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The peeting was called to order at 11.10 a.m.

AGENDA ITEHM T5: DRAFT CONVCNTION ON THE ELIMINWATION OF DISCRIMINMATION AGAIL:IST
WOIEX (continued) (A/C.3/33/L.LT and Corr.l and 2 and Add.l and 2, AfC.3/33/L.81)

-
1. Hiss DJURIEKOVIC (Yugoslavia), speaking as Rapporteur of the Workins Group
of the lhole on the Drafting of the Convention on the Elimination of Dicerimination
against Women, said that at its 1st meeting, on 29 September 1978, the Horking
Group had decided first of all to consider the sections of the draft Convention
vhose redrafting had not been completed at the thirty-second session of tho
General Assembly, namely, section III, concerning social and econouic rights,
section IV, on civil and family rights, and section V, ecentaining the final
provisions und an additional article on reservations.

2. At the current session, the Vorking Group had adopted sections III and IV.
Consideration of the substantive provisions had thus been concluded. All the
articles had been adopted by consensus, and reservations or chjections wvere
reflected in the report.

3. Because of lack of time the Working Group had been unable to consider the
final provisions or to review the paragraphs on which work had not been completed
at the thirty-second session. It had, however, adopted article 1, in the section
containing the genersl provisions, which had been left open wt the previous

session.

4,  The report (A/C.3/33/L.4T and Add.1) contained all the proposals, written
or oral, and some of the views on the final wording of the text adopted. It had
not, however, been possible to include all the discussions that had taken place.

2. She thanked the many members of the Third Committee who had actively
participated in the deliberations of the iHorhing Group in a spirit of co-operation

and understanding.

6. The text of the Convention, which the entire Working Group had tried to
improve, would help to ensure equality between the sexes. There had been a
general feeling that the Convention should promote the status of both men and
women, and thus contribute to the over-all development and progress of society.

It should, therefore, be drafted in such a wnv as to permit universal application.

T. The Working Group would like work on the draft Convention to be continued at
the next session of the General Assembly, and it hoped that the members of the
Third Cormittee would drav their Governments' attention to its work.

8. The CHATRMAN thanked the Chairman of the ilorking Group, the Raoporteur and
the secretariat.
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9., Mr. PEDERSEN (Denmark) said that his delegation wished to become a sponsor
of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.B1,

10. Mrs. ZOURABICHVILI (France) said that her delegation had consistently played

an active part in the drafting of the text of the Conventicn, both in the
Commission on the Status of Women and in the Viorking Group, and it hoped that
the drafting would be complcted before the World Conference in 1980, She thenked
the Chairman of the Uorking Group, whose industry had facilitaeted the adoption of
six basic articles.

11. Her deleration was co-sponsoring draft resolution afc.3/33/L.61.

12. lr. MAKKI (Oman) pointed out that some essentisl substantive arguments, vhich
had been advanced at the previous meeting of the Vorking Group on Saturday,
2 December, were not reflected in the report.

13, Hr. CABRERA (Spain) said that in present-day, democratic Spain vomen occcupied
Just as important a place as men. Women's associations had been established
throughout the country and were trying to eliminate any inequalities which mirht
still remain. .

14. His Government had established the post of Under-Secretary-General for the
Status of Women snd had, of course, appointed a woman to that post. lomen were
wvorking in all professional fields and also participated in political life, in
particular as members of parliament. The new legislation conformed to tke dralt
Convention in all respects, and consequently his delegation had proposed no
amendments to the draft.

15. Although differences between countries, in terms of legislation, culture,
religion and other matters, were sometimes considerable, it had none ihe less
been possible to achieve at least a provisional consensus on all the articles
discussed by the Working Group. In that respect, his delegation wished to
commend the efforts of certain delegations which had made it posaible to achieve
a satisfactory solution to certain problems connected with article 16.

16. His delegation was co-sponsoring draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.61, and hoped
that the Committee would adopt it by consensus.

17. Hrs. de BARISHE (Costa Rica) unreservedly supported draft resolution
A/C.3733/L.B1, which her delegation wished to co-sponsor.

10, With regard to draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.79, concerning the venue for the
1980 Vorld Conference, her delegation welcomed both the cordial and fruitful
talks held with the representative of Denmark and the solu.ion which had been
found.
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19. The CHAIRMAN declared the general debate on apenda item 75 closed.

20, ir. MERKEL (Federal Republic of Germany) asked when the document on the
Seminar held in Geneva on national human rights machinery would be available,

21. Mr. PAPADEMAS (Secretory of the Comndttee) said that the document wvould be
issued very shortly.

22. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the draft resolutions on the various agenda itenms
should be considered, in the course of the next few reetings, in the fellowing
order: items T0 and 80; items 79 and £3; item AL: items 88 and 75. The draft
resoluticns on iterm 12 would be considered last.

23, Mrs. MATTESON (United States of America) requested that a recorded vote
should be taken on each draft resolution.

2. The CHAIRMAH said that, if there vere no objections, she would take it that
the proposal of the United States representative was accepted.

25. It was so decided. _ -

AGKHDA ITEM 78: HATIONAL EXPERIENCE IN ACHIEVING FAR-REACHING SOCIAL AND ECO/OIfIC
CHANGES FOR THE PURPOSE OF SOCTAL PROGRESS: REPORTS OF THE SDCRETARY-GENERAL

{continued) (A/C.3/33/L.3, L.18, L.36 and L.65/Rev.1)

AGLNDA ITEM 80: IMPORTANCE OF THE EQUITABLE DISTRIBUTION OF NATIONAL INCOME
FOR ECOHOMIC AND SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT: REPORT OF THEC SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued)
(A/C.3/33/1.23, L.25 and L.65/Rev.1) -

26. Mrs. CHATER (Tunisia) intreduced draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.1,
entitled "iforld sociel development", on behalf of the Group of T7. Section A

of the draft resolution dealt with the social situation in general, with national
experience in implementing large-scale social and economic change, and with the
elaboration of the new development strategy. Section B vas specifieally concerned
with the equitable distribution of pational income. The sponsors of the draft
resolution had sought to lay down guidelines to facilitate the preparatory work
for the strategy. The world socio-economic situation was chrracterized by
deteriorating econcmic conditions in the developing countries and the ever-
increasing gap between developed and developing countries. It was impossible

to bring about a real improvement in the living conditions of people in the
developing countries without establishing a more equitable economic order. The
draft resolution had been drawn up with those considerations in mind.

27. In its original form, draft resolution AJC.3/33/L.65 had mentioned the
“Preparatory Committee" for the new strategy, vhich had not yet been officially
estoblished; therefore in paragraphs 8 and 9 of section A of the revised text
those words had been replaced by the phrase "the body entrusted with the
preparation” of the stratepy.
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(tirs. Chater, Tunisia)

28. She described the main provisions of the draft resolution. The resolution,
vhich dealt in a balanced manner with agenda items 78 and 80, was supported by
a very large number of delegations. ©She believed that the Cocmittee's
recormendations would receive more attention if they appeared in a single
resolution. She therefore wished to appeal to the sponsors of documents
A/C.3/33/L.23, L.25 and L.36 to withdrew them, and she honed that draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l would be adopted by corsensus.

29. Mrs. GEREB (Hungary) raid thet in a spirit of co-operation the sponsors of
draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.23 would not press for & vote on their resolution if

draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.25 was withdrawn as well,

30. Her delegation was pleased to see that some icdess crpbodied in document
A/C.3/33/L.23 hed been incorporated in draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l,

but ragretted that other points had not been accepted, It was particularly
unfortunate that it was precisely the provisions designed to strenethen the social
aspect of the question of the Just and equitable distribution of national income
which had been rejected.

31. Her delegation was, however, sure that those aspects and provisions could be
considered asain in the near future, either by the Commission for Social
Development or by the Ceneral Assembly.

32. Mr. MERKEL (Federal Republic of Germeny) said that his delegation regretted
the fact that for want of time and because of the complexity of the decision-taking
machinery in the Group of 77, it was very difficult to arrive at a consensus on

a draft. Since the Second Committee had been unable to reach agreement on

related issues, it was hard for the Third Committee to do so.

33. For reasons thet were well known, his delegation had expressed reservations
concerning section A of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l, and it felt that
section B also did not serve the objectives sought.

3i. Since there would be an opportunity to submit the ideas contained in draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.25 to the Commissicn for Social Development in February,
the sponsors would not press for m vote on their resolution, provided that the
sponsors of draft resolutions A/C.3/33/L.23 and A/C 3/33/L.35 did likewise. Since
certain guestions had not been settle” to his delegation's saticfaction, hovever,
his delegation would abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l.

35. Mr. KEILAU (German Democratic Republic) introduced his delegation's draft
amendment (A/C. 3/33/L.18) to the draft resolution contained in document
A/C.3/33/L.3. The amendment had been proposed because a sreat many delezations
felt that the item it dealt with should be included in the agenda for the
thirty-sixth session of the General Assembly. Document E/1978/15 also reflected
that point of view,
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(iir, feilau, German Democratic Republic)

36. He said that & slight change should be m~de in document A/C.3/33/L.18: in
t.e first line of paragraph 10, the wvords Ythirty-fifth"” should be replaced by
“thirty-sixth“. It should be possible to adopt his delegation's draft amendment

by consensus,

37. ilr. IIARTYNOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) wished to express tie
appreciation of the sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.36 to the Tunisian
delegation and to the members of the Group of 77 for the constructive consultations
that hed been held. He noted with satisfaction that several important provisions
of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.36 had been reflected in draft resolution
A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.1. In a spirit of co-operation the sponsors of draft

resplution ASC.3/33/L.36 would not press for a vote on their text.

38, !r. EDIS (United Kingﬂnm],. referring to draft amendment A/C.3/33/L.18 and to
drart resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l, suggested that, in order to facilitate the
proceedings, the iten for inclusion in the agenda should be revorded so as to cover

both questions. .

39. The CHAIRMAN took note of the sugrestion made by the representative of the
United Kingdom and said that it was for the Bureau to teke a decision on the matter.

40. Itrs. GEREB (Hungary) seid she was afraid that, if the United Kingdom suggestion
vas adopted, the social aspect of the question would receive less emphasis and she
appealed to the United Kingdom delegation to withdraw the proposal.

41. 1. CABDHELL (United States of America) proposed that the title of draft
amendment A/C.3/33/L.18 should be replaced by the following title: 'Social

development questions®.

42, ifr. HARTYHOV (Byelorussisn Soviet Socialist Depublic) supported draft
amendment A/C.3/33/L.18 as it stood. His delegation agreed with the Hungarian
delegation's viev that the wording proposed by the United Kingdom delegation might

make the title of the item very vague.

43. Mr. EDIS (United Kingdom) said that he had made his suggestion because draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l covered both questions, which showed thet they were
closely related. However, since the Committee was on the verge of completing its
work, his delegation would not insist that its suggestion vecome a formal
amendment. As the Chairman had pointed out, the Bureau could make a ruling on the

subject.

4. Hs, BCAGLE (New Zealand) said that her delegation welcomed the initiative token
by the Group of 77 in submitting a draft resolution on world social development,
because it believed that the Third Cormittee should contribute to the preparation
of the new International Development Strategy. Indeed, each countrv must define

an sppropriate social development policy within the context of its development

plens end priorities.
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45. Her delegation none the less regretted the fact that the shortage of time had
made it imposs.ble to continue the consultations on draft resolution
AfC.3/33/L.65/Nev.1l end that some delegations might therefore be forced to abstain.
For its part, her deleghtion had submitted an amendment to the Group of 7T vwhich
had not been accommodated. So that it could vote for the draft resolution, her
delegation would like at that stage to propose an amendment to the third line of
paragraph T of section A, whereby the wnrds ‘an appropriate social development
policy” would be replaeed by the words "an appropriate policy for the promotion of
social development". The amendment conveyed the idea that each country wvas [ ree.
to define its oim policy within the zontext of its development plans and priorities.

b5, lir. KEILAU (Cerman Democratic Republic) said he was surprised that, at that
late stage in the proceedings, the Unitced States delegation should introduce an
amendment to draft amendment A/C.3/33/L.18, vhich had been issued on

1 ilovember 1978.

L7. He therefore appealed to the United States representative to withdrav his
amendment.

48. IMr. CARIWELL (United States of America) withdrew his amendment but nbserved
that he had conlined his corments to draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.3.

b9, 1irs. CHATER (Tunisia) requested a brief suspension of the meeting so that the
Group of T7 could be consulted about the amendment proposed by the Hew Zealand
delegation to draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l.

$0. Mr. SOBHY (Egypt), supported by lir. ELHOFARI (iLibyan Arab Jamahiriya), thought
that it would be impossible to hold consultations with the Group of 77, which
included over 100 members, at such short notice. He therefore requested the

liev Zealand delegation to withdraw it: amendment so as to facilitate the Committee's
work.

51. lis. BEAGLE (New Zealand) repeated that she had submitted a vritten amendment
to the Group of 77 before its last meeting and regretted that it had not been taken
into consideration. However, her delegation, wishing to show a spirit of
conciliation, agreed to vithdrav its emendment, whose purpose had been to improve
the text of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l.

52. The CHAIRMAN put the amendment conteined in document A/C.3/33/L.18 to the vote.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentin», Bahrain, Bangladesh,
Benin, B-.utan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma,
Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde,
Central African Empire, Chad, Chile, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,
Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorisl Guinea, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon,
fiambia, CGerman Democratic Republie, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau,
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Guysna, lionduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, lran, Irag, Jamnica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People'’s Democratic Tepublie,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, "‘adagascer, falaysia, ‘'zldives,
ta1i, "auritania, "ongolia, lozambique, Nepal, Nicaragua, diger,
Higeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Natar,
Romania, Rvanda, Sao Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Sinpapore,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Svrian
Arsb Tepublic, Thailand, Togo, Trinided and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Ugande, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Urion of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Cameroon, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venczuela,
Viet ram, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Bahamas, Belgium, Canada, Cciombia, Denmark,
- Fiji, France, GCermany, Federal Republic cf, Creece, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Cor:st, Lesotho, Luxembourg, Helawi ,
Jlexico, loroceo, Metherlends, Hew Zealand, Horway, Portugal,
Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and llorthern Irelend,
Unit=d States of America.

53. Amendment A/C.3/33/L.18 to draft resolution AfC.3/33/L.3 wvas adopted by
99 votes to none, with 20 abstentions.

s, I%. CARIWELL (United States of America) said that his delegation was prepared
to join in a consensus on draft resolutiop /C.3/33/L.3.

55, Draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.3, as amended, was adopted by consensus.

56. The CHAIRMAN put draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l to the vote.

In favour: Afshanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Austria,
Bahamas, Bohrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botsvena,
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cenada, Cape Verde, Central African Bmpire, Chad, Chilsn,
China, Colombia, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslcvakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Dominican Republie, Ccuador, Cmypt,
L1 Selvador, Cquatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon,
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guinra,
Guinea-Bissau, Cuyana, londuras, Hunpary, Iceland, Indisa,
Indonesia, Iran, Irag, Israel, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Nemocratic Republic, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, lfadagascar, Halawi, ilalaysia,
Maldives, 'iali, liauritania, “‘exico, Hongolia, ilorocco, lozambique,
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flepal, ilev Zealand, Hicaragua, iliger, digeria, Norvay, Oman,
Pakisten, Panama, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Fortugal, Qatar,
Nomania, Nwanda, Saoc Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swazilend, Swedeu,
Syrian Arab Republie, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobego,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Cemeroon, United Pepublic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Uruguey, Venezuelm, Viet ifem, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zombia.

Apainst: ilone.
Abstaininpg: Belgium, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Ireland,

Italy, Luxembourg, Hetherlands, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Horthern Ireland, United Sta’ :s of America.

57. The draft resolution was adopted by 121 vu.tea-tn none, with 1C abstentions.

58, iliss GELBCR (Cansda) said that her delegation had voted in favour of draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.l in order to express its agreement in principle with
the provisions of that draft. Her delegation, however, regretted the fact that
the text demlt with problems on which negotiations vere still being held and
therefore wished to specify that its vote did not pre! dge the position Canada
mipght take on those very important problems.

59. Ms, BEAGLE (New Zealand) said that in voting in favour of the draft resolution,
her delegation had wished to express its support for social development policies
and for the initiative of the Group of T7. It considered, however, that the draft
resolution was not well balanced.

60. Fr. CARDWELL (United States of America) said that draft resolution
AC.3/33/L.65/Rev.1 contained provisions formulated in wording which was
unacceptable to the United States Covernment, particularly the wording concerning
the right of States to sovereignty over their natural resources. The United States
certainly recognized that right, but it telieved that it should be exercised in
accordance with the principles of international lawv. Furthermore, the references

to the resolutions adopted at the sixth special session of the General Assembly on
the new international economic order obliged the United States to reiterate its
reservations concermning the resolutions adopted at that session. His delepation
vould have liked the sixth preambular paragraph to be worded in such a vay as to
express the idea that the objective of increasing the real national income of the
developing countries and their social progress necessitated considerable development
of the existing world economic system with a view to instituting a nev internatiocoal
economic order. For those reasons, his delegation had decided to abstain from
voting on the draft resolution.
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61. Mr. LAVETT (Australia) said that his delegation had been in favour of the
draft resolution, but would have liked to see the New Zealand smendment adopted.
Australia's vote in favour of the draft resolution did not prejudge its position

on related qusstions in the Second Committee.

62. Mrs. de BARISH (Costa Rica) said that if her delegation had been present
during the voting, it would have voted in favour of draft resclution
A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.1l and would have jJoined the consensus on draft resoiution

A/C.3/33/L.3, as amended.

63. Mrs. TAKAHASHI (Japan) said that her delegation had voted in favour of draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.65/Rev.1 because it believed that its adoption would help
to promote the continued economic and social development of &ll countries. The
Japenese Government understood the developing countries' wish to achieve

constant social and econcmic propress with a view to improving the well-being

of their people. Her delegation, however, was oblipcd to express reservations
concerning paragraph T of the text becsuse while it avproved of the principles
underlying the paragraph, it thought that it tended to prejudge the Second
Committiee's decisions on the new International Development Strategy.

64. Mr. MARASLI (Turkey) said that slthough his delegation had voted in favour
of the diaft resclution and endersed certain points in the text, it regretied
the lack of precision in some of its provisions, particularly in paragraph 7.
In his delegation's view the new International Development Strategy should not
only stress the need to define an eppropriate social development policy but
should go further, and link econcmic development with social deveicpment. -
Furthermore, the new strategy should formulate some guidelines for social
development with a view to promoting the participation of the entire population
in the produection process.

AGENDA ITEM 79: PHRESERVATION AND FURTHER DEZVELOPMENT OF CULTURAL VALUES
(eontinued) (A/C.3/33/L.24, A/C.3/33/1..60/Rev.1)

65. The CHAIRMAN announced that Mexico and the Sudar had become sponsors of
draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.1.

66. Mr. RIOS (Paneza) said that his country also wished to be a sponsor of
draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l.

67. Mr. NEWEMAN (Poland) said that draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.24 had been
slightly revised. The words "and of peoples" should be inserted after the words
"of living conditions and the well being of nations" in the last preambular
paragraph. Furthermore, Ecuador, Cameroon, Indonesia, Banrladesh, Guyana and
Sweden had expressed & wish to co-sponsor the draft resolution.

68. Nr. SOBHY (Egypt) read out the comp.ete list of sponsors of draft resolution
A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l. He then called attention to the French version of that
document which mentioned the Intergovernmental Cormittee establisheéd the previous
week in UNESCO. The official title of thet Committee was "Comit€ intergovernmental
pour la promotion du retour de biens culturels i leur pays d'origine ou de leur
restitution en cas d'appropriation illégale”. MHe accordingly invited the
Secretariat to make the necessary change in the wording of that paragraph.
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69. His delegation hoped that draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l, vhose
sponsors vepresented all regions of the world, would be adopted by consensus.

70. The CHAIRMAN said that the Secretariat would make the necessary correction
and onnounced that Bulgaria had asked to be included smonp the sponsors of draft

resolution A/C.3/33/L.2k.

71. IMMiss CARRION (Bolivia) said that her delegation wished to co-sponsor draft
resolutions A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l and A/C.3/33/L.2h.

72. Mrs. HUDA (Bangledesh) snid that her delepation wished to Jjoin the sponsors
of dre”* resolution A/C.3/33/L.G0/Rev.l.

73. Hr. RAKOTONAIVO (Madagascar) said that his delegation wished to be & sponsor
of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.2L and he stressed his country's interest in
cultural development. The lialagasy Government had undertaken many measures for
the preservation und further development of cultural values. It had, inter alia,
established a Ministry of Revolutionary Art and Culture. It had enacted
lepislation to repulate the export of cultural property and had decided to make
an index of cultural property and to include such property in the inventory

of naticnal assets. With a viev to ensuring the further development of cultural
values, his Government had taken the following measures: compilation of oral
traditions, census of historical sites and monuments, establishment of museums,
radio broadecasts on national customs, reorganization of folk greups, gradual
entablishment of libraries, studies on handicrafts and publications, in the
national language, on basic features of the national culture. At the
international level, Madegascar welcomed the efforts made by UNESCO and supported
the report on cultural development. His delegation hed no objections to draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.1. .

Th. Mr. VALDERRAMA (Philippines) said that his delegation was co-sponsoring draft
resolution A/C.3/L.60/Rev.l. However, he wished to ecall attention to a
typographical error in the English text of the draft. He thought that the

phrase "preservation and future development”, which appeared in the subtitle of
the resolution, sheuld reed "preservation and further development”.

75. Mr. RTAKIBIRORA (Purundi) said that his delegation attached the utmost
importance to cultural values and had launched a campaign to promote appreciation
of the naticnal heritage. His delegation was accordingly a sponsor of draft
risolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.1.

76. Mr. MARTYNOV (Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic) said that his
Governmeut was making intensive efforts to preserve and develop Byelorussia's
cultural values. For that reason, his delegation was co-sponsoring draft
resolution AfC.3/33/L.2L.

T7. Mr. SOBHY (Egypt), replying to a question from the Chairman, said that the
representative of the Philippines had been quite correct in pointing out that
the wording of the subtitle of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l should be
amended. In the English version, the word "future" in the second line of the
subtitle should be replaced by the word "further".

[enn
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78. Mr. MERKEL (Federal Republic of Germany) said that, in the opinion of the
nine members of the European Economie Community, the subject dealt with in

draft resclution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l came within the purview of UNFSCO. At

the twentieth session of the UNESCO General Conference, the members of the
Community had joined in the consensus reached on the resolution epproving the
statutes of the Intergovernmental Committee for Promoting the Return of Cultural
Property to its Countries of Origin or its Restitution in Case of Illicit
Appropriation. They had hoped that the draft resolution to bte adopted by the
Third Committee would reflect the terms of the UNESCO Agreement. Such was not

the case, however. The Nine had proposed some smendments to the draft resolution,
but those amendments had not been accepted by all the sponsors. In the
circumstances there could be no consensus on draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.1,
and his delegation would abstain in the vote cn that document.

79. He also wished to state that his delegation had difficulty in acceding to
the Convention mentioned in paragraph 5 of the draft resoclution and, in
addition, he pointed out that some of the sponsors had not ratified that
Convention themselves.

80. Mra. WARZAZI (Morocco), referring to the amendment to draft resolution
AfC.3/33/L.24 proposed by the representative of Poland, calling for the

insertion of the words "and of peoples™ after the words "of living conditions

and the well-being of nations" in the third line of the sixth preambular
pararraph, pointed out that any mention of living conditions must necessarily
refer to people. It would therefore be preferable to use the words "of living
conditions and the well-being of peoples". If the representative of Poland

was anxious to inelude the word "nations™, it could come after the word "peoples”,

81. Mr. NEREMAN (Poland) said that he preferred the wording that he had proposed.

82. Mra., WARZAZI (Morocco) said that a question of priorities was involved.
She wished the summary record to show that her delegation accorded priority to
pecples, for it was peoples that made up nations, and not tke reverse.

83, Misa BOA (Ivory Coast) associated herself with the remarks of the
representative of Morocco.

84, 1. PAPADEMAS (Secretary o: the Cormittee) read out the list of countries
now sponsoring draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.24. Those countries were: Bangladesh,
Barbados, Bolivia, Bulgaries, Ecuador, Ethiopia, Indonesia, Guatemale, Madagascar,
the Byelorussian Soviet Socislist Republic, the United Republie of Cameroon,
Sweden, Togo, Trinided and Tobapo and Zaire.

£5. The CHAIRMAN said she took it that th> Committee wished to adopt draft
resolution A/C.3/33/L.24 by consensus. If she heard no objection, she would

consider that it was so decided.

86. Draft resclution A/C.3/33,L.2h was adopted by consensus.
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87. Mr. CARIWELL (United States of America), explaining his delegation's position
regarding draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.2k, referred tc the second preambular
paragraph, in which the Assembly noted resolution 4.12 on preservation and
presentation of the cultural heritage of mankind, adopted by the nineteenth UNESCO
General Conference. His Government had disassociated itself from resolution %.129,
one of the resolutions included under that heading, because it dealt with Jerusalem
and called for sanctions against another Member State. His country had consistently
end vigorously oppcsed that resolution, and would continue to do so. With regard
to the sixth preambular paragreph of draft resolutien A/C.3/32/L.2L, whica

referred to the new internatiocnel economic order as envisiged in the Declaration
and Programme of Action adopted during the sixth special session of the General
Assembly and in the Charter of Eccnomic Rights and Duties of States, his
delegation's position on those documents remained unchanged.

88. With regard to the report of the Director-General of UNESCO, referred to in

the fourth preambular parcgraph, his delegation gave high priority to activities
that promoted appreciation of and respect for the cultural .identity of individuals
and pecples, and to projects that enabled the developing countries to develop and
preserve their cultural heritage. His country had been one of the first to ratify
the Convention concerning the Protection of the World Cultural and Natural Heritage,
establishing the World Heritage Fund to help the signatory countries preserve and
protect those cultural monuments and natural sites which were of unique
significance for all mankind.

89. With regard to UNESCO's other activities, his delegation considered that,
while they might have intrinsic merit, their implementatior should be left to
liember States or non-governmental organizations. UNESCO's energies and resources
vere better directed towards those cultural projJects which it alone was capable
of fulfilling.

S0. Mr. PAPADEMAS (Secretary of the Committee' announced that the foll..ing were
co-sponsors of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l: Bangladesh, Benin, Bolivia,
Burundi, Ethiopia, Guyana, Honduras, Jordan, Mexico, anama, Pakistan,

the Philippines, the Sudan and Yemen.

9l. A recorded vote was taken on draft resolution AfC.3/33/L.60/Rev.1.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cape Verde, Centrsl African Empire, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo, Costa Riea, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Kampuchea, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, Cerman
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemels, Guinea,
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan,
Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republije, Lesotho, Libyan
Arab Jemehiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Hali, lauritania,
Hexico, Hongolia, Morocco, Moz: abique, Nepal, Hew Zealand,
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Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwvanda, Saoc Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Singspore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republie, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Aradb Emirates, United Republic of Camercon, United Republic of
Tanzania, United States of Amerieca, Upper Volta, Uruguay,
Venezuele. Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zombie.

Against: Hone.

Abstaining: Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, France, Germany, Federal
Republic of, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Hetherlands,
Portugal, Sweden. United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern

Ireland.

92. Draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.l was adopted 116 votes to none, with
14 abstentions.

93. lir. CARDWELL (United States of America), explaining his delegation's vote on
the draft resolution Jjust adopted, said that while his country supported the
principle of the return of cultural property, it was opposed to any governmental
obligation for restitution beyond the terms of the UNESCO Convention on the Means
of Prchibiting and Preventing the Illicit Import, Export and Transfer of Ownership
of Cultural Property. That Convention did not require Governments to take
restituting action with respect to works of art entering a country prior to the
effective date of the Convention for that country. The Convention should be the
main vehicle for protecting cultural property and for facilitating its return.
The United States Judicial system offered redress to individuals or nations
allegirz that their property had been stolen and was located within the United

States.

9k. Mrs. BEN-AMI (Israel) said that her delegation had sbstained in the vote
because it had reservations of a legal naturs about the draft resolution. Besides,
the subject of the draft resolution had alrealy been discussed by UNESCO at its

twentieth session.

95. Mr. BEMPU (Z2aire) said that he welcowmed the adoption of draft resolutions
AfC.3/33/L.2% and A/C.3/33/L.60/Rev.1. His delegation attached great importance
to cultural values, and fully supported the restitution of cultural property to the
countries familier with the history of such property. Zaire hud therefore
co-spcnsored the twe draft resolutions and hoped that the measures they provided
for would bear fruit.

96. The CHAIRMAN announced the closure of the debate on agenda item 79.

/oo



A/C.3/33/SR.T2
English
Page 15

wTHER MATTERS

97. The CHAIRMAN snnounced that United Kingdom had become a sponsor of draft

resolution AIC-3?33IL-51, that Japan, Ireland and Ethiopia had become sponsors
of draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.81, that Ireland had become a sponsor of draft

resolution A/C.3/33/L.59 and that Trinidad and Tobago had become a sponsor of
draft resolution A/C.3/33/L.7S.

98. Mr. PAPADEMAS (Secretary ¢ the Cormittee) said that the President of the
General Assembly had asked him to request all delegations wishing *o transmit
written statements from their Heads of State on agenda item 33 to submit ther to
the Assembly secretariat as soun as possible so that they could be published in
the records of the General Assembly.

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.



