Community, none of the participants in
those elections should therefore be designated in advance as
the sole and authentic representative of the people.

251. The European Community rejects all arbitrary and
unjustified attacks on individual Member States.
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252. The 10 member States of the European Community
support the current negotiating efforts initiated by the five
Western countries of the contact group to find an interna­
tionally acceptable solution to the Namibian problem in
1982. The 10 member States are disappointed that some
provisions of the draft resolutions before us cast aspersions
on these encouraging efforts.

253. Mr. FRANCIS (New Zealand): New Zealand is to­
tally committed to the achievement of early independence
for Namibia. We have consistently supported the efforts of
the contact group of Western countries, the Secretary-Gen­
eral and the United Nations Commissioner for Namibia to
achieve a peaceful negotiated settlement of the Namibia
question in accordance with internationally recognized prin­
ciples. Equally, we appreciate the efforts made by the front­
line States.

254. Progress in the negotiations on Namibia has not been
encouraging. New Zealand deplores the intransigent attitude
of the South African Government, which has placed obsta­
cle after obstacle in the way of an early settlement. South
Africa's continued use of force has brought tension and
conflict to the region. South Africa's military operations
against Namibia's neighbours make nt extremely difficult to
bring about conditions in which the people of Namibia can
achieve their independence through free and fair elections.

255 New Zealand believes that Security Council resolu­
tion 435 (1978) provides a satisfactory basis for a sett)l"ment
in Namibia. Widening conflict in the region makes it ti"'.:\.er­
ative that a sett~ '!lent based uil that resolution should be
achieved urgently. My delegation welcomes the renewed
efforts that are being made by members of the contact group
to bring about a negotiated solution. Once again there is
some hope that independence for Namibia, so long awaited,
will be achieved. Negotiations are, however, at a critical
stage. My delegation believes that every encouragement
must be given tf) the efforts of the. contact group to over­
come the out:::caf{l~ling difficulties between the parties. Noth­
ing should 1;0 -lliDIne that might in any way jeopardize those
efforts. That ~ .. why my delegation has reservations about
some of the draft resolutions before us today.

256. The general tone of draft resolution N36/L.231
Rev. I , for examt-de,. does not seem well calculated to assist
the efforts of ~he contact group-indeed, it could have the
opposite effect. The objectives of draft resolution N361
L.24 also appear to be somewhat at odds with efforts to
build up a climate of confidence between the parties to the
dispute. For these reasons, New Zealand will abstain on
both draft resolutions.

257. My delegation is also disturbeu oy the financial im­
plic~tions of certain of the activities proposed in the draft
resolutions before us, activities which would require an
increase in the budget of more than $2.6 million for 1982.
We find it hard to go along with the proposal to hold a series
of plenary meetings of the Council for Namibia outside New
York at an additional cost of over $400,000. We have our
doubts too about the decision to allocate $200,000 for a
programme of co-operation with non-governmental institu­
tions, nor are we enthusiastic about the request for an
additiunal appropriation for 1982 of $381,000 for the infor­
mation activities called for in dn.ft resolution N36/L.27.
We have not been convinced that these and other proposed
expenditures are well designed to contribute in a construc­
tive way to efforts to bring about the negotiated settlement
in Namibia which has for so long been the Organization's
declared objective. New Zealand will abstain on all three
draft resolutions.

258. Finally, though we have reservations about the in­
creasing sums that are being allocated from the regular
budget to the United Nations Trust Fund for Namibia, New
Zealand will vote in favour of draft resolution N36/L.28.
We support the humanitarian purpose of the Fund and we
make regular contributions to it.

259. Mr. DORR (Ireland): I set out very fully the views of
the delegation of Ireland on the situation in Namibia in the
course of the debate in the Security Council in April of this
year. 13

260. Ireland is fully committed to the independence of
Namibia in accordance with Security Council resolution
435 (1978) and at the earliest possible date. That remains
our position. We support the efforts of the United Nations,
the OAU, the front-line States and the contact group of five
Western countries to achieve that goal. We hope that the
renewed efforts at present under way to enable the imple­
mentation of resolution 435 (1978) will be successful.

261. Ireland has always accepted that the process of nego­
tiation might have to be supplemented at a particular time
through increased pressures by the international cOIllmunity
to bring South Africa to end its illegal occupation of
Namibia. In our view this could include a series of meas­
ures, carefully chosen, graduated in nature and adopted in
due form by the Security Council. In accordance with this
view and following South Africa's refusal at the pre-imple­
mentation talks held at Geneva last January to implement
resolution 435 (1978), we voted in the Security Council in
April in favour of tW(]) of the four draft resolutions then
before the Council. 14 Those, if adopted, woulc1 have im­
posed mandatory sanctions in selected areas against South
Africa in respect of Namibia.

262. We are aware that, notwithstanding the outcome of
that debate, the efforts of the contact group have been
renewed in recent months and that those efforts are directed
towards the achievement of independence for Namibia In
1982, in accordance with resolution 435 (1978). Of course
we realize that there have been times in the past when
optimism on Namibia proved to have been misplaced. We
nevertheless believe that greater account of these renewed
efforts and of the possibilities which they may offer should
have been taken when the present resolutions were being
drafted.

263. In deciding on our votes on the six draft resolutions
we have examined their content closely, and we have also
tried to relate this to our view of the present situation with
regard to Namibia, as I have just set it out. Against this
background we decided to vote in favour of two of these
draft resolutions and to abstain on the other four. I should
like to set out more specifically the principal considerations
which determined this position.

264. We can support many of the provisions contained in
draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.l. It is with regret, there­
fore. that we decided to abstain, as this text also contains a
number of formulations which w{~ cannot accept. In particu­
lar my Government would not wish to be associated with
the implication of bad faith on the part of certain members
of the contact group of Western countries, as contained
in operative paragraph 31. RJrthennore, operative paragraph
17 condemns what it calls' the collusion of a number of
Governments with South AfHca. These include two which,
as members of the contact group, are actively engaged in
negotiations whid. we hope will bring independence to
Namibia, in accordance with resolution 435 (1'978). To
condemn them in this draft resolution seems to us unwar-
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276. We are not convinced. however. that all the meas­
ures proposed in draft resolution A/36/L.24 are entirely
helpful in achieving the results that we all so much want to
see. nor are we of the view that Governments can properly
take all the actions specitically requested of them in that
draft resolution. While we agree that Governments should
be urged to do all in their power collectively to -impress

274. The Government of the Republic of Seychelles fully
supports draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.l and will vote for
it.

275. Mr. TOMA (Samoa): The Samoan delegation fully
shares the view reflected in the draft resolutions on Namibia
that South Africa has no right whatever to remain in that
Territory. The latter must be allowed to achieve indepen­
dence as soon as possible. Clearly, the thrust of the major
draft resolutions is in the direction of pressuring South
Africa to relinquish its illegal control of Namibia. We fully
support that objective and will vote in favour of all the draft
resolutions that are before us.

269. As heretofore, my delegation will vote in favour of
the draft resolution on the United Nations Fund for
Namibia, N36/L.28. I will take this opportunity to say also
that the Government of Ireland will in the near future make
an additional contribution of 16,000 Irish pounds, that is,
some $25,000, to the fund for 1981. This is in addition to
the contribution of $13,000 which Ireland alreaoy made In
March of this year.

270. Mr. ALBERf (Seychelles): It is indeed a blatant
defiance of the United Nations by the South African regime
in that to this day, despite all the endeavours of the world
Organization, the Pretoria regime maintains its illegal oc­
cupation of Namibia.

271. The Republic of Seychelles wishes to take this op­
portunity to express further its condemnation of the South
African regime for its complete disregard of world opinion.
At the same time we also wish to draw the attention of the
Assembly to the relentlessly increasing aggressiveness of
the racist Pretoria regime.

272. The apartheid regime of Pretoria has extended the
front line to an additional State. Despite the vast expanse of
the waters of the Indian Ocean which separate the Republic
of Seychelles from South Africa, the Pretoria regime has
deemed it acceptable to indulge in subversive activities
against the legitimate Government of Seychelles and its
peace-loving people. There is every reason to believe that
the South African regime was actively engaged in the 25
November 1981 foreign mercenary invasion of the Republic
of Seychelles. As the Assembly knows, most of the merce­
naries fled back to South Africa in panic by hijacking a
civilian aircraft with all its passengers on board. The mer­
cenaries are now free in South Africa. The vigilance, unity
and determination of the people of Seychelles led to the
foiling of yet another contemptible act of aggression against
an African nation by the racists of South Africa. The Pre­
toria regime will be vanquished.

273. My delegation reiterates the unwavering solidarity of
the people of the Republic of Seychelles with the Namibian
people in their struggle to free themselves from the domina­
tion of the Pretoria regime. We hail SWAPO, the only
legitimate representative of the Namibian people, for its
victories against the Pretoria regime. Let the recent victory
of the people and defence forces of Seychelles be yet
another success to add to those of African peoples strug­
gling against the South African racists.

266. We shall vote in favour of draft resolution N36/
L.25, because we generally support the activities of the
Council for Namibia and many of its recommendations.
However, as our voting on some of the other draft resolu­
tions will indicate, we have difficulties about certain recom­
mendations of the Council, and as we have previously indi­
cated, we also have some reservations about the powers of
the Council in regard to certain issues.

265. Draft resolution A/36/L.24 requests individual
Member States to apply unilaterally a broad range of sanc­
tions, many of which we do not favour. It is our view that if
sanctions are to be effective they must be carefully chosen
and co-ordinated and must be imposed by decisions of the
Security Council in full accordance with the Charter. The
measures in this draft resolution are in our view excessive.
Furthermore, they are unlikely to be effective if adopted
merely in the form of a General Assembly resolution. Ac­
cordingly, my delegation will abstain on this draft resolu­
tion.

268. We feel also that it is important that international
public opinion should be mobilized so as to assist the people
of Namibia in exercising their right to self-determination
and independence. For this reason we have in the past voted
in favour of draft resolutions on the dissemination of infor­
mation on Namibia. We would have wished this year to vote
also in favour of draft resolution N36/L.27. However, we
note that a new and divisive element has been included in
operative paragraph 4. This would have the Assembly de­
cide to launch an international campaign to expose and
denounce certain unnamed Western countries for what is
called collusion with South Africa. We cannot accept that
proposal. We believe it would be harmful rather than helpful
t(' the objectives which we all seek. Accordingly, and to
our regret, we are obliged to abstain on a draft resolution
which we could have otherwise supported.

267. My delegation will abstain on draft resolution N36/
L.26. We recognize fully the importance of action by inter­
governmental and non-governmental organizations with re­
spect to Namibia, and we support many aspects of the draft
resolution. However, we have difficulties with operative
paragraph 5. We do not think it wise or llseful to instruct the
Secretary-General and the Administrator of UNDP to
end all dealings by United Nations agencies with unnamed
corporations, and we do not wish to see the General Assem­
bly on this rather ill-defined basis interfere with the compe­
tences of the specialized agencies as regards contracts.

ranted and unnecessarily divisive. Operative paragraph 7 or
this draft resolution gives explicit support to armed strug­
gle. We know that the rights of the people of Namibia have
so far been denied them, and we fully understand the anger
and sense of frustratic,n which drive Namibians to take up
arms to secure ind,~pendence. However, we do not wish to
see the Assembly \~ndol'se violence, especially at a time
when other forms of an.tivity by the international community
directed towards the achievement of Namibian indepen­
dence by peaceful means are under way. As regards the
reference to SWAPO in this and other draft resolutions, I
would stress that Ireland appreciates fully the leading role
which SWAPO plays in seeking independence for Namibia.
We note, of course, that when and if free and fair elections
are held under United Nations supervision-a proposal
which SWAPO has already accepted and which we strongly
support-the people of Namibia will themselves have a full
opportunity to choose their representatives freely and
through a democratic electoral process.
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upOn South Africa that it cannot contInue to ignore world
opinion on Namibia, it is of fundamental importance that
the exercise of governmental power does not infringe un­
reasonably on the rights and freedoms of the individual.
The stability of our own society-and I am sure of many
others-rests on this fundamental principle.

'J.77. We have no links, contacts or dealings of any kind
with South Africa. Nevertheless, we have reservations on
some elements contained in operative paragraphs 2 and 6 of
draft resolution A!36/L.24.

278. We also have real doubts about the usefulness of
selective accusations of the most serious kind such as those
contained in draft resolution A!36/L.23/Rev.l and again
reflected in A/36/L.27.

279. In regard to the programme of work of the United
Nations Council for Namibia, dealt with in draft resolution
Al36/L.25 , we have reservations and wonder about the
appropriateness of mandating a United Nations body such
as the Council for Namibia to concern itself with the pro­
gress of the military aspects of the armed struggle.

280. Mr. VELLA (Malta): As in previous years, my dele­
gation win support the draft resolutions on Namibia out of
respect for the strong feelings of the people of that Territory
and of the African continent as a whole. However, that does
not mean that we agree with every single provision of the
draft resolutions, some of which are, in our view, insuffi­
ciently precise or too sweeping in their content.

281. Mr..SARRE (Senegal) (interpretation from French):
On more than one occasion my country has had an oppor­
tunity to remind the General Assembly of its Government's
position on the question of Namibia. I shall not repeat it
now.

282. I wish only to recall the fact that our country adheres
very closely to the full and rapid implementation of Security
Council resolution 435 (1978), which deals with the settle­
ment of the question of Namibia. In this connection, we
should like once again to make an urgent appeal to those
who sponsored that resolution to do everything in their
power to help the Security Council have it implemented.

283. Therefore, for reasons having to do with principle as
much as logic, we consider that the wording of operative
paragraph 17 of draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.1 should
have been revised. However, my delegation, which is hon­
oured to be a sponsor of some of the draft resolutions before
us, will vote in favour of the texts under consideration,
subject to the comments that 1 have just made.

284. Mr. Van LIEROP (Vanuatu): We have listened with
respect to the views of those who have p~ceded us in
explaining their vote on the draft resolutions and, in all
sincerity, we appreciate all thqt those delegations have said.
We wish to make it clear that in sponsoring the draft resolu­
tions we have no quarrel with any State except the Republic
of South Africa. We share with those who have spoken an
abhorrence of violence. It is unfortunate, however, that
those who would impose slavery occasionally make it man­
datory that some violence be resorted to in defence of
freedom.

285. We shall vote for the draft resolutions, and in doing
so we again wish to emphasize that that vote is not cast
against any other State except the Republic of South Africa
and, more importantly, that vote is cast for the people of

Namibia and for the principles of the Cilarter of the United
Nations.

286. Mr. FONSEKA (Sri Lanka): Sri Lanka has consis­
tently supported the principle of self-determination for peo­
ples not yet politically independent. We welcomed the Gen­
eral Assembly's adoption by acclamation of resolution 1514
(XV) of 14 December IJ6O, which contains the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and
Peoples. In keeping with the spirit and the letter of that
Declaration, the Organization has welcomed during the last
21 years a considerable number of former colonial and non­
self-governing territories as sovereign independent Member
States. Sri Lanka has rejoiced with all others in the Assem­
bly at the increasing degree of universality of membership
that that development has produced.

287. We are now about to consider a number of draft
resolutions on Namibia, a Territory which is larger in size
than most countries represented here, a land rich in mineral
resources. This former colony was placed under mandate by
the League of Nations at the conclusion of the First World
War but unfortunately has continued to be administered by
South Africa in violation of both Security Council and
General Assembly resolutions and in defiance of the ad­
visory opinion of the International Court of Justice.9

288. The Sri Lanka delegation has never had any reserva­
tions about the right of the Namibian people to determine its
own future, nor have we ever doubted the illegality of South
Africa's administration of Namibia. We' are very much
aware of and have been considerably encouraged by the
diplomatic initiatives taken by the contact group of Western
countries since 1978 to enable the Namibian people to
assert its right to independence through fair and free elec­
tions in which all Namibians could participate.

289. It is for that reason that my Government has been a
firm supporter of the early implementation of Security
Council resolution 435 (1978), which carried with it so
much promise of an internationally acceptable solution to
this problem that has been on the agenda of the General
Assembly since 1947. It is not necessary at this stage for me
to refer in deWI to the various dimensions of the question of
Namibia that form the subject of draft resolutions A/36/
L.23/Rev.l and L.24 to L.28. We are in full sympathy with
the objectives of those, draft resolutions, and our views are
identical with those of the sponsoring delegations in so far
as the general thrust of those draft resolutions is concerned.
Sri Lanka will therefore vote in favour of each of those draft
resolutions.

290. However, the Sri Lanka delegation must once again
reiterate and reaffirm its well-known view that we would
have been much happier had the explicit and selective refer­
ences to certain Member States in draft resolution A/36/
L.23/Rev.l been avoided. If a message is to go out from the
Assembly to the Government of the Republic of South
Africa, then it is our view that that message should reflect
the totality and unanimity of the views and feelings of all the
States Members of the Organization. Such unanimity would
strengthen our call to South Africa immeasurably. The se­
lective references to certain named countries in operative
paragraph 17 of that draft resolution are a particular illustra­
tion of such a disadvantage in that draft resolution. It is our
belief that the draft resolution would have commended itself
to the entirety of our membership had those references not
been made.

291. Mr. FLEMMlNG (Saint Lucia): Saint Lucia will
vote affirmatively on all the draft resolutions concerning
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Namibia. However, Saint Lucia is most distressed by the
wording of a number of t~e draft resolutions, p~icularly

those that single out certam States for condemnatIOn.

292. Saint Lucia has consistently maintained that it is a
dangerous Orwellian game to ask the contact group to press
South Africa to release Namibia while, on the other hand,
asking it to have no contact whatsoever with South Africa.

293. In any event, Saint Lucia's reservations in no way
derogate from Saint Lucia's support for the people of
N~mibia or for SWAPO.

294. The PRESIDENT: We shall now proceed to the VOle
on the draft resolutions. The report of the Fifth Committee
on the administrative and financial implications of the draft
resolutions is found in document A/36/8I5.

295. The General Assembly will first take a decision on
draft resolution N36/L.23/Rev.I and Add. I , entitled "Sit­
uation in Namibia resulting from the illegal occupation of
the Territory by South Af~ca". A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, .Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Bar~ados, BelI~e,

Benin Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazl1, Bulgana,
Burm~, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cape Verde, Chad, China, Colombia, Co~oros, Cong?,
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibo~ti, .oo~~~ican Re­
public, Ecuador, Egypt, El S.alvador, ~thlOpla, FiJI, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic RepublIc, Ghana, Grenada,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, ~un­

gary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, J~malca,

Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Re­
public, Lebanon, Lesotho, ~iberia, ~ibyan A~ab Jama­
hiriya" Madagascar, MalaySia, Maldlves, .Mah L Malta,
Mauritania Mauritius, Mexico, f\10ngolIa, Morocco,
Mozambiq~e, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan,
Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint LU.cia, Samoa, Sao 1.'0me
and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, ~eychelles, ~Ierra

Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sunname, Swazlland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, To&o~ Trinid~d and. T~­
bago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukramtan Soviet SocI~hst
Republic, Union of Soviet SoCialist Republics,. UOlted
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, UOlted ~e­

public of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Vlet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, ~hile,

Denmark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal RepublIc of,
Greece, Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Jappn, Luxem­
bourg, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Por­
tugal, Singapore, Spain, Sweden, l!nited Kingdom ofG~at
Britain and Northern Ireland, UOlted States of Amenca,
Uruguay.

The draft resolution was adopted by 120 votes to none,
with 27 abstentions (resolution 36/121 A).

296. Mr. CALDERON (Bolivia) (interpretation from
Spanish): My delegation had not intended to participate in
the vote on draft resolution A/36/L.23/Rev.I and Add.I.

297. 1 ne PRESIDENT: Draft resolution A/36/L.24 and .
Add.I is entitled '~ction by Member States in support of
Nami1?ia". A reco~ded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

III favour: Afghanista~, Albania, Algeria, Angola, ~r­
gentina, Bahamas, Ba.hram, Ba~gladesh, Barbados,.Behz~,
Benin, Bhutan, BrazIl, Bulgana, Burma, Burundl, Bye­
lorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, China, Colomrr·~I}, Comoros,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslo~akia~ Democ.r~tic Kam­
puchea, Democratic Yemen, Djlboutl~ I?oml~~can Re­
public, Ecuador, Egypt, El S~lvador, ~thIOPIa, FIJI, Gabon,
Gambia German Democratic Repubhc, Ghana, Grenada,
Guinea: Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, ~un­
gary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Ja~alca,

Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratl.c. .Re­
Rublic, Lebanon, Liberia, Libyan Arab J.amahmya,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauri~ia,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pclkistan, Panama,
Papua New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland,~ ~o­

mania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Samoa, Sao Tome and Prin- .
cipe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Sin­
gapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, S~, Sli.:~ame, Syrian~
Republic, Thailand, Togo, TnOldad and Tobago, Tumsla,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re~blic.!
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates,
United Republic of Cameroon, United Republi~ of Tan­
zania, Upper Volta, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Vlet Nam,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Botswana, Can­
ada, Chile, Costa Rica, Denmark, Finland, France, Ger­
many, Federal Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Iceland,
Ireland Italy, Japan, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Netherlands,
New ~aland, Norway, Portugal, Spain, Swaziland, Swe­
den, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay.

The draft resolution was adopted by 118 votes to none.
with 29 abstentions (resolution 36/121 B).

298. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote on
draft resolution A/36/L.25 and Add. I, entitled "Programme
of work of the United Nations Council for Namibia". A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Austria, Bahamas, B~i~, Bangladesh, B~­

bados Belize, Benin, Bhutan, BolIVIa, Botswana, Braztl,
Bulgaria, Burma,. Burundi, Byeloru~sian Soviet. Socialist
Republic, Cape Verde, Central African RepublIc, C~ad,

Chile China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica,
Cuba: Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, ~moc.ratic K~~puchea,
Democratic Yemen, Denmark, Djlboutl, DomlDlcan Re­
pubHc, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Et~iopia, Fiji,
Finland Gabon. Gambia, German Democratic RepublIc,
·Ghana 'Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana,
Haiti Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq,'Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, J~pan, Jord~n,
Kenya. Kuwait, Lao Pe.ople'~ Democratic Rep~~hc,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Libena, Libyan Arab Jama~m~a,

Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Maunt~ma,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Netherlands, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,

--- ---.--------~
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-Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua-New Guinea, Peru, Philip­
pint::s, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Saint
Lucia, Samoa, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Sene­
gal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain,
Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Re­
public, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic
of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam,
Yemen. Yugoslavia. Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Belgium, Canada, France, Ger­
many, Federal Republic of, Guatemala, Luxembourg, New
Zealand, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America.

The draft resolution was adopted by 137 votes to none,
with 10 abstentions (resolution 361121 C).

299. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution A/36/L.26 and
Add.1 is entitled '~ction by intergovernmental and non­
governmental organizations with respect to Namibia". A
recorded vote has been requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
C~lombia, Comoros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Demo­
cratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea­
Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indo­
nesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Ja!J1ahiriya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nic­
aragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
Swaziland, 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 Cameroon,
United Republic of Tanzania, Uppe~ Volta, Vanuatu, Vene­
zuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zim­
babwe.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den­
mark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic o,f,
Guatemala, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Sweden, United King­
dom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America.

The draft resolution was adopted by 127 votes to none,
with 20 abstentions (resolution 36/121 Dj.

300. The PRESIDENT: We come now to draft resolution
A/36/L.27 and Add. I , entitled "Dissemination of informa­
tion 0.0 Namibia". A recorded vote has been requested.

- - __ - . I.... _

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belize,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, China,
Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cos!a Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,_
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Demo­
cratic Republic, Ghana, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Ro­
mainia, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Leone, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and To­
bago, Thnisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Emirates, United Republic of Cameroon, United Re­
public of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Ven­
ezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den­
mark, Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of,
Greec~.LGuat~mala, Iceland, I~Jand, Ital~p~n\.~m­
bourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, NOf\Vay, - Singapore,
spam: -Sweden, United Kingdom of Great -Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

The draft resolution was adopted by 125 votes to none,
with 23 abstentions (resolution 36/121 E).

301. The PRESIDENT: Next we turn to draft resolution
A/36/L.28 and Add. I , entitled "United Nations Fund for
Namibia". A recorded vote was requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Ar­
gentina, Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Bahrain, Bang­
ladesh, Barbados, Belgium, Belize, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Bye­
lorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Com­
oros, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Denmark,
Djibouti, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Sal­
vador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, Gua­
temala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Hon­
duras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq,
Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Luxembourg,
Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
N~pal, Net~erlands! New Zealand, Nicaragu~, Niger,
Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea. Peru. Philippines, Poland, Portugal, Qatar, Ro­
mania. Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Samoa, Sao Tome and Prin­
cipe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname,
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2 The delegations of Djibouti. Malawi and Solomon Islands subSe­
quently informed the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour of
draft resolution B; the delegation of the Netherlands that it had intended to
abstain.

3 The delegations of Botswana. Congo and Samoa subsequently in­
formed the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour of the draft
resolution.

4 The delegations of Botswana and Congo subsequently informed the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour of the draft resolution.

5 The delegations of Botswana and Congo subsequently informed the
Secretaria~ that they had intended to vote in favour of operative paragraph 9
of the draft resolution.

6 The delegations of Botswana and Congo subsequently informed the
Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour of operative paragraph 2
of the draft resolution.

1 See Official Records ofthe Security Council. Thirty-sixth Year, 2267th
to 2277th meetings.

8 Ibid.• 2296th to 2300th meetings.
9 Legal Consequences for States of the Continued Presence of South

Africa in Namibia (South West Africa) notwithstanding Security·Council
Resolution 276 (/970). Advisory Opinion. I.C.J. Reports 1971. p. 16.

10 Official Records of the General Assembly. Thirty-fifth Session. Sup-
plement No. 24. vol. I. annex 11.

11 NCONF.107/1.
12 NCONEI07/8. sect. X, A.
13 See OffiCial Records ofthe Security Council. Thirty-sixth Year, 2275th

and 2277th meetings.
14 Ibid.• Thirty-sixth Year, Supplement for April, May and June 1981.

documents S/I4459, S/I4460/Rev.l, S/I4461 and S/I4462.
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NOTES

The meeting rose at 7.15 p.m.

1 The delegations of Djibouti. Malawi. Solomon Islands. Sri Lanka and
Zimbabwe subsequently informed the Secretariat that they had intended to
vote in favour of draft resolution A.

Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet So­
cialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe.

Against: None.

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

The draft" resolution was adopted by 142 votes to none.
with 5 abstentions (resolution 36/121 F).




