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Mr., MISKRA (Indim): I apclogize to you, Mr., President, and to the
Assembly for taking the floor for the second time today on the same question.
With your indulgence, I should like to clarify some matters that have been raised
during the discussion of the Indian amendment that is co-sponsored by many friends
and contained in document A/3L/L.3.

The most pressing argument thet hes been made about this amendment, an
ergument begun by my good friend Ambassador Koh of Singapore, is that it is a new
proposal and not an amendment. In the opinion of my delegation, if one reads
rule 90 as a whole, and not merely parts of it to suit one's convenience or cne's

point of view, there can be no conclusion other than the one that wve share, and

that is, that it is an amendment.

Rule 90 contains & sentence which says that the smendment furthest removed
from the substance of the propoeal shall be put to the vote first. What does
that sentence mean? We have not sutmitted an amendment to a treaty on the moon,
It is an amendment to the report of the Credentiesls Committee, the subject ve
are discussing. It is an amendment that seeks to revise part of that report.
How can it be taken to constitute a new proposal?

We can debate the question and the merits of following one proposal or
amendment or another, but I do not think it is correct to make interpretations
of rules of procedure to suit one's convenience. Please read the rule as a
whole, and not merely parts of it - as has been done todsy during this debate.

Two other arguments have been advanced here today that have struck me as
meriting some reply. There was a repeated argument that if we -re to seat the
nev régime of Kampuchea in this Assembly we would be condoning intervention in
the affairs of one State by another State. Of course, as representatives all
know, India has not subscribed to the proposal to seat the new régime in
Kempuchea in this Assembly. But at the same time, those very representatives
who argue that we should not condone intervention go on to say that they are
not condoning the atrocities of the Pol Pot régime in Kampuchea.
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Well, if you apply one argument on one side - nemely, that by taking one
action you are condoning intervention - then how can you plead that you are not
condoning the atrocities merely by excusing yourself? No, there must be some
logic in what we do, Almost all the representatives who have spoken here in
favour of the continuance of the present arrangement in this Hall have referred
to the atrociti~s of the Pol Pot régime and said that they are not excusing
then. And, at the seme tize, it has been said that if ve seat the nev régime
we are going to condone intervention, HNo, we do not consider any of this -
snd particularly our amendment - as condoning enything, Ve corsider our amendment
as something that prevents the Assembly from taking a decicion it might regret
later.

The second point that has struck me during our debate is .hat some of the
legal arguments that have been advanced here today are the same ones I heard for
21 years on the question of representation of a permanent member of the Security
Council. The same arguments. Legalistic terminology. "The crelentials are
valid because they are issued by sn authority", quite forgetting the reality of
the situation. Today, we are asked in the report of the Credentials Comittee to
forget reality. I say to representatives here that they are not going to make
the situation dissppear by closing their eyes to reality.

Most of the arguments that have been made here on the question of intervention,
interference, and so on, are very valid arguments, but they are arguments that
should be teken up on the new item proposed for inclusion in the esgenda of the
Assembly, namely, the question of Kampuchea, and I assure all representetives
here that I shall be voting in favour of the inscription of that item, mnd that I
shall take part in the dcbate cn it. But at this point that is not the guestion
we are discussing.

We are discussing the question of the credentials of & delegation, and I
earnestly submit to Members that by supporting the recommendation of the
Credentials Committee they would not in reality be accepting the credentials of
enybody who could discharge the obligations imposed by membership of this

asugust body,
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Mr. KAMANDA WA KAMANDA (Zaire) (interpretation from French):
Sir, I should like at the outset to offer you our most sincere congratulations
upon your election to the presidency of the thirty-fourth session of the
General Assembly. Your wealth of experience, combined with your outstanding
qualities as a diplomat and statesman, guarantee the successTul completion
of the work of this session, and I wish to assure You of the full co—operation

of the delegetion of the Republic of Zmire, which, morecver, enjoys excellent

relstions of co—operation with your country.

The question before us today, end the focus of our debate, is essentially,
if pot exclusively, one of primciple. ¥e did not come bere as bailiffs to
auction off this or that réugime or Government in Kampuchea, a8 if we were the
OWners.

Of course, we unders*and the deep concerns of those who have spoken of
allowing the People's Revolutionary Council of Heng Samrin to occupy the
Kempuchean chair, Indeed, if it falls to my lot to - excuse the words =
carry out aggression against & sovereign country and to overthrow its
Government and set up another, or if I support such actiona, I cannot come
to this body to prevent States here represented from endorsing my action.
Indeed, I would expect them to say that I was right,

That is why we hasten to say right away that wve fully understand the
concerns of those who have come to this rostrum to defend a régime the
circumstances of whose establishment in Phnom Penh we are fully familiar with.
But we say that, for our part, the direct or indirect recognition which we
are being asked surreptitiously to give to the nev régime or to the régime
of the People's Republic of Kampuchea, can be only en individual act of

sovereignty and in no wise a collective act of sovereignty. The
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very fact that we in this Assembly ure allowed to undertake & collective act of
recognition of a régime or Government is in itself an innovation in terms of the
law of nations.

We have heard it resoundingly said that “he Heng Samrin régime is in
de facto control of the territory. We do not say it is not, since there is much about
the situation that we do not know. But vhat ve mre saying is that any sovereirn
Government can consider that, check the facts, and then decide whether or not to accord
its recognition to any particular Governmment or régire. In ro vay can
this argument he brought tc bear here in favour of the admission to this chazber
of the representative of revolutionary Kampuchea to the detriment of the
representative of Democratic Kempuchea, which is already e Member of the United
Nations.

Despite the insistence that the Heng Samrin régime exercises de fucto
control over the territory, it will be recalled that no one has said that that
régime has the support of the population. Nevertheless, I should have liked to
hear this extremely important element in the recognition of Govermments and
régimes raised by one or two speakers, particularly those who have
tried to defend this régime's admission. I have heard no such statepent, and
this simple omission somewhat surprises, if not disquiets, me,

The question before us is actuelly that of the recognition of the Government
or régime of the People's Republic of Kampuchea of Heng Samrin, to the detriment
of the Pol Pot régime. As I have said, it is not for us to defend or to promote
one ugainst the other. The real problem is that by subterfuge we are being asked
to recognize the Heng Samrin régime, mnd that raises the problem of the
legitimacy of that régime we are being asked to recognize to the detriment of the
régime of & Member State of this Orgenizetion.

But by what act has the present Phnom Penh régime been legitimized? I say that
only the people of Kampuchea can give us the answer to this question, And until we
have the answer from the people, we have no choice but to say that the
representatives of Democratic Kampuchea, a Member State of this Organization,

have the right to its seat.
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I think the exercise is quite simple, actually. It will be noted, moreover,
that none of the preceding sveakers in this debate have said or have sought to
demonstrate that there was no foreipn armed intervention in Kampuchea. It is
quite extraordinery., I think this is the core of the problem. This
voluntery ouwission, or this silence on what seems to me to be the very nub of the
matter, is highly significant. Hence there is unanipmity here that no
one can say that there has been no foreign armed intervention in Kampuchea.
Therefore, ve surely egree that there was foreign armed intervention in
Kampuchea, as a result of which a Government was set up. But we still have the
Charter of the United Nations before us on our desks.

I consider these facts cxtremely serious. The proposal to leave Democratic
Kampuchea's seat empty is unacceptable to us and indefensible when it comes to a
Member Stete of the United Hations, for it would be to deny its sovereign rirhts.
Democratic Kempuchea - or let us just say Kampuchea - is not & res pullius. It
does exist; there is a people. And if within this Assembly ve defend the idea of
leaving the seat vacant, is this not a way of saying that we deny the sovereign
rights of a people or a State, inasmuch as there is already such a State which is
glready & Hember of our Organization?

It is not correct to say that there was consensus within the non-aligned
movement on leaving the seat of Democratic Kempuchea vacant. I shell not fo
into detail: the contradictory statements we have Just heard from
representatives of many non-aligned countries bear out what I am saying. There
was no consensus on leaving the seat vacant. Many non-aligned countries have
spoken here, and, unless I am mistaken, consensus is nothing more than a
convergence of the views of the majority without formal oppoesition by one or
several delegations or persons, but with the possibility of reservations. Ve
have heard from this podium representatives of non-aligned countries that were
formally opposed to the icea of leaving the seat vacant,

To those of us who were in Havana, participating in the work of the sunmit
conference of non-aligned nations, that argument does not seem to be the correct
interpretation of what really happened. The document submitted by India does not,
in our- view, constitute an mmendment of the Credentials Committee report, because
in its content and by its nature it denies and rejects the substance of that
report. Moreover, the Indian proposal implies denial of the sovereign riphts

of a Member State.
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This is a new proposal which I think in due course and at the proper time
and place can be taken up, after we have dealt with the Committee's report.
But I say egain that the Indien proposal is in direct conflict with paragrap. 29
of the rules of procedure, which reads:
“Any representative to whose admission & Member has made objection
shall be seated provisionally with the same rights es other representatives
until the Credentiels Committee has reported and the Generael Assembly has
given its decision.”
The Indian proposal has summed this up, I would say, in such a wey that it does
not really amend the Credentials Committee report, but suggests scmething new:
that the seat of Kcmpuchea should be left vacant. In other words, the idea is
to have the Heng Samrin régime btrought in and Democratic Kampuchea left out,
forced to leave this chamber.

So I would say that India has not really emended this, because what has
happened is that the Assembly has not been amlle to proceed with its task, which

is to study the Credentials Committee report. In practice, the proposed amendment

meens that we should meke Democratic Kampuchea leave this chamber so that we can
indirectly recognize the Heng Samrin régime. In our view, by its
thrust, substance and nature the Indian proposal is not an amendment to the

Credentisls Committee report: it is a new proposal.
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The representative of India invoked rule 90 «f the General Assembly's rules
of procedure and quoted many parts of it, but I believe he omicted to refer
to its last gsentence, which reads:

"A motion is considered an amendment to a proposal if it merely adds to,

deletes from or revises part of the proposal.

To which part of which proposal dces India's document refer? I hope that the
Legal Counsel, whose opinion we have sought, will shortly be able to give us
some clarification on this problem,

Ue are deeply concerned with the maintepance of international peace and
security everywhere, and we cannot lightheartedly condone certain amctions
wvhich are in reality flagrant violations of the provirions of the Charter
simply because some of us wish to sit in judgement on Governmenta, or States
or peoples on various pretexts. Mention has even been made of human rights.
But, on the basis of such pretexts, are we really going to be the judges of
States, can ve really judge Governments? I think that between the good that
wve are seeking and the excesses that we should rightly avoid there is a mean
that we should abide by, and I think that it is to the finding of that meun
that we should devote our efforts. What has happened in Kampuchea is a serious
violation of international peasce and security in South-East Asia, first and
foremost, and in the world as a whole thereafter, and of the Charter. I think
that the brilliant intervention of Singapore and the Credentials Committee
report speak for themselves,

It is our strong irpression that the People's Council in Kempuchea is
trying to obtein from the Assembly what it cannot obtein internelly; in
other words, recognition, support from the population end legitimacy., But the
procedure is not the best it could have found; recopgnition of States is an
individual act of sovereignty, it is not a collective act, and legitimacy is a
matter for pecples. It is pot the General Assembly of the United Nations
vhich confers legitimacy upon a Government or any régime, and I therefore think
it would certainly be a mistake and a very serious precedent if we adopted
such a procedure., Briefly that is what I wanted to tell the Assembly.
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I shell not dwell on the matter at any further length, and in closing I
should like to say that the delegation of Zaire supports most warmly the adoption
of the report of the Credential:s Committee,

The PRESIDENT: We have heard the last speeker in the debate on
this question. The Assembly will now proceed to teke action on the proposals

before iv. In this connexion, in accordance with the Assembly's decision, I

shall first invite the Legal Counsel to give his legal opinion.

Mr. SUY {Legal Counsel) (interpretation from French): The purpose of
the draft resclution which has been put forward by the Credentials Committee is
to finalize the procedure vhich is laid down in rule 29 of the rules of
procedure of the Genersl Assembly. The draft resoclution put forward by the
Committee is designed, in effect, to settle the problem of the challenge raised
apainst the credentials of Democratic lampuchea the day before yesterday by the
delegation of Viet Nam. It contains a sinple brief, clear and simple proposal.
Docurent A/34/L.3, on the other hand, would seem to fall within a somewhat
different context, which is that of representation rather than that of the
credentials dealt with in rule 29 of the rules of procedure,.

1 should like to recall the terms of the definition of an amendment
contained in rule 90 of the rules of procedure, That rule says, inter alia:

"A motion is considered an amendment to a proposal if it perely sdds to,

deletes from or revises part of the proposal."

Reading document A/34/L.3 and evaluating it in the light of the definition
of an amendment, it seems to pe that it does not fall within the definition
in rule 90, However, in the past the General Assembly has alwvays been
extremely flexible in its understending of vhat constitutes an amendment, and
it would be entirely in keeping with past practice for it to determine, if
it wishes, itself and expressly, the nature of document A/34/L.3.
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The PRESIDENT: 1 c&ll on the representative of Malaysia on a

point of order.

Mr. ZAITON (Malaysia): We have heard the views of the Legsl Counsel
on the question vhether the amendment contained in document A/34/L.3 is an

amendment or a proposal, and we have noted his final remarks, VYiews have

also been expressed by various representatives, one way or another, during
the morning and afternoon meetings, and I now formally propose, Mr. President,
that you submit the guestion to the Members for a decision through the

voting process,

The PRESIDENT: I call on the representative of Bulgaria on a point

of nrder.,
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Mr. YANKOV (Bulgaria): Mr. President, I spulogize for interrupting you,
but &y only intention is to help, end I believe that the proceedings of this
peeting may be facilitated by the point of order which I am going to raise.

Reference has been made to several proposals, and specifically to the
amendment submitted by India in dccument A/34/L.3. As I understond it, we are now
going to determine vhether vhat is contained in that document is indeed a proposal
or is an amendment. T had the honour to submit a proposel which was introduced a*
the third plenary meeting, end I felt therefore that the proceedings of this
present meeting might be facilitated if, on behalf of the sponsers of that
proposal, draft resolution A/34/L.2, and on behalf of my own deleration, I vere to
inform the Assembly that, in the light of the debate which has teken place todsy,
ve do not insist on a vote on cur text.

I wish to take this opportunity to express, on behalf of the co-sponsors and
of my own delegation, our deepest appreciation to those delegaticns which found it
possible to lend their support to draft resclution AS34/L.2.

In a spirit of sccommodation, wve would support the amendment contained in
document A/3L4/L.3, on the understarding that this should not be taken as in any way
implying & change in our position of principle.

I do spologize cgein, Mr. President, for interrupting you, but it wus my hope
that efter my statement you would appreciate my efforts to aveid any further
complication of the procedures we have been involved in. Thank you for your

indulgence.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Bulgaria for his statement,

vhich will certainly help the Assembly.
Before I go on to explain hov I intend to proceed with this exercise, I call

on the representative of Singapore, who wishes to spesk on o point of order.

Mr. KOH (Singapore): As the sponsors of draft resolution A/3L/L.2 do not
insist on e vote on that draft resolution, the Assembly now has before it only two
documents: the recommendation of the Credentials Committee (A/3b/500), and the
amendment sponsored by India, Benin and Madagascar in document A/3L/L.3.

The point is this: if document A/3L/L.3 is an amendment, it must be put to
the vote first. If, oo the other hand, it is not an amendment, but amounts to e

new proposal, then the report of the Credentials Committee must be put to the vote
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first. In view of this, it is absolutely essential that this Assembly pronounce
itself now on vhether or not document A/34/L.3 is an amendment within the terms of

rule 90 of the rules of procedure, or a new proposal.
I asked to be allowed to speek in order to make this clear and to support the

formsl proposal just made by my colleague, Aubassador Zaiton of Malaysia, that
dccument A/3L4/L.3 is a nev proposal and not an amendment to the raport of the
Credentials Committee. I respectfully request, Mr. President, that you put his
proposal to the vote. Those who are of the view that document A/3L/L.3 is a new
proposal should vote "yes"”, and those who are of the view that -

The PRESIDENT: The renresentative of Benin has asked io be allowed to

speak on a point of order in a situation where the representative of Singapore is
already speaking on a point of order. May I appeal quite frankly to the Assembly.
Ve have had a long day. We are trying to conclude our work. The rules of procedure
are clear. If only everybody will permit the Pregident to apply them, perhaps we
can solve this problem without m proliferation of points of order. This appeal goes
to the Assembly as & wvhole.

Mr. KOE (Singapore): I heed your appeal, Mr. President and was, in any
case, about to conclude. I was going to eay that Malaysia's proposal is that
document A/34/L.3 ies & newv proposal snd not an amendment, apd [ respectfully request

that this proposal be put to the vote.

The PRESIDENT: It seems that my colleague from Singapore, while heeding

the President's appeal, went oo to make his point anyway. Hence I have no
alternative but to recognize also the representative of Benin on a point of order.

Mr. HOUNGAVOU (Benin) (interpretation from French): Mr. Prer‘dant, since
you have just stated your intention to tell the Assembly hov you intend to conduct
our meetings, I should simply like to say that my delegation feels that the
statement made by the representative of Singapore has caused us loss of time. You
did well to interrupt him, just as he did well to curtail his statement. Everything
be said is contained in the rules of procedure and we should waste no more time. I
vas simply going to ask you to request the representative of Singapore to allow you
to continue with the meeting.
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The PRESIDENT: I call upon the represcaotative of India, who wishes to
speek or & point of order,




RH/25 /ad A/3L/PV.A
i2l

Mr. MISHRA (India): I must thank my very good friend Ambassador Koh of
Singapore for making it very clear to the Assembly how it should vote. Those who
are in favour of the Indian arendment shou'd vote "no" on the proposal.

But my point of order is this., I should like at this stage to reaind you,
Mr. President, that if the Malaysiean proposal is carried, we shall then ask for

priority for document A/3L/L.2.

The PRESIDENT: Let me try to explain the situation as I understand it.

The guestion has been raised whether the text contained in document Af34/L.3 is
toc be considered an amendment or a new proposal. The sponsor of the text has
indicated its view that the text should be considered an amendment under rule 90 of
the rules of procedure. However, other delegations have expressed the view that the
text is & nev proposal that must be acted upon in mccordance with rule 91. The
Assembly has also heard the opinion of the Legal Adviser.

In view of the divergence of opinion that has emerged and the proposals that
have been made by Malaysie and Singapore, quite clearly it is np to the Assembly to
teke & decision. However, the propossal made by Singapore somehow complicates the
situation. Under normal circumstances, in view of the fact that India submitted its
proposal es an amendment, the Assembly would have to decide whether it wes in fact
an acendment. On the other hond, the representative of Singapore says that we
should vote on whether the Indian amendment is a new proposal. If I intarpret the
p oposal made by our colleague from Singapore as a formal motion, then in the firat
place the Assembly will have tu take s decision as to whether or not it wants to
vote in the manner trescridbed by the representative of Singepore. If it is not a
formal proposal, then we shall act in eccordancs with established rules. I do not
think that the representative of Singapore insists on it being considered a formal
proposal. He indicates that he does not.

That being so, we shall now proceed to take a decision in respect of the Indian
amendment. I shell pow put to the vote the motion that the text contained in
document A/34/L.3 is mn amendment.

A recorded vote has been reguested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahrain, Benin, Bulgeria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socielist Republic, Cape Verde, Conge, Cuba, Cyyrus,

Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yewen, Ethiopia, German Democratic
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Republic, Crenads, Guinea, Guinea-Bissmu, Guyana, Hungary,
Indim, Iran, Iraq, Jamaice, Jordan, Kuwait, Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Libyen Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar,
Mauritius, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nicaragua, Poland, Qatar,
Sao Tome and Principe, Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Syrian Arab
Republic, Uganda, Ukrainien Soviet Socialist Republic, Unien
of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, Viet Nam

Against: Austrelia, Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Shutan, Burma, Cenada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comoros,
Costa Rica, Democratic Kempuchea, Denmark, D)ibouti,
Domincan Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador, Fiji, France,
Gabon, Gambia, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ghana, Greece,
Guatezala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland,
Ttaly, Japan, Kenya, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives,
Mal{, Malta, Mauritania, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Niger, Norvay, Oman, Pakistan, Papua New Guinea,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Portugal, Romania, Rwanda,
Samoa, Saudi Arabias, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri
Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, Turkey, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
Republic of Camercon, United States of America, Upper Volta,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yugosluvia, Zaire

Abstaining: Argentins, Bolivia, Botswana, Burundi, Finland, Ivory Coast,
Lebanon, Liberia, Malewi, Mexico, Nigeria, Panama, Suripame,
Sweden, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, United Republic of
Tanzania, Yemen, Zambia

The motion was rejected by 80 votes to 43, with 19 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT: The Assembly bas thus decided that the text contained in

document A/34/L.3 is not an smendment.

The representative of Indie has propesed - and I hope I interpret his proposal
correctly - that in the voting his proposal contained in document A/34/L.3, which
the Assembly has decided is not an amendment, should have priority over the draft
resolution coptained in the report of the Crcdentials Committee,
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to the vote the motion that priority be given to the Indian

has been reguested.

was taken.

Egbfavaur:

Against:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Algeria, Bahrain, Benin, Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Congo, Cuba,
Czechoslovekia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic
Republic, Grenada, Guinea, Guinea-Bisseu, Guyana, Hungery,
India, Iren, Jamaica, Jordan, Kuwait, Lac People's Democratic
Republic, Libyan Arab Jamehiriya, Madagascar, Mongolia,
“ozambique, Nicaragua, Poland, Sao Tome and Principe,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Syrian Arab Republic, Uganda,
Ukrainisn Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arsb Emirates, Viet Nam
Australia, Austria, Bahemas, Bangladesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Burme, Caneda, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Comorosz, Costa Rica, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Djibouti,
Ecuador , Egypt, El Salvador, Fi}i, France, Gabon, Cambie,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras,
Icelend, Indonesia, Ireland, Italy, Japan, Kenya, Liberia,
Luxexbourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritenia,
Morocro, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand, Niger, Nigeria,
Norway, Oman, Pakisten, Papues New Guinea, Paraguay,
Philippines, Portugel, Romania, Semca, Senegal, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Swaziland, Thailand, Toro,
Turkey, United Kingdom of Great Britaein and Northern Ireland,
United Republic of Cameroon, United States of America, Upper
Volta, Uruguay, Ven=zuela, Yugoslavia, Zaire

Argentina, Botswana, Burundi, Cyprus, Dominican Republic,
Finland, Ghena, Greece, Ivory Coast, Lebanon, Mexico, Panama,
Peru, Qatear, Rwanda, Saudi Arebia, Suriname, Sweden, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, United Republic of Tanzania, Yemen,
Zeambia

The motion was rejected by T6 votes to 39, with 23 abstentions.
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The PRESIDENT: I shall now put to the vote the draft resvlintion

recomnended by the Credentials Committee in its report {A/34/500).
A recorded vote has been requested.
A recorded vote was taken.
In favour: Argentina, Australia, Bahamas, Bangledesh, Barbados, Belgium,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Burma, Canada, Chad, Chile, Chipa, Colombia,

Comoros, Costa Rica, Democratic Kampuchea, Denmark, Diibouti,

Ecuador, Egypt, El1 Salvador, Fi)i, Gabon, Gembim, Germany ,
Fede-al Republic of, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Hounduras,
Iceland, Indonesia, Italy, Japan, Kenya, lesotho, Liberia,
Luxembourg, Malaysia, Maldives, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Morocco, Nepal, Kewv Zealand, Kiger, Nigeria, Norway, (man ,
Pekistan, Papua New Guinea, Paraguay, Fhilippines, Portugal,
Romania, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia,
Sri Lanka, Suden, Swaziland, Thailand, Togo, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Yugoslavia, Zairz

Against: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Benin, Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Congo, Cuba,
Czechoslovekia, Democratic Yemen, Ethiopia, German Democratic
Republic, Grenada, Guinea, Guinem-Bissau, Guysna, Hungery,
India, Jamaica, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Libyan Arab
Jamshiriya, Madagascar, Mongolia, Mozambigque, Nicaragua,
Panama, Poland, Sao Tome and Principe, Seychelles, Sierra
leone, Syrisn Arab Republic, Ukrainian Soviet Socimlist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, Viet Nam

Abstaining: Austria, Bahrain, Botswana, Burundi, Cyprus, Dominican
Republic, Finland, France, Ghana, Iran, Ireland, Ivory Coast,
Jordan, Kuwait, Lebanon, Malawi, Mali, Mexico, Netherlands,
Peru, Qatar, Rwande, Spain, Suriname, Sweden, Trinided and
Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, United Areb Emirates, United
Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuele,
Yemen, Zambia

The draft resolution was adopted by 71 votes to 35, with 3L abstentions
(resolution 34/2).
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The PRESIDENT: In view of the adoption of the draft resolution

recommended by the Credentials Committee, may I take it that there is no need
to take a decision on the proposal contained in document A/34/L.37

It wvas so decided,

The FPRESIDENT: 1 now call on those representatives who have expressed

their desire to explain their votes after the voting.

Mr. von WECHMAR (Federal Republ.c of Germany): My delegation voted
in favour of the report of the Credentisls Committee. The credentials of the
representatives of Democratic Kampuchea were duly recognized in the thirty-third
regular session of the Geperal Assembly, wvhich was of the opinion that they
did comply with the provisions of the Charter of the United Nations.

My Government is of the opinion that the General Assembly should strongly
reject any attempt to question the credentials of & Govermment on the grounds that
part of that Government's country has been subject to armed foreign attack,

This would be tentamount to rewarding armed intervention in the internal affairs
of & Member of this Organization.

My Government, together with some of its allies, strongly supports the
point of vievw of the most concerned States of South Asia, in particular the
members nf the Association of South-East Asian Netions (ASEAN), which condemn
all expansionist moves in Indo-China and call for stability in the region.

My Government's decision is exclusively based upon respect for the
Charter of the United Rations and the rules of procedure of the General Assembly
dealing with the recognition of a Member's representatives, We likewise continue

to raise our voice in severe condemnation of the violetions of the most basic
human rights of which the Pol Pot régime is guilty. But those violations did

not prevent this Assembly from recognizing its representatives in the thirty-third
regular session of the General Assembly, and it should not do so end has not

done 80 in our present sessicn.
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(Mr. von Wechmur, Federal Republic of
Germany )

Yet, we sincerely hope that, with the co-operation of the States immediately
concerned, it will be possible to find an equitleble solution to the Cambodian
problem vhich not only guarantees the survival of the Khmer people but also
ellows Cambodia to send a delegation to the United Netions that is supperted by
the people and unanimously recognized by the internationcl comzunity as its

legitimate representatives,

Mr. MORALES SUAREZ (Colcmbia) (interpretation from Spanish):
Mr. President, first of all, I should like to express my delegation's satisfaction

at seeing you presiding over our discussions. The head of my delegation will inp
due course have occasion to convey our congratulations and wishes for the
success of our wvork.

The delegation of Colombia wishes mcst clearly to state for the record
that its wvote in favour of the 4draft resolution recommended by the Credentials
Committee does not imply any change in its Judgement or attitude in rejecting
the obvious and repeated viclations of humen rights by the Pol Pot régime.
Its vote should not be interpreted s anything but its agreement that the
procedural rules which should be taken into account by the Credentials Committee

have been cozplied with rigorously from a legal point of view.

Mr. LEPRETTE (France) {interpretation from French): Mr. President,

the Chairman of the French delegation will in a few days officially express to
you his warm congratulations and best wishes for success in your exalted
office, to which the General Assembly has elected you unanimously. At this time,
1 should like in my personal capacity to greet you as a man of tulent, an
experienced and wvise negotiator who has earned the esteem of us amll.

I wish to give the reasons for the vote cast by the French delegation
wvith regard to document A/3L/500. The question put to us, on which the French
delegaticn abstained, could not obviously be considered on purely procedural
grounds. In most cases, of course, the problem of the representatives of régimes
wishing to teke a seat at the United Nations is easily solved through recourse
to the copinion of the Credentials Committee. That is why, in the overvhelming
pmajority uf cases, the reports of that Committee are not challenged by the
General Assembly.
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(Mr. Lepreiie, France)

Nevertheless, we recall thst in certeain particularly difficult situations
the opinion of the Comzittes did not answer the questions the Assembly might
be asking itself. It eculd hardly be othervise. Our Committee, to whose
Chairman I wish to pay a particular tribute, hac put before us a recomsendation
concerning Karpuchea. No doubt it did so within the bounds of its authority

and with due respect for the texts and cur traditions.
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Howvever, the report of the Committee put forvard considerations and
conflicting positions of principle vhich revealed the division among the members
cn political issues. The French delegation would not have liked,by voting in
favour of this report, to leave itself open to “he suspicion that it endorses some
of the positions put forward in this docuoment. Neither would it like it to be
felt that it was referring to such a small committee the task of dealinn sinnle-
handedly with the pelitical issue.

In this respect, I should like to recall that my Govermment, vhich has never
had relations with the régime vhich took power in Phnom Penh in 1975, condemned
in this forum through our Foreign Minister the violations of human rights and
the inhuman and unacceptable treatment to vhich the Cambodian pecple hed fallen
victim.

The Charter of the United Fations is quite clear in respect of inalienable
human rirhts, and one may wvell question the qualifications of s régime accused
of genocide which seeks recognition hers in the international community.

Sirmilarly, the French Government cannot admit that here, in this Chanber,
representatives should be accepted who have come {0 power by military megression,
This would be a violation of the Charter. It would also be an affront to the
people of Kampuchea, who have not been in a position to give their views in a

denocratic manner on the régime they would like to have set up in respect for its

inlependence.

Mr. XIESTIL (Austria): ‘tr. President, there will be a more eppropriate
Occasion for me to congratulate you on your assumption of your high office. For
the time being, may I just briefly summarize Austria's position on the issue that
vas before us. There can be no doubt atout Austria's position on the abominable
record of the Pol Pot régime. Austria condemns in the strongest possible
terms the violations of basic human rights vhich characterized the unacc eptable
pattern of behaviour of this répime. I wish to refer in this context to Austria's
active co-sponsorship of the relevant resclution submitted in the Human Rights
Commission last year, which aimed at launching an investigation into the human

rights situation in Cambodia.
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At the same tipe, and wvith the sape vijour, Austria condemus forcefully
the foreirn militery intervention in Cambodia. This intervention was
carried out in violation of the territorisl inte:rity and political
soverel;nty of Cambodia and stands in flegrant contradiction to the
richt to self-deterwination of the people of Cambodia,

It vas this foreifa rilitary interveotion vhich led to the instellation
of the Governpment of Heng Samrin. 1Hth regerd to the devastating situation
in this country, ve are deeply conscious of the amount of human suffering
end censeless sacerifice of huren life amonp e people vith o noble tradition who
nov stand in danger of extinction throuph persecution, famine and disease and
Austria's first cnd forercst objective is directed townrds alleviating the
sufferiu:, and rendering huncpiterian help for Cambodia possible, so that
Cambodia vill be in & position to secure its integrity ond sovereignty

ageinst any foreirn influence.

Mr. TUWLIBORG (Sveden): Mr President, during the general debate,

Sueden 1rill aeve the opportunity to express its deep satisfaction at your

election to the office of President of this General Assembly.

"he Svedish Governuent considers that ot this prescent tive, no Governnent
is i. & position to represent lampuchea. This does not vrevent us from having
contacts with both sides, in order to promote humanitarion relief operaticns
for the suffering people of Kmupuchea as » vhole. In the present situation,
the Swedish delegation has abstained from voting.

Mr. FCRUAIDO (Sri Lankn): Mr President, during the general debate,
the Foreirn Minister of Sri Lanlic vill pey you a well-descrved tributce. Tor the
tine being, mey I Le permitted to say that Sri Lenka is very happy and nroud

that you are the President of the thirty-fourth session.
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Sri Lonka has votcd in favour of the report of the Credentials
Coumittee. I would lile to explain the reasons for our vote.

First, Sri lanka's support of the revort does not imply that v &mre
thercby condoning the policies of the ~egime that vill contioue to represent
" Kawpuchea ct the United liations during this session in accordance with
the recormmendation of the renort.

Secondly, Sri Lanka's acceptance of the present representation of Kampuches
in the United Ilations could be subject to reviev, a5 yc believe that the

situation in the territory of Ilampuchea is still quite unclear.

Thirdly, Sri Lanka is unable to accept the credentials of the other
regine, vhich have been subrdtted to the United ilations, as ve believe
that its present position iz the result of circunstances vhich involve
a breach of certain principles of non-alignment vhich Sri Lenka values
creatly. These principles are pon-interference in the internal affeirs of
other States, and non-use of force in the settlement of disputes.

The present situetion olso appears to contravene the sovereign
independence of Member States and the principles of the United »ptions
Charter.

Mrs. T12'G THINITL (Democratic Kampuchea) (interpretation froi: French)
At the end of this debate, the deleration of Dermocratic Karmuchea wruld

lile to express, first and forewost, its deep gretitude to this honourable
Asgexrbly, to the peoples that love peace and Justice and that by their vote
Just now were good enough to render us justice. They did this by saving
no to aggression: no to viclation of the United Nations Charter; and by
recornizing the leg:itirat right of a victim of aggression in thisz
Assenbly.
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The impact of the recent vote is very great, for Democratir Kampuchea, for
South-East Asia, for the whole world, and for the United Nations itself.

For Democratic Kampuchea, this vote is deeply significant for the survival of
Kampuchea because the people of Kampuchea, under the leadership of Democratie
Kampuchea, are her-ically vaging a war of national liberation against the
Vietnamese aggressors of the Le Duan clique,

The wholesale war of intervention and aggression perpetrated by the
200,000 soldiers from Hanoi is no conventicnal war such as history has known
in the past. This is a war of genocide, of extermination of an entire race,
of & whole pation.

The vote Just teken by recognizing the legitimacy of the Government of
Zemocratic Kampuchea, acknowledges the right of Kampuchea to remain an independent
nation with its own identity. This acknowledgement of the legitimate rights of
Dezocratic Kampuchea will encourage the people of Xampuchea to pursuve their
strug  les, whatever the sacrifices and difficulties involved, for the survivai
of the nation of Kampuchea,

The situation in Kampuchea created by the war of aggression waged by
Viet Nem is far from irreversible as has been claimed by the Le Duan clique.
History has shown that never can a situation creuted hf'uggressiun be

irreversible. Since the reorganization of our regular army into guerilla units,

the situation has teen changing constantly in our favour and the aim of the

Le Duen clique, to swallow Kampuchea whole, has been checked - which explains the
reinforcements being sent by the North Vietnamese into the south-west, the
north-vest and the north-east of Kempuchea. These have been seut in successive
waves from February to August 1979,

The next dry season, from November 1979 to May 1980, will be a decisive
time for us and for the aggressors. The General Assembly will contribute
greatly to a favourable turn in our struggle to recover territorial iategrity,
independence and sovereignty for Democratic Kampuchea., Furthermore, ny
delegation considers that the vote taken just now will give the people of
Kampuchea and to the Government of Democratic Kegpuchea a powerful instrument
in their struggle for their right to decide their own destiny and to make of
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Demoeratic Kampuchea an independent, united, peaceful, neutral and
non-aligned country.

For the countries in South-East Asia and for the res;t of the world, the
vote teken Just nov will contribute to the defence of peace, to stgbility and
to security, because it will humble the grrogant expansionist
Le Duan clique and its masters. The gquestion of Kampuchea hes significance beyecnd
the borders of that country. There can be no doubt of its international importance
since the aggressors themselves have declared their expansionism. Let the
countries that love peace end independence join forces regarding the problem of
Democratic Kempuchea, to fight diktat, agerezsion and expansionism, and to
defend peace and stability throughout the world. HNothing could be more legitimate.
In fact, it is more - it is &n imperative.

For the United Nations itself, this vote strengthens the principles of
the Charter of the United Nations and the confidcnce of States in this
Orgenization. In the event of a vote to the contrary, its presiige would
have been seriously damaged. The vote just now will enhance the hopes of those
wvho do not wish to see our past mistakes repested. Thus, as in other difficult
circumstances of its history, our Orgasrization has once again shown itselfl very
far-sighted. That is mll to its honour. Moreover, this vote will contribute
to the development of internaeticnal relations based on equality and mutual
respect and to eliminating from the iriernational scene the lew of the
Jungle, which the Le Duan clique end its supporters wish to see prevail.

Finally, osur delegation expressec its determination to contribute here
together, as do our freedom fighters in the field, to the peace, security
and stability of South-East Asia and of the world.

Mr. KATAPODIS (Greece): Mr. President, my Foureign Minister will

have the opportunity of eddressirg to you the officiaml congratulations of the
Greek delegation on your election to this high office. Allow me, in the
meantime, to present to you my personal congratulations.

The Greek delegation has voted in favour of the report of the

Credentials Committee contained in document A/3L/500 because it considers, first
thet no Menber State should be deprived gf its right to be represented

)
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and to participate in the various organs of the United Nations and especially
in its supreme body, the General Assembly; and, secondly, that under the
circumstances the recommendation of the Credentials Committee constituted
the lesser of two evils. This by no means signifies that my Government

in any way condones the policies of the Government of Democratic Kampuchea,
especially in the field of human rights - policies which have brought great
suffering to the pecple of that unfortunate country.

Mr. FIGUEROA (Argentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The
delegation of Argentina supported the draft resolution contained in the
first report of the Credentials Committee because, as apatter of principle,
it considered that the General Assembly must support the work and the
spinion of “he bodies to which it has delegated techmical functions. This
position has been unswervingly meintained by my country in the past in regard
to the reports of the Credentials Committee, which is a technical body.

Consequently ve must reiterate it today.

Mr. HEIDWEILLER (Surineme): The political scene in South-East

Asia has, for the past 4O years, been drenched in blood and tears. This has
been e period marked by great acts of heroism as well as by extreme acts of
cruelty. Those who entertained hopes of lasting peece and well-being

for the peoples of Viec-Nam, Laos and Cambodia after the end of the Viet

Nam war are now seriously concerned about the prevailing situation. The
situation in what was formerly known as Indo-China does mot concern only the
South-East Asian region but, as in the case of the Middle East, may eventually
affect other regions as well, It is for these reasons that the delegation of
Su: iname attaches great importence to all matters evolving in this form

in relation to that region.
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Ve are dismayed by the continuing military intervention of Viet iam in the
affairs of Cambodian, although we must concede that Viet Nam acted only after
prolonged provocation on the part of the Pol Pot régime. As a result of the
continuing military intervention of Viet Nam, the Fol Pot régime lost control
of the capitel, Fhnom Penh, as well as cof major parts of the Cambodian territory.
The Pol Pot régime, representing Democratie lampuchea was, at representatives all
know, subsequently replaced by the Guvernment of the Pcople's Republie of
Ilar uchea, which now cleims the seat of that country in the United Hations and
in other international bodies.

The representetion of that country has been the subject of continued and often
acrimonious discussion within the United, &8s vell as in other
international bodies. The traditionel criteria for the recognition of its
Governuent and for the acceptance of the credentials of its representatives
seem to lack the normal weipght and significance in this particular case. An
objective analysis and evaluation of the situation nrevailing in Cambodie seem to
lend credibility to those who consider that the new Covernment has effective control
over the territory. Through the moplication of traditiconal criteria to this matter,
the representative of the new régime could possibly be admitted to participate
in the activities of our Organizaticn. That would, however, be tantamount
to acquiescence in the continued militnry intervention ty Vietnamese forces
vhich make it possible for the new régime to hold the reins of power in that
country.

The alternative - to accept the credentials of the representative of the
Pol Pot répime -- seems even less attractive, if not outright repulsive, in view
of the genocidal crimes committed by that régime. One wonders, however, why
the discovery of those crimes by certain countries seexed to coincide with
the intervention by the army of Viet Nam.

A legitimization of the representation of the Pol Pot régiwe would, in
our opinion, be morally unacceptable, although we indeed reslize the very
great danger of Judging the wvalidity of the credentials of a delegetion on
the moral or political clout of the Government it represents. We are very much
aware that such an approach could eventually entail nreat and grave risks for the
membership of all States, in particular of the small and weaker ones. The
hideous pnature and scale of the crimes committed by the Pol Pot régime apainst
the Cambodian people do, however, place that répgime in a separate category to
vhich the normal legal criteria do not seem justifiably applicable.
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Confronted with a choice between twc unacceptable options, my delegation
vreferred to abstain in the vote on the proposal of the Credentials Committee.

Nr. de PIRIES (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): iikr. President,
since T have worked with you on very important issues, it will not surprise you

that, in my personel capacity and without prejudice to the fact that the head of
oy delegation will do it with greater solemnity, I should like to congratulate
you On your election to the presidency in recognition of your many talents.

The Spanish delegation abstained in the voting because, while it cannot accept
any foreign military intervention for the purpose of overthrowing en established
Government , neither can it support a Covernment thrt hes sve*~ratically

violated human rights and has for that been universally condemned.

That was the meanircg of our abstention.

lir. ULRICISEN (Denmark): I[fr. President, at a more appropriate moment
during the debate Denmark will have an opportunity of saying how hapoy we

are at seeinp you presiding over this session of the General Assembly.

I should like briefly to explain the vote of the Danish delegation on the
resolution Just adopted. In the present circumstances, my Government would
clearly have preferred a neutral solution of the problem. For purely procedural
reasons, hoveve. , we have voted in favour of the draft resolution contained in
the report of the Credentials Committee. I wish to emphasize that this positive
vote rhould not be taken as an expression of support for either of the two

Governnents that claim to represent Kampuchea.

itr. LA ROCCA (Italy): fhe decision to cast a positive vote on the

recommendation of the Credentials Committee concerning the credentials of the
delegation of Democratic lampuchea was & difficult one for the Italian Government.
iy Covernment is on record as having firmly condemned the crimes committed by
the Pol Pot régime egainst the Kampuchean people, and I wish to take thio
opportunity to reiterate that condemmation.

If the patter under consideration did not involve other far more important
issues, our vote would have reflected this position. liowever, the situation
in Kampuchea raised fundamental questions of United Nations Charter principles, and we
felt that we had no choice but to uphold those principles.
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The PRESIDENT: We have thus concluded consideration of this item.

ITEM 8 OF THE PROVISIONAL AGLENDA

ORGANIZATION OF THE THIRTY-FOURTH REGULAR SESSION OF THE GENERAL ASSEBLY,
ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA AND ALLOCATION OF ITEMS: FIRST REPORT OF TIE GENERAL
COMMITTEE (A/34/250)

The PRESIDENT: Ve shall examine first section II of the report of
the Gereral Committee, vhich deals with the ormanization of the sessicn. The

General Committee has recommended several measures to improve the Genersal
Assexbly's existing procedures and practices, on the basis of the observations and
suggestions of the Secretary-General. Those measures are not contrary to the rules
of procedure and, if adopted, would represent a giant step towards the
rationalization of the procedures and organization of the General Assembly.
It is hoped that the experience of this session will contribute to the
proceedings of future sessions.

llith these introductory remarks, I reguest the Asseobly to direct its
attention to paragraph 2 (a) and (b) of the report relating to the work of the
Ceneral Committee.

May I take it that the Genersl Assexmbly approves those recommendations?

It vas s0 decided.

The PRESIDENWT: In connexion with the schedule of meetings referred

to in paragraph 3, the General Committee recommends that both plenary and
committee meetings should begin at 10.30 a.m. and 3 p.m. and that, in order to
expedite the work of the Assewbly, all meetings should begin prooptly at the
scheduled time. It is also understood thet meetings on Saturdays, as well as
night meetings, may be scheduled, should this prove necesgary.

Hay I consider that it is the wish of the General Assembly to adopt this
recomnendation?

It was Bo decided.
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The PRESIDENT: We now turn to pavagraph U, concerning the general debate.

May I take it that the General Assembly approves the recommendations in
paragraph L (a), (b) and (c)?

It vas so decided,

The PRESIDENT: 1In wview of the unprecedented number of names already on the

list of speakers, I would urpe representatives to take the floor in the order in which
they were inscribed on the list.

We now turn to paregraph 5. The General Committee recommends that
explanations of vote should be limited to 10 minutes end that when the same draft
resolution is considered in a Main Committee and in the plenary Assembly, a delegation
should, as far as possible, explain its vote only once, that is, either in the
Committee or in the plenary Assembly, unless that delegation’s vote in the plenary
Asserbly is different from its vote in the Committee. May I take it that the
General Assembly approves those recommendations?

It vas so decided.

The PRESIDENT: I now invite members to turn their sttention to

paragraph f,concerning the right of reply.

In addition to the recommendation in sub-parsgraph 2 (a)},vhich has been the
practice of recent years, the Ceneral Committee recommends that the number of
interventions in the exercise of the right of reply for any delrgntion at a
given meeting should be limited to two per item, It further recommends that the
first intervention in the exercise of the right of reply for any delegaticn on
any item at & given meeting should be limited to 10 minutes and the second
intervention should be limited to five minutes.

May I tmke it that the Ceneral Assembly approves those recommendations?

It was so decided,
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The PRESIDENT: Paragraph 7 deals with the closing date of the session

and paragraph 8 with the records of the Main Committees.
I teke it that thosc recommendatiocns are approved by the Ceneral Assembly.

It was =o decided.

The PRESIDENT: No action is required on paragraph 9, which refers to

the seating arrangements during the session.
May I tcke it  that the Genersl Assembly approves the recommendation in

paragraph 10 concerning meetings of the Main Committees?

It wvas so decided.

The PRESTDENT: We turn now to paragraph 11, "Non-utiliization of the
rostrum’. The General Committee recommends that explanations of vote,

interventions in the exercise of the right of the reply and precedural motions

should be made by delegations from their seats. I take it that the General
Assembly approves that recommendsation.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: Paragraphs 12 and 13 refer to budgetary and Tinancisal

questions under rule 153 of the rules of procedure.
As members are &warc, this has been a serious problem, especially towards

the end of the session; this year Friday, T December, is the target date for

the conclusion of the work of the 'Ain Committees. To alleviate the situatiocn,

the CGeneral Committee has made recommendations in parsgraphs 12 and 13 {a) to {(d),
May I take it that the CGeneral Assembly approves those recomnendations?

It vns s0 decided.
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The PRESIDENT: Paragraph 14 concerns the report of the Main Committees.

May I take it that the recommendations contained in that paregraph are approved

bty the CGeneral Assembly?

it was so decided,

The PRESIDENT: I now put before t* General Assembly the recommendation

of the Ceneral Committve in paragraph 16, concerning balloting procedure.
May I take it that it is the wish of the Assembly to approve that

recommendation?

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: That completes our consideration cf the recommendatiocns
ou the organization of the session. It is hoped that the General Committee, at a
subsequent meeting, will consider the other recommendations which are of 2 more

far-reaching cheracter requiring more time for study and discussion -~ for example,
those relating to documentation and subsidiary organs of the Ceneral Assembly.
We turn pmow to section IIT of the report of the Cenersl Cammittee,

document A/34/250, relating to the adoption of the agenda.
Mey I Just recall to members of the Cenerasl Assembly rule 23 of the ruies of

procedure which provides that:
"Debate on the inclusion of an iter in the agenda, when that item has
been recomsended for inclusion by the General Committee, shall be limited
tc three speekers in favour of, and three against, the inclusion.”
I should like to stress that at this {ime we are not discussing the
substance of any item.
I should 8lso like to remind delegationse that in accordance with the decision
taken earlier todey, interventions will have to be made from their seats.
Persgraph 18 reletes to the report of the Economic and Sociel Council, item
12 of the draft agenda. May I take it that the General Assembly takes note of

paragraph 187
It was so decided.
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‘'he PRESILENT: Ve turn now to paragraph 19, containing the recommendation
of the General Committee on item 29 of the drrft agenda, entitled "Question of

the Comorien island of Mayotte'.
Teking duly into account the report of the General Commitiee, and the
statements made in that Committee, may I consider that jtem 29 is included in the

agenda?

It was so decided.

Thr PRESIDENT: We now turn to paragraphs 20 and 21, which contain
recormendations of the General Committee to postpone to the thirty-fifth session the
consideration of item 88 of the draft agenda, "Question of & convention on the
rights of the child,” and .cem 112, "Review of the multilateral treaty-maXking
process”,

Mey I teke it that the General Assembly approves those recotmendstions?

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: In paragraph 22, the General Committee recommends
the inclusion of item 123 of the draft agenda, entitled "The situation in

Kampuchen".
Teking duly into consideration the report ¢f the GCenerel Committee, may I
take it that item 123 is included in the arenda?

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: I now invite membere to turn their attention to the
suggestions contained in paragraph 23, regarding the grouping of related items
under & single heading and the staggering of more items over two or more years.

May I take it that the GCeneral Assemblv takes note of those suggestions?

It was so decided,
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The PRESIDENT: We now turn to the agenda which the General Committee

recomrends for adoption by the General Assembly.
In accordance with past practice, we shall follow the numbering givea in

paragraph 24 of the General Committee's report, document A/34/250, and shall
consider together several items in groups, where that seems appropriate. I
once again remind members that at present we mre not discussing the substance
ol any item, except wnen such discussion can assist the Assembly in deciding
wvhether or not to include an item in the agenda.

T now invite representatives to turn to page T of the English text of the
report of the General Coomittee.

Items 1 to 6 have already been acted upon in plenary meeting. Therefore,

their inclusion has been approved.
We come now to items T to 20 inclusive. I take it that it is the wish of

the General Assembly to include those items in the agends.

It was so decided,

The PRESIDERT: Item 21 is entitled "Question of Cyprus”. May I take

it that item 21 is inc’uded ip the agenda?
It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: We come now to items 22 and 23, I take it that the

Generel Assembly includes them in the agenda.

It was so decided.

The PRESIDERT: We now turn to item 2Lk, concerning the questior of
Palestine. May I teke it that item 24 is included in the agenda?
It wes so decided.

The FRESIDENT: We come now to item 25, entitled "The situation in the

Middle East". .
I take it that the Genersl Assembly decides to include it in the agends.

It was 50 decided.
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The FRESIDENT: We turn now to items 26 to 28, inclusive.

May 1 take it that those 7:iems arc included in the agendaf?
It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: The question of the inclusion of item 29,
entitled “Question of the Comorian islend of Mayotte", has already been
acted upon by the Assembly under paragraph 19 of this report.

Ve now turn to items 30 to 46, inclusive. May I take it that the

Assembly decides to include them in the agenda?

It was so decided,

The PRESIDENT: We come now to the inclusion of items 4T to 54,
inclusive. May I take it that those item:z ere included in the agenda?

It was s0 decidad.

The PRESIDENT: WUe now turn to items 55 to 71, irclusive.
liay T take it that the Assembly decides te include them in the agenda?

It was s0 decided.

The FPRESIDENT, Next we come to items 72 to 88, inclusive.

May I teke it that it is the wish of the Assembly to include them in the
agenda?

It wvas so ¢ -~ided.

The PRESIDENT: Ve now turn to items 89 to 95, inelusive.

I call on the representative of Indonesia on item 91.

Mr. SUWONDO {Indonesia): My delegation wishes to restate its
strong opposition to the inclusion of item 91, entitled "The question of
East Timor", in the agenda of the thirty-fourth sessicn of this Assembly.

Hy delegation thercfore requests that its position on this matter be
reflected in the records of this meeting.
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The PRESIDENY: The statement of the representative of Indonesia
vill be reflected in the rvcords of this meeting.

Mr. MISHRA (Indie): May I Join my colleague from Indonesia in
opposing the inscription of the item on East Timor on the agenda of the

Assenhbly.

The PRESIDERT: The poasition of the representative of India will

likewice be refleeted in the records.

Hay I now take it that the Assembly decides to include items 89 to 95,
inclusive, in the agenda?

It vas 50 decided.

The PRESTDERT: Items 96 to 10T, inclusive, deal with administrative
and buugetary questions. May I take it that the General Assembly adopts
the Ceneral Coemittee's recommendation to include those items in the

egenda?l
It was 50 decided.

The PRESIDENT: We now turn to items 108 to 119, inecluaive,
May I take it that the General Assembly decides to include those items

in the agenda?
It wveas 80 decided.

The PRESIDERT: We turn next to item 120, "Adoption of a
declaration on international co-operation for disarmament'. May I take
it that the General pgpembly decides to include that item on the agenda?

It wae B0 decided.

The PRESIDENT: The next item - item 121 - is entitled "Isra=li
nuclear armament”. May I take it that the General Assembly adopts the
Geperal Committee's recommendation to include item 121 in the agendal

It was so decided.
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The FRESIDENT: The General Committee also recommends the
inclusion of item 122 in the agenda. It is entitled "Settlement by
peaceful means of disputes between States'”. May I take it that the
General Assembly mdopts that recommendation?

It vas po decided.

The PRESIDENT: The question of the inclusion of item 123,
entitled “The situation ir Kampuchea', has alreasdy been acted upon by
the Assembly under peragraph 22 of this report.

The last two items - items 124 and 125 -~ were recommended by the
Generol Committee without objection. May I teke it that they are

included in the agenda?
It was so decided.

The PRESTDERT: We pow turn to the question of the allocation
of items dealt with in section IV of the report and, in thia connexion, I
should like to invite the attention of the Assembly to the recommendation
of the General Committee in psragraph 25 that substantive items should

normally be discussed initie)ly in & Main Committee and, therefore,

items previously allocated to plenary meetings should henceforth be
referred to a Main Committee unless there are compelling circumstances
requiring their continued consideration in the plenary Assembly.

May I take it that it is the wigh of the General Assembly to approve
that recommendation?

It vas 80 decided.

The PRESIDENT: The modifications indicated in paragraph 26
are reflected in the proposed allocation, so we shall therefore consider

them when ve come to the relevant iteme under paragraph 27.

May I now invite Members to turn to the list of items recommended
for consideration in plenary meetings on pages 25 to 28 of the English
text.
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{(The President)

Uith regard to item 18 icn the list, I should like to invite the
Assembly's attention to the recommendation of the General Committee in
paragraph 26 (a)(i) that the Assembly refer to the Fourth Committee asll
the chapters of the report of the Special Committee relating to specific
Territories so that the General Ascembly may deal in plenary neeting
with the question of the implementation of the Declaration as a whole.
May I teke it that the Generel &4sgemlly approves that recammeandation?

Tt wvas so decided.

The PRESIDENT: In connexion with item 21 on tke list, “Question
of Cyprus", the General Committee recommends in paragraph 26 (a)(ii) that
the item should be considered diirectly in plenary meeting, on the understanding
that the Assembly ¥ill, when considering the item, invite the Special
Palitical Coammittee to meet for the purpose of affording representatives
of the Cypriot communities an opportunity to speak in tbe Committee
in order to express their views, and that it will +then resume its consideration

of the item, taking into account the report of the Speciel Political Committee.

Mr. ERALP {Turkey): Mr. Presideu., 0 doubt my Foreign Misister, when
he makes his statement, will extend to you his best wishes and congratulations.
However, I should like to take ithis first opporwunity to express to you,

Sir, on behalf ol my delegation and mys 1, not only our congratulations

on y-ur universally acclaimed electinn,ﬂtut also our confidence in your
exceptional ability to conduct tiae business of the Assembly, as already
exemplified by the €fficient, equitable and effective manper in vhich you

have conducted the deliberations of the General Committee.
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(Mr. Eralp, Turkey)

The Assembly must by now be familiar with the Turkish Government's
views about the jrocedure tc be followved in the discussion of the Cyprus
yiestion at the Gereral Assembly of the Urited Nations. As we have time
and apain stressed from thic rostrum, the procedure to be followed has a
direct and Impcrtart bearing on the pubstance of the General Assembly's
debate on Cyprus. Therefore, it goes without saying that the question of
procedure - in other words, the question of the allocation of the
aegenda item relating to the Cyprus guestion - requires particular
consideration by the Gepneral Assembly.

The recommendation of the General Committee that the agenda item on the
question of Cyprus be allocated to the plenary Assecbly ias & repetition of the
procedure followed at the last session. The Turkish delegation strongly
objected to that procedure last year, and is determined to maintain the
same position this year,

As a matter of fact, under the procedure followed at the last session
of the Genersl Assembly, the Turkish-Cypriot community, one of the two
principal parties to the Cyprus dispute, has been denied the right of
equal participation and equal say at all levels of the debate. As you,

Mr. President, have already stated, mccording to the procedure followed

last year, the question of Cyprus should be allocated directly to the plenary
Assembly. The plerary Assembly would, huwever, when considering th2 item, invitc
the Speciel Paolitical Committee to meet for the purpose of affording the
representatives of the two Cypriot cammunities an OFportunity to speak

in the Committee in order to express their views, and would then resume

ite cousideration of the item.

Past experience has already shown that the procedure recommended by
the General Committec is totally inadequate for & valid and constructive
discussion of the Cyprus problem. Such a procedure unjustly deprives the
Turkish-Cypriot community of the right to participate in the debate proper,
vhich will resume in the plepary Assembly after the meeting of the Special
Political Committee.
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The General Assembly is quite aware of the fact that brief meetings held
by the Special Political Committee in the past have proved to be just a
perfunctory auvdition of the representatives of the two communities, since
the real debate took place exclusively in the plenary meetings, The draft
resolution on the question was intronduced directly at the plenary meetings, and
the Turkish-Cypriot commmity did not have any say during its consideration
by the plenary Assembly. Furthermore, this arrangement magnified the unequal
treatment accorded to the Turkish-Cypriot community by enabling the Greek
Cypriots to doutle their voice and speak in yet another capacity, that of the
Greek commmity, in addition to that of the CGreek-Cypriot delegation. Moreover,
it prevented the General Assembly from acquainting itself with the views
of the Turkish-Cypriot side, which was so essential for a meaningful and
constructive debate on the Cyprus question.

There is no doubt that the procedure which is once again being
recommended by the General Committee disregards the fact that there are today
in the island of Cyprus two distinct administrations, that all resolutions
of the General Assembly and the Security Council on the wery question
recognize the two commumities as the principal negotiating parties in the
Cyprus dispute, and that the negotiating process carried out under the good
offices of the Secretary-General involves the two communities,

The fact that a substantial body of delegations could not find it possible
at the last session of the General Assembly to vote in favour i the General
Comnittee's recommendation concerning the allocation of the item under the
procedural arrangement that I referred to points indisputably to widespread
misgivings as to the merits of that procedure.

The question of Cyprus is going to be discussed at this session of the
General Assembly at a time vhen serious intensive efforts are under way in order
that the intercormmunal . talks may continue in a constructive and meanipgful
menner, Theee talks were resumed on 15 June this year, after a hiatus
of two years, The leaders of the two communities, at the summit meetipg of
18 and 16 May 1979, not only decided to resume the intercommunal
talks, but also agreed on the basis for these talks, which are designed
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to achieve an independent, non-aligred, biccmmunal snd bizonal fcderal
republic. Furthermore, the leaders of the two communities showed the

wisdcn to accept the concept ©of a political truce betwveen the two

communities by agreeinz, in point six of the 19 May accord, to abstain from
any action which might jeopardize the conduct of the telks in a continuing and
sustained manner, and committed themselves to giving special importance to
initial practical measures to promote poodwill, mutual confidence and a return
to normal conditions,

It ie ageinst that backpground and in keeping with the spirit of political
truce between the two communities of Cyprus that the Turkish-Cypriot commmity
is rightfully demanding participation on the basis of full equality at all
levels during the discussion of the Cyprus question, Thic demand is indisputably
in conformity with the principle of equity, the realities of Cyprus and the
prerequisites of a peaceful settlement -

Lowever, my delegation, taking into account the procedural conatraints
und political intricacies, limited itself on Yednesday in the General
Committee to proposing n compromise formula, which, while falling short of
achicving equality between the two communities, would te & certain extent
redress the unequal treatment suffered by the Turkish cormunity at previous
sessions, Our measured proposael which was "ot endorsed by the General
Committee wvas simply that the item be allocated directly to the Special
Political Committee, This would have enabled the Turkish community of Cyprus
to participate ir the debate at the Committes level and take an active part
durinn the consultations on & draft resolution. Adoption of our proposal by
the Geper:l Committee cluo would have nt least partly enhanced the principle
of politicel equality hetween the two Cypriot communities, as laid doun by the
various relevant resolutions of the Generel Assembly and the Security Council-

The proposal of the Turkish delegation on Vednesday in the Geperal Cornittee
wvas entirely in keeping with the rules of prcocedure of the General Assembly and
the recommendation made by the Secretary-Generel in pacagraph 19 of his report
(A/34/320) on the rationmlizetion of the procedure and organization of the
General Assvthly. 1 shall not repeat the paragraph, because it is set out in
paragreph 25 of the report now before us (A/34/250),
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(Mr. Bralp, Turkey)

Adoption by the General Committee of our proposal that the item on the
guestion of Cyprus be allocated to the Special Political Committee would have
been therefore a prompt response to the recommendition of the Secretary-General.

My delegation is firmly convinced that the procedure recommended by the
General Committee in paragraph 26(a)(ii) of its report conteined in document
A/3L/250 is unjust and politically unwise and that it constitutes an impediment
to a constructive and peaningful debate on the guestion of Cyprus in the
Genernl Assembly. The result of the vote that took place the other day in the
General Committee on our proposal requesting the allocation of the item to
the Special Political Committee is in fact significant. It clearly indicates
that the majority of the members of the General Committee share with us the
same misgivings &5 to the merits of the procedure which is now before the Assembly
for decision.

To conclude, I reiterate that the Turkish delegation is strongly opposed
to the procedure recommended by the General Committee. T would therefore request

the President to put that recommendation to & vote. I also reguest a recorded

vote.

Mr. MAVROMMATIS {Cyprus): Mr. President, during the general debate

the President of the Republic of Cyprus will have the opportunity to extend to
you his own, our country's and our delegation's congratulations on your well-
deserved election, but allow me, on a personel bas®s, and having observed you
both in the General Committee and in the plenary Assembly, to offer my own
congraetulations and to add thet we have the assurance that under your very able
leadership we shall finish the work of this session of the Assembly in record
time.

Nothing would have given me greater pleasure than to be in a position now to
report to this body even some progress in the gquest for & solution to the Cyprus
problem, and I am certain that such good tidipgs would have pleased the General
Assexbly, which bas, by word and deed, through its resolutions, often unenimous,
constantly and consistently supported the just cause of Cyprus. I do not think
that {t would be a hyperbole to say that the United Natione is the only shield
that defenceless Cyprus has, a shield that has perkaps prevented its total

occupation.
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(Mr. Mavrommatis, Cyprus)

But unfortunstely I cen cnly report frustration end cozplete leck of
progress; even worse, the wind of hope that blew on 19 kay, when the
ten-point agreement was concluded between President Kyprianou and the
leader of the Turkish community, Mr. Denktash, has given way 10 the stagnant
eir of desperation as a result of preconditions departing from the very
agreepent dictated by Turkey in an effort to achieve alien solutions. These
preconditicns have all but sunk e new iniative once again. This is the reason
the question of Cyprus remains, in the words of the Secretary-General in
successive reports and statements. one of the most acute protlems that are
before the United Nations ., and this is one of the ccmpelling
reasons why it should be Cealt with in accordance with the well-established
precedent that the recommendation of the General Committee embodies and thus
should be debated in the plenary Assembly.

Further reasons can be found in the indisputable fact that Turkey has
ignored contemptucusly the succession of resolutions on Cyprus and thus the
occupation mrmy remains, refugees are still prevented from returning to their
homes, the missing are unaccounted for and human rights are but & dream for

the enclaved and the displaced, I d¢ not think thet I need stress to my

why

colleagues the vell-known and oft-explained fact that our debate in the plenary

Assenbly concerns the interpnationa) aspect - and I underline this - cf the

Cyprus question, and does not concern the corrunities, but the Government of
cccupied Cyprus and the Government of Turkey that occupies LO fer cent of my

country.
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(Mr. Mavrcamatis, Cyorus)

Meither we nar any others wish to bring into the United Rations the
difficulties, polemics and frustrations of the intercommunal dialogue which is
concerned only with the interpal aspect of the Cyprus prohlem. That would happen
if the Turkish proposal made in the General Camittee were to be accepted. It
wuld be highly undesirable to disturdb the delicate balance of the established
procedure, which already represents e compromise and by which ample opportunity ie
given for the two communities to air their views. One might even be temnted to say
that I am nowv merely echoing words uttered by way of explanation when similar
attempts were frustrated - pore than once - in the past in the plenary Assembly.

Reference was also made by the representative of Turkey to point 6 of the
agreement of 19 May 1979. Let me reply by saying not only that point 6 ceonot
be considered in isolation, but only smlong with the other eight points which
envisege a continued dialogue with priorities that Turkey no longer accepts -
priorities such as the town of Varosha, which is well known to almost everybody
here — but also that the letter and the spirit of point & in no way affects the
inalienable and sovereign right of the Govermment of Cyprus to bring a problem
of the seriousness and magnitude of the question of Cyorus before the Genersl
Assembly of the United Nations. I can even zo a step farther and say that it
does not relieve Member States of the duty to examine such & potentially
explosive situation.

But if there were even & scintilla of progress, then both tone and content
could be affected and might have varied eccordingly. Let us pever lose sight of
the fact that it is the oppressed and occupied that crave progress, a solution
and liberation: we, and not those vho are still sitting astride our bleeding
body.

In conclusion, allow me to make a strong plea to every representative present
once again resolutely to resist Turkish efforts to create nev and dangerous
mrecedents; let them maintain the status guo with its proven usefulpess, probity
and legality. I had occasion in the General Committee to stress the fact that
the real intent of Turkey in making these unmrecedented demands reperding vrocedure
is to confuse the issue and to present it as a mere intercommmunel problem, and at
the same time to gain indirect recognition of the so-called Turkish Federated
State of Cyprus, whose establishment was unanimously rejected both by the General
Assembly and the Security Council.



BS/33 Af3L/PV L
172

(Mr. lavrommatis, Cyprus)

I sincercly hope thet the recomzendation of the General Committee will have

the backing of the overvhelming majority of this eurust body.

The PRESIDENT: We shell now vote on the recormendation of the General

Comzittee on the question of the allocation of the item entitled "Cuesticn cf
Cyprus" as contained in reraprach 26 (e){ii) of document A/3L/Z50, A recorded

vote has been requected by the representative of Turkey.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algerie, Bahamas, Barhados, Benin, Bhutan,
Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgarie, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, Congo,
Coste Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Deminican Republic, Tcuador,
Ll Salvador, E hiopia, Fiji, Finland, France, German
Democratic Republic, Greece, Guatemala, Guipea-Dissau,
Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Irdia, Ivory Cosst, Jecmaica,
Japan, Kenye, Lao Pecple's Democratic Republic, Madegascar,
Malavi, Meldives, Mali, Malta, llexico, Mongolia, !iozambique,
llepal, Higer, Peru, Poland, Portupsl, Homsnia, Rwarda, Samoca,
Senegal, Singapore, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Sweden, Syrian
Arab Republic, Trinidad and Tobage, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Republic of Cameroon, United Republic of
Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nem, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Bangladesh, Indonesia, Malaysia, Pakistan, Saudi Arabia,
Scmalia, Turkey, Upper Volta .

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Comoros, Denmark,,

D}ibouti, Egypt, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland,

Ireland, Italy, Luxembours, Mauritania, Netherlands, New
Zealard, Forway, Cran. FPapua New Guinea, Philirri-.s, Qater,
Sierra Leone, Surineme, Thailand, Tunisia, United Arab
In!-ates, United Xinedom of Great Britein epd Northern
Ireland, United States of America, Yemen

The recormendation was adopted by 7h votes to 8. with 30 ahstentions.*

* BSubsequently the delegeticn of Upper Volta advised the Secretariat
that it had intended to vota in favour.

- - - e 5 r——
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The PRESIDEMT: Regarding item 27 on the list, "Question of Namibia",
the General Commit:ee recommends in paragraph 26 (a)(iii) that the item should
be considered directly in plenary meeting on the understanding that hearings
from organizations concerned will be heard in the Fourth Committee. May I

consider that the Assembly amdopts that recommendatiun?

It was so decided,

The PRESIDENT: In connexion with item 28 on the list, "Policies of
apartheid of the Government of Soutk Africa", I invite the Assembly's attention
to the recommendaiion contained in paragraph 26 {a){iv), on page 22 of document
A/3L/250. The General Committee recommends that this item be considered directly
in plenary meeting on the understending that the representatives of the
Crganization of African Unity (OAU) and of national liberation movements
recognized by the OAU yi11 be permitted to participate in the digecussion in
plenary meeting and thet organizetions having a special interest in the question
will be permitted to be heard by the Specianl Political Committee, May I consider

that the General Assembly approves the recommendetion of the Ceneral Committee?

It was 80 Eecided.

The PRESIDENT: May I now consider that the General Assembly approves
the allocation of the other items listed for consideration directly in plenary

meetlings?

It was so decided,

The PRESIDENT: We turn now to the list of items vhich the General
Committee has recommended for allocation to the First Committee,

Regarding item 16 on the list, "General and cowplete disarmaement’, the General
Compittee recommends in paragraph 26 (b)(i) that the relevant paragraphs of the
annuel report of the International Atomic Energy Agency, which is to be considered
directly in plernery meeting under item 1L, should be drawn to the attention of the
First Committee in connexion with its consideration of the item. May I take it
that the ﬁssembly approves that recommendation?

It was _so decided.
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The PRESIDENT: May I consider that the General Assembly approves the

proposed allocation of items to the First Committee?

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: We come now to the items recommended for allecation to
the Special Politicel Committee, llay I consider that the General Assexbly approves

that recommendation?

It was so decided.

The PRESIDENT: I now invite members to exacine the list of items

recommended for allocation to the Secend Commrittee.

In connexion with item 3 on the list, "United Nations Ceonference on Trade
and Development”, the General Committee r commends that in view of the time
schedule referred to in paregrasph 26 {c)(ii) on pege 23 of dccument A/3L/250,
the Second Committee should consider the question of changing the pericdicity
of fuiure sessions of the Trade and Development Board end report thereon to the
Assembly as a matter of prioritv. 1 take it that there is no objection to that

recommendation,

It vas so decided.

The PRESIDENRT: 1lay I take it that the Genersal Assembly ajproves the

proposed allocation of items to the Second Committee?

1t was 50 decided.

The PRESIDENT: Ve now come to the items proposed for allocation to

the Third Committee, May I take it that the General Assembly approves that
proposed allocation?

It was so declded.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any comments on the proposed allocation of
items to the Fourth Committee? 1If not, I shall take it that the Assenmbly
approves that proposed allocation,

It was_so decided.
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The PRISIDENT: e now turn to the list of items recommended for

allocation to the Fifth Committee. May I consider that the General Assembly
approves that proposed allocation?

It wvas so Jdecided,




RH/ 3L A/3L/PV.L l
176 |

The TRESIDENT: Finally, we come to the list of items proposed “or

alloceticn to the Sixth Committee. May I consider that the General fissembly
approsos Lhat proposcd ellocetion?

It was so decided.

The VHESIDENT: The Ceneral Assecbly has thus concluded its ccnsideration

¢’ the rirst repcrt of the Gener.d] Committee,

I wish to thonk the Member - of the Assembly for their co-operation, which
hes made it possible for us *o complete our task st this meeting.

“ach Committee will promptly receive the list of agenda items allocated to it
so thal 1' vay begin its work as soon &8s possible in accordance with rule 59 of the
rules of procedure.

Betrorr ad journing this meeting I should lire to draw en impertant point to
the ettention of the Assemhly. One of the first proposals adopted at this session,
on the recormendation of the General (Committee, was that "all meetings should begin
promptly at the scheduled time"”. Members should be aware that it is my intention
to do everything I can to ensure that the decisions of the General Assembly on how
its work shall be conducted are fully and feitnfully implemented. That means that
it is incumbent on delegations to occupy their seats promptly At the cpening of
our next meeting, which is scheduled for 10.30 a.n. on Monday, wren we shall
cozmence the general debate. It is of course perticularly import-.t that
representatives whose names are inscribed on the speakers' list should be prepared
to sprak when their names are called. I wish to reiterate that I intend to start
the meeting at 10.30 a.m. punctually, as agreed on by the General Assembly.

As Members know, the decisions adopted aiso specify & 10-minute limitation
on exylunations of vote and rights of reply, with a second right of reply being
limited to 5 minutes. I wish to inform Members well in advance that it is my
intention to apply these time limitations strictly in the interests of the
membership as & wvhole. [ am sure thet Members will understand that to be fair I must
apply the limit impartially to all speakers without exception, and I request the
understending and full co-operation of Members es together we seek to improve our work

performance this year for the commcon good,

The meeting rose at 8.5 p.m.




