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The meeting \IB.S. c a l l e a t'o order at 4.35 P«in. 

ST&TEMENT BY TSE EXECUTIVE SECRETâRY OP THE Ц-гаЁЕтТЮШ-Ъ YEAR OF DISABLED PERSONS 

1. Mrs. N'KAHZA. (Exectitive Secretary, I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year--of Dirjabled Persons) s t a t e d 
that mankind i n c l u d e d 5OO m i l l i o n d i s a b l e d persons - more than the popiiLation of .the 
e n t i r e A f r i c a n continent or of the United. Sta/kes of America a.nd the Union of Soviet 
S o c i a l i s t Republics combined. Although the human I'ights of d i s a b l e d persons were 
l e g a l l y recognized a.t the n a t i o n a l and i n t e r n a t i o n a l l e v e l s , as witnessed, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
by the two General Assembly D e c l a r a t i o n s of 1971 and I975 on the Rights of 
M e n t a l l y Retarded and of Disable d Persons, t h e i r a c t u a l enjoyment was f a r from assured. 
I t could even be s t a t ed that the great m a j o r i t y of d i s a b l e d persons were not, i n 
p r a c t i c e , able to e x e r c i s e t h e i r b a s i c r i g h t s as human beings. I t was g e n e r a l l y 
acknowledged that 80 per cent of d i s a b l e d persons, or 400 m i l l i o n i n d i v i d u a l s , 
l i v e d i n the developing c o u n t r i e s a.nd that 80 per cent of them, or ЗОО m i l l i o n , were 
i n a s t a t e of d i r e poverty, i l l i t e r a t e and denied any r e h a b i l i t a t i o n f a c i l i t i e s . 
Furthermore, a great number of d i s a b l e d persons i n the developing c o u n t r i e s were 
c h i l d r e n and adolescents. 

2. An awareness of that i n t o l e r a b l e s i t u a t i o n had prompted the i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
cocmiunity to take concerted a c t i o n wit h a view to changing r a d i c a l l y the l i v i n g 
c o n d i t i o n s of the multitude of hujnan beings who s u f f e r e d from d i s a b i l i t i e s . The 
General Assembly's proclamation of 1 9 8 I as the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year of Disable d Persons 
should l e a d to p r a c t i c a l a c t i o n as i n f a c t provided f o r i n the P l a n of A c t i o n f o r the 
I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year of Disable d Persons, which was c h i e f l y o r i e n t e d towards measures 
to be taken at the n a t i o n a l l e v e l f o r the r e h a b i l i t a c t i o n of d i s a b l e d persons w i t h due 
respect f o r l o c a l environments, tra,ditions a.nd c u l t u r e s . 

3. Of a l l the States Mem.bers of the United Nations, 70 had already responded to the 
appeal of the secreta.riat of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year of Disa.bled Persons. Regional 
c o n s u l t a t i o n s had taken place i n L a t i n America and A f r i c a and would s h o r t l y be held 
i n Europe. As a r e s u l t of such c o n s u l t a t i o n s i t was p o s s i b l e to compile i n f o r m a t i o n 
which demonstrated that the Member States were aware of t h e i r r e s p o n s i b i l i t i e s i n the 
area of the p r e v e n t i o n and treatment of d i s a b i l i t i e s . Nevertheless, the f i n a n c i a l 
problem remained the major obstacle to implementa.tion of the developing c o u n t r i e s ' 
plans under the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year. I t should be emphasized that the P l a n of A c t i o n 
would not have a magic e f f e c t and that the problems would remain beyond I 9 8 I . The 
c o u n t r i e s w i th the necessa-iy f i n a n c i a l resources should therefore assume t h e i r 
moral r e s p o n s i b i l i t y and envisage appropria.te a c t i o n f o r responding to the ujcgent 
needs of the most disadvantagged c o u n t r i e s , i n the context of i n t e r n a t i o n a l s o c i a l 
s o l i d a r i t y . 

4. The r e g i o n a l consixLtations undertaken by the s e c r e t a r i a t of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Year were gra d u a l l y r e v e a l i n g the p r i o r i t i e s of the variou s Governments and c l e a r l y 
showed that the l a r g e - s c a l e access of the developing c o u n t r i e s to science and 
technology would f a c i l i t a t e the enjoyment of htunan r i g h t s by p h y s i c a l l y and mentally 
d i s a b l e d persons. D i s a b i l i t i e s were, i n f a c t , o f t e n caused by the non-existence of 
primary h e a l t h care, as a r e s u l t of i n s u f f i c i e n t s c i e n t i f i c and t e c h n i c a l knowledge. 
I t could reasonably be hoped that the i n t e r n a t i o n a l symposium of experts on t e c h n i c a l 
a s s i s t a n c e i n the f i e l d of d i s a b i l i t y , and t e c h n i c a l co-operation among developing 
c o u n t r i e s , which was to be h e l d i n A r g e n t i n a i n J u l y 1981, woiild supply t e c h n i c a l 
advice and p r a c t i c a l s o l u t i o n s that could be i n c o r p o r a t e d i n the long-term P l a n of 
A c t i o n which the General Assembly was to adopt at i t s t h i r t y - s e v e n t h s e s s i o n . 
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5 . The I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year must Ъе the s t a r t i n g - p o i n t f o r concerted longr-term a c t i o n . 
I n order to begin c o n s u l t a t i o n s viitb Member States with a view to p r e p a r i n g a l o n g -
term p l a n of a c t i o n , the Secretary-General had t r a n s m i t t e d to Goverments, 
s p e c i a l i z e d agencies and non-governmental o r g a n i z a t i o n s f o r considera,tion a-n o u t l i n e 
p r e s e n t i n g the f o u r major areas i n which i n t e r n a t i o n a l co-operation was necessaiys 
the area of human r i g h t s i n the sense of s o c i a l ju.stÍGe; changes i n a t t i t u d e towea-ds 
d i s a b l e d persona| p r e v e n t i o n of d i s a b i l i t i e s 5 and the s o c i a l i n t e g r a t i o n and 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n of d i s a b l e d persons i n the socio-economic development process. I n that 
respect the s e c r e t a r i a t of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year had high expectations of the 
s p e c i a l i z e d agencies i n t h e i r various areas of competence, 

6. Disable d persons' enjoyment of r i g h t s couid' not be lim.ited to the context of 
n a t i o n a l f r o n t i e r s . The i n t e r n a t i o n a l environment plajœd an important p a r t , and 
recomm,endations had been made, i n p a r t i c u l a r by the Economic and S o c i a l Commission f o r 
A s i a and the P a c i f i c ( ESCAP) and the Economic Commission f o i " A f r i c a ( E C A ) , u r g in g 
the General Assembly to begin p r e p a r a t i o n of a convention defiràng the o b l i g a t i o n s of 
Governments to esta^blish an environment f r e e of a l l d.isci"imina,tion5 de f a c t o or 
de j u r e , based upon d i s a b i l i t i e s . I f the i n t e r n a t i o n a l commiinity endorsed such an 
i n i t i a t i v e , the Commission would c e r t a i n l y have a fundamental p a r t to p l a y i n the 
implementation of the f u t u r e i n t e r n a t i o n a l instrument. 

7. R e f e r r i n g to the e f f i c i e n t a s s i s t a n c e that the s e c r e t a r i a t of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l 
Year was r e c e i v i n g from the D i v i s i o n of Himie^n R i g h t s , she expressed the hope that 
on the occasion of the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Year the Commission would strengthen the mandate 
of the D i v i s i o n i n the area of a c t i o n to combat d.iscfimination based upon i n f i r m i t i o s 
and d i s a b i l i t i e s . 

THE RIGHT OP PEOPLES TO SELF-DETERfflimTION А1ГО ITS APPLICATION TO PEOPLES UlTOER 
COLONIAL OR ALIEN DOfflNATION OR FOREIGN OCCUPATION (agenda item 9) ( E / C N . 4/l452; 
E/CN.4/14511 E/CN,4/1452? E/CN.4/-14541 E/CN.4/1455$ E/cN.4/14625 E/cN.4/14641 
E/CN ,4/L . l5595 A/RES/35/35; А/34/491р А/с.з/34/l; A/35/35) 

8. I4r. D A B I R I (observer f o r Iran) r e c a l l e d that h i s country had already defended 
the cause of ensla.ved a,nd c o l o n i z e d peoples and t h e i r r i g h t to self-d.eteimination 
i n other United Nations foiojms. Nevertheless, i n connection w i t h agenda item 9? be 
considered i t necesss.rj'' to rarkc some remaries concerning Afghanistan, whose s i t u a t i o n 
was a matter of constant concern to the I r a n i a n Government. 

9. I n the o p i n i o n of the Government of the I s l a m i c Republic of Irs.n, the Government 
i n power i n Afg h a n i s t an was i l l e g a l because i t had no l i n k w i t h the Afghan people 
and had been imposed upon that people by f o r e i g n f o r c e s . Consequently, i t was 
a b s o l u t e l y i n c o n c e i v a b l e that a p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n should be a p p l i e d to the Afghan 
problem u n t i l the l a s t f o r e i g n s o l d i e r had l e f t Afghan t e r r i t o r y . 

1 0 . Furthermore, the I r a n i a n Government had always maintained that the immediate 
and u n c o n d i t i o n a l withdrawal of Soviet armed f o r c e s from A f g h a n i s t a n was a necessary 
c o n d i t i o n f o r the oppressed Moslem people of that country to be able to decide f r e e l y 
upon the régime of i t s choice. 

1 1 . On the b a s i s of those p r i n c i p l e s the I r a n i a n Government wished to assure the 
h e r o i c people of A f g h a n i s t a n that I r a n , despite the d i f f i c u l t i e s i t was f a c i n g , would 
never a s s o c i a t e i t s e l f w i t h any undertaking that d i d not take f u l l account of the 
l e g i t i m a t e a s p i r a t i o n s of the Afghan people. 
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12. Mr. AL EALLOUJI (Observer f o r the League of Arab States) s a i d that he had already 
explained h i s delegation's p o s i t i o n on item 9 but wished to make a c l a r i f i c a t i o n . . 

13. During h i s statement, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of I s r a e l had made some unpardonable 
l e g a l e r r o r s . A t the beginning of h i s statement, he had spoken of the v a l i d i t y of 
m i l i t a r y occtipation i n accordance w i t h the r u l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. That 
amounted to f l a g r a n t d i s t o r t i o n since those r u l e s accorded no v a l i d i t y to m i l i t a r y 
occupation.. I n r e a l i t y , i n t e r n a t i o n a l law n e c e s s a r i l y recognized the f a c t of 
m i l i t a r y occupation as c r e a t i n g problems to be re s o l v e d ; i t a c c o r d i n g l y s t i p u l a t e d 
the necessary r u l e s i n that respect, but i t d i d not recognize the l e g i t i m a c y or 
v a l i d i t y of occupation. Thus i t l a i d down l e g a l r u l e s which must be respected and 
which had no other j u s t i f i c a t i o n than to l i m i t the excesses of the occupying Power; 
i n no circumstances d i d i t a t t r i b u t e any v a l i d i t y to the presence of such a Povrer, ' 

14. The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of I s r a e l had repeated h i s country's famous argument i n 
support of i t s r e f u s a l to apply the f o u r t h Geneva Convention, while зЛ the same time 
c o n t r a d i c t i n g h i m s e l f since he had maintained that the I s r a e l i a u t h o r i t i e s a p p l i e d the 
humanitaria.n p r o v i s i o n s of that instruiaent. ТЛггз he had mentioned a few a r t i c l e s 
which, according to him, were a p p l i c a b l e by v i r t u e of t h e i r humanitarian nature: 
a r t i c l e s 64, 41»42, 43j 68 and 74* On the b a s i s of the t e x t of those p r o v i s i o n s , 
i t must be acknowledged that they concerned only the p r o t e c t i o n and s e c u r i t y of the 
occupying Power. Therefore, the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 1згэ.е1 had no other htmiamtarian 
concern than to ensure the p r o t e c t i o n and s e c i i r i t y of that Power. 

15. -. By way of i l l u s t r a t i o n , w i t h respect to the above-mentioned a r t i c l e 64 i t vjould 
be noted that the I s r a . e l i r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ЬвЛ f i r s t mentioned paragraph 2 of the t e x t , 
o m i t t i n g paragraph 1 and als o o m i t t i n g , from paragraph 2, a clause c o n t a i n i n g the 
vei y essence of the p r i n c i p l e which read; "The Occupying Power may, however, subject 
the p o p u l a t i o n of the occupied t e r r i t o r y to p r o v i s i o n s which are e s s e n t i a l to enable 
the Occupying Power to f u l f i l i t s o b l i g a t i o n s under the present Convention, to 
maintain the o r d e r l y government, e t c . " . By o m i t t i n g the und e r l i n e d passage, he had 
chosen to r e t a i n only the elements of that p r o v i s i o n which were u s e f u l to h i s a-rgument. 
He had done the same t h i n g . w i t h respect to a r t i c l e 49 of the f o u r t h Convention by 
o m i t t i n g the words "regardless of t h e i r motive", the exact t e x t being: "Inàividu.al 
or mass f o r c i b l e t r a n s f e r s , as w e l l as deportations of protected, persons from occupied 
t e r r i t o i y to the t e r r i t o r y of the Occtipying Power or to that of amy other countiy, 
occupied or not, are p r o h i b i t e d , r e g a r d l e s s of t h e i r motive". That omission enabled 
him to maint a in that the te x t a p p l i e d only to innocent persons. One obviously ha.d 
to e l i m i n a t e the words "regardless of t h e i r motive" i n order to a r r i v e a t such an 
i n t e i p r e t a t i o n . I n that connection, he (l4r. A l P a l l o u j i ) would l i k e to know how 
the I s r a e l i d e l e g a t i o n defined innocence, f o r the persons e x p e l l e d had i n f a c t never 
been convicted of any crime whatsoever. He wondered whether that meant that any 
P a l e s t i n i a n was presumed g u i l t y u n t i l proven innocent. That would be a v e r i t a b l e 
parody of j u s t i c e . 

16. L a s t l y , the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of I s r a e l had c u r i o u s l y invoked a r t i c l e 52 of the 
f i r s t . a d d i t i o n a l p r o t o c o l of I977 to j u s t i f y the I s r a e l i p o l i c y of J u d a i z a t i o n of the 
occupied t e r r i t o r i e s through the establishment of Jewish settlements. It- should 
nevertheless be r e c a l l e d that at the end of the dipl o m a t i c conference, when the 
f i n a l a c t was being sig-ned, the I s r a e l i delegate had d i s t i n g u i s h e d h i m s e l f by h i s 
s i n g u l a r a t t i t u d e i n r e f u s i n g even to s i g n the a c t . That r e f u s a l was i n f l a g r a n t 
contrast w i t h the attempt to j u s t i f y the f u r t h e r establishment of settlements, v i i t h 
a q u o t a t i on out of context from the same p r o t o c o l . 
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1 7 . I'b?. QUACT PHâlT (Observer f o r V i e t I h m ) s a i d that the only peoples e n t i t l e d to 
speal-c i n the Commission on the questions of human r i g h t s and the r i g h t to 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n were s the P a l e s t i n i a n s who had been d r i v e n from t h e i r homeland, 
and the Arab peoples l i v i n g under I s r a e l i occupation; the black peoples of 
South A f r i c a , ITamibia and the f r o n t - l i n e S t a t e s , vrho were the v i c t i m s of the 
apartheid régime i n P r e t o r i a 5 the peoples of C h i l e and E l Salvador, who had been 
i l l - t r e a t e d at the hands of f a s c i s t d i c t a t o r i a l j u n t a s ; the Sahrawis who were 
s t r u g g l i n g f o r t h e i r independence under the l e a d e r s h i p of the P o l i s a r i o F r ont; the 
indigenous populations of the United S t a t e s , who had been robbed of t h e i r lands 
and, g r a d u a l l y exterminated; and. a, l l peoples whose t e r r i t o r i e s had been occupied or 
usurped f o r the establishment of United States m i l i t a r y bases, 

18. P a r a d o x i c a l l y , i t happened a l l too o f t e n that the oppressors of those peoples 
arrogated to themselves the r i g h t to preach human r i g h t s and the r i g h t to . 
self-determina,tion to t h e i r v i c t i m s . I t was r e g r e t t a b l e t h a t , according to 
i m p e r i a l i s t i d e o l o g y , a c r i m i n a l g u i l t y of genocide should become a defender of 
human r i g h t s , that an Afghan c o m t e r - r e v o l u t i o n a r y should be c a l l e d a " r e s i s t a n c e 
f i g h t e r " , that a Salvadorian revolutione^ry should be described as a " l e f t i s t " and. 
a "murderer", and that oppressed peoples should be considered as i n f e r i o r nations,, 
incapable of defending t h e i r i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t s . I t was, moreover, that ideology 
which prevented the Revolutionary People's C o u n c i l of the People's Republic of 
of Kampuchea, the only genuine r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of a people v/hich had been subjected 
to genocide, from enjoying i t s l e g i t i m a t e r i g h t to a seat i n the united Nations. 
I t was.the same ideology, that enabled the executioners who had k i l l e d 3 m i l l i o n 
Kampucheans and who had been sentenced to death by t h e i r o\m people to k e e p . t h e i r 
seat i n the United Nations and to taice t h e i r place i n the very room where the 
Commission v;as meeting. Such a-situ.ation was a disgrace to the United Nations 
and the Commission, 

1 9 . ïhe i n t e r n a t i o n a l press had, moreover, confirmed that judgement, as could be 
seen from the a r t i c l e by Mr. Guest which had appea,red i n the I n t e r n a t i o n a l Herald. 
Tribune of 7-8 February I 9 8 I . 

2 0 . The Vietnamese people was defending the p r i n c i p l e of respect f o r the r i g h t of 
peoples to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n becau.se i t had experienced more than 1 , 0 0 0 years of 
Chinese domination and n e a r l y 100 years of French domination and because, i n the 
past 30 y e a r s , i t had been the v i c t i m of the French c o l o n i a l i s t s and then the 
American i m p e r i a l i s t s , before again becoming the v i c t i m of the Chinese expansionists 
and. hegemonists, who were u s i n g the power of a„ p o p u l a t i on of 1 b i l l i o n to deny i t s 
r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . 

2 1 . I n order to f a . c i l i t a t e the implementation of t h e i r plan of annexation and 
domination, the aggressors had. always considered the three Indo-Chinese countrie s as 
a s i n g l e b a t t l e f i e l d and had sought to d i v i d e them by a l l p o s s i b l e means. During 
the war of r e s i s t a n c e which the peoples of those countries had waged against common 
enemies, t h e i r s o l i d a r i t y had the r e f o r e assumed v i t a l importance i n t h e i r s t r u g g l e 
to recover and. defend t h e i r independence sxià freedom. Indeed, that had been a 
h i s t o r i c a l n e c e s s i t y i n order to defeat a miich more powerful enemy, which had never 
shrunli from committing the most treacheroiis a c t s . The Vietnaxaese people had defended 
i t s r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n at the cost''pf the l i v e s of thousands, i t had helped 
i t s brother ICampuchean and L a o t i a n peoples a l s o to a f f i r m t h e i r r i g h t t o 
s e l f - d e t e i a n i n a t i o n against the common enemy. That experience had shovm that the 
s o l i d a r i t y of the three peoples of Indo-China had never threatened any neighbouring 
cotintry. 

http://becau.se
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2 2 . With regard to d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CII.4/L . 1 5 5 9 y suhmitted by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e 
of the P h i l i p p i n e s , he r e f e r r e d to the statement made by the spokesman- f o r - t h e 
I l i n i s t r y of Foreign A f f a i r s of the People's Republic of Kampuchea, and published 
on 4 February ISGl as an o f f i c i a l document of the t h i r t y - s e v e n t h sessio n of 
the Commission (E/CiT . 4 / 1 4 5 7 ) . His d e l e f o t i o n wholehearted y supported that statement 
and t o t a l l y r e j e c t e d d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CIT. 4 /L. 1 5 5 9 j which i t regarded ' a.s'flagrant 
i n t e r f e r e n c e i n the i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s of the People's Republic of Kampuchea'and'-алз 'a 
v i o l a t i o n o f the b a s i c p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l law. 

2 3 . The situa-tion i n I&mpuchea was now s t a b l e or, at any r a t e , more st a b l e than 
that i n many other c o i m t r i e s of the r e g i o n . The Kajnpuchean people, v;ho had been 
doomed to die i n the P o l Pot i n f e r n o , had ma„de a. miraculous recovery. I t now had 
a new c o n s t i t u t i o n aJid was preparing f o r general e l e c t i o n s i n which i t would choose 
i t s authentic r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s . l u i i l e many countries i n south-east A s i a were s t i l l 
engaged i n c i v i l war, the Kampuchean people ha.d eliminated the dajiger represented 
by the P o l Pot c l i q u e and. the other r e b e l f o r c e s , provided that Peking terminated the 
a s s i s t a n c e from which those fo r c e s were b e n e f i t i n g . 

2 4 . The representa.tives of the P h i l i p p i n e s and some other countries had maintained 
tha.t the presence of Vietnamese troops i n ICampuchea was contrary to the, r i g h t of 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and had c a l l e d f o r t h e i r i d t h d r a w a l . The presence of Vietnamese 
troops i n ICampuchea was nothing new. In the past, Vietnamese forces had fought 
on the side of the ICampuchean people against the c o l o n i a l i s t s and i m p e r i a l i s t s to . 
defend the independence and freedom of both, c o u n t r i e s . I n s t r i c t observance of 
ICampuchea's n a t i o n a l sovereignty, the Vietnamese troops had withdra\m to V i e t Nam 
a f t e r v i c t o r y over the common enemy. T h e i r current presence i n Kampuchea was 
temporary and. i n response to the request of the Revolutiona.ry People's C o u n c i l 
of Kampuchea, which \TD.S t r y i n g to cope w i t h the Chinese threa.t. l/hen tha^t threat no 
longer existed,, the Vietnajaese troops would, leave Kampuchea., as they had already done 
twice i n the past. 

2 5 . R e f e r r i n g to the siimmaries of the crimes of P o l Pot and. leng Sary published 
by the Sub-Commission and to the a n a l y s i s conducted by i t s Chairman pursuant to • 
Commission d e c i s i o n 9 (iCCXIV), he said th.r.t v;ithout the mul'-iform and e f f e c t i v e 
a s s i s t a n c e provided, by V i e t ITcjn, the Soviet Union and. other s o c i a l i s t c ountries 
the e n t i r e ICampuchean people would have been exterminated by the time the 
i n t e m a - t i o n a l orga^nizations had talîen a c t i o n . Since the overthro\r of the 
P o l Pot-Ieng Sary c l i q u e , v i o l a t i o n s of hunan r i g h t s i n Kajnpuchea had ceased. In 
h i s o p i n i o n , a demand f o r the withdrawal of Vietnamese troops from that country 
amounted to paving the \тау f o r the r e t u r n of the P o l Pot supporters so that they 
might continue t h e i r crime of genocide. 

2 6 . In tha-t connection,, he would l i k e t o know \fhj the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s \ih.o vrere c a l l i n g 
f o r the immediate withdrawal of Vietnajnese troops from Kampuchea, were not' a l s o c a l l i n g 
f o r the withdrawal of Chinese troops from the Vietnamese t e r r i t o r i e s which, had. been 
i l l e g a l l y occupied i n 1974 snd 1979} from the 1 3 0 , 0 0 0 square, k i l o m e t r e s of Indian 
t e r r i t o r y i l l e g a l l y oocu.pied i n I 9 6 2 and from the 1 7 0 , 0 0 0 square k i l o m e t r e s of 
Burmese t e r r i t o r y i l l e g a l l y occupied i n 1 9 5 6 , so that the .Vietnamese, Indian and. 
Burmese peoples might e f f e c t i v e l y e x e r c i s e t h e i r r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n i n t h e i r 
.Occupied t e r r i t o r i e s . . He would a l s o l i k e to know \т1ху those same rep r e s e n t a t i v es . 
were not c a l l i n g f o r the removal of the 2 , 5 0 0 United States m i l i t a r y bases and the 
v/ithdrawal of the 5 0 0 , 0 0 0 United States s o l d i e r s stationed i n the t e r r i t o r ^ r of 
50 c o u n t r i e s , where every day they f l o u t e d human r i g h t s and the r i g h t of peoples 
to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n and c o n s t a n t l y threatened peace and s e c u r i t y i n the i r o r l d . 
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2 7 . Those r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s maintained that the presence of Vietnamese troops i n 
Kampuchea was contrary'- to peace and s t a b i l i t y i n the region and worsened r e l a t i o n s 
between the tvro groups of States formed by the countries of Indo-China. and those 
of ASEAIT. He v/ished to poi nt out that south-.east i'.sia had Imownreither peace nor 
s t a b i l i t y d u r i ng the past âfi years. In the space of h a l f a century, tha.t region 
had e2 erienced f o u r major wars which bore no r e l a t i o n to v/hat were Icnoim as the 
•''situa'tion i n Kampuchea and the presence of Vietnamese troops i n that country'' . 
The region had suf f e r e d wars of aggression vraged i n t u r n by the Japanese, the 
c o l o n i a l i s t c o u n t r i e s , the United States i m p e r i a l i s t s and China. In a d d i t i o n 

to those wars of aggression, Peking's p o l i c y of i n t e r v e n t i o n against the peoples 
of the r e g i o n thi-ough pro-Peking r e b e l s had been pursued f o r the past 3O years. 
The long-standing s t r u g g l e of the peoples of the three Indo-Chinese countries f o i -
n a t i o n a l independ.ence represented an important c o n t r i b u t i o n to the cause of peace 
and n a t i o n a l independence i n south-east /.sia and throughout the w o r l d . I t 
had e l i m i n a t e d the f a c t o r s of i n s t a b i l i t y caused by the p o l i c y of aggression and 
i n t e r v e n t i o n pursued by the i m p e r i a l i s t s and i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e a c t i o n a r i e s and i t 
had l a i d the foimdations f o r the improvement of r e l a t i o n s between the countries 
of Indo-China and those of ASEAH. 

28. In the o p i n i o n of h i s d e l e g a t i o n , i t was f o r the .ASEAH comrfcries to r e s t o r e 
confidence s i n c e , f o r the past 40 years, they had taken sides vrith the 
aggressors i n order to i n f l i c t s u f f e r i n g and sorrow on the people of V i e t Ham 
and the other Indo-Chinese c o u i r t r i e s . Yet the ASEAN c o i m t r i e s condemned the 
threat of aggression from V i e t Nam and Kampu.chea, while at the same time r e j e c t i n g 
the proposal by the three Indo-Chinese countries to sign non-aggression t r e a t i e s 
w i t h them, and e s t a b l i s h a d e m i l i t a r i z e d zone along the border betv/een ICampuchea 
and Thailand, Uhat they wanted., i n f a c t , was to continue to subject the three 
Indo-Chinese c o u n t r i e s to railitarj'- p r e s s i i r e , economic blockade and p o l i t i c a l , 
i s o l a t i o n i n order to force them to c a p i t u l a t e . They were encouraging o p p o s i t i o n 
between themselves and the three Indo-Chinese c o u n t r i e s , as w e l l as i n s t a b i l i t y 
along borders, so that they might i n t e r f e r i n the a f f a i r s of the Indo-Chinese 
c o u n t r i e s , request U n i t e d States a s s i s t a n c e and derive b e n e f i t from the refugee. 
problem. 

2 9 . There were only two irays out: e i t h e r to continue to oppose and impose, as 
ASEAN had been doing during the past tvro years, o r to discuss and agree on a 
settlement of the problems r a i s e d by each p a r t y . The f i r s t way could only sabotage 
peace and cause i n s t a b i l i t y i n south-east A s i a , whereas the second would make i t 
p o s s i b l e g r a d u a l l y to ad.vance towards peace and s t a b i l i t y i n that r e g i o n . l/hat 
the three Indo-Chinese countrie s i/ere proposing was n e g o t i a t i o n and agi-eement. 
Wiat ASEAN was proposing was that the three Indo-Chinese co u n t r i e s should bend 
to i t s w i l l . 

3 0 . The current c o n f l i c t , vrhich threatened peace and s t a b i l i t y i n south-east A s i a , 
was betxreen China„ and the thi-ee Indo-Chinese co u n t r i e s and not between those 
three c o u n t r i es and the ASEAN c o u n t r i e s . The three Indo-Chinese cotmtries appealed 
to the ASEAN c o u n t r i e s , i n t h e i r own i n t e r e s t and that of south-east A s i a , to 
co-operate v;ith them, to put an end to antagonism and to make south-east A s i a 
a p e a c e f u l and st a b l e r e g i o n . 

3 1 . With regard to events i n Afghanistan, he xrarmly welcomed the presence i n the 
Commission of the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Democratic РьерггЪИс of Afg h a n i s t a n . His 
own d e l e g a t i o n had l i s t e n e d a t t e n t i v e l y to the important statement made by that 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , which had c l a r i f . i e d the s i t u a t i o n i n Afghanistan and the p o s i t i o n 
of the /fghan Government. In i-eporting the subversive and aggressive a c t i v i t i e s 
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c a r r i e d out by Ifeshington and Peking: aga.inst the Afghan r e v o l u t i o n , the 
re p r e s e n t a t i v e of tho Democratic Piepublic of Afg-hanictan had given the l i e to 
a l l the no i s y propaganda and slanderous alleg'ations by the i m p e r i a l i s t s and 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e a c t i o n a r i e s concerning the r i g h t of the Afghan people to 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , and had domonstratad the l e g i t i m a c y of the assista-nce. granted 
by the Soviet Union to a f r i e n d l y country which had requested i t . 

52. His d e l e g a t i o n was s u r p r i s e d that some c i r c l e s refused to admit t h a t , as a 
sovereign country, the Democratic Piepublic of Afgha.nistan should be able to exer c i s e 
i t s r i g h t to choose i t s f r i e n d s and e f f e c t i v e l y to organize i t s i n d i v i d u a l and 
c o l l e c t i v e defence. To request the presence of f o r e i g n troops i n xlfghanistan 
or Ka..mpuchea v;as the prerogative of the légitimante Governments of those c o u n t r i e s , 
which Viere a p p e a l i n g f o r a s s i s t a n c e from brother c o m i t r i e s so that they might 
combat aggression and i n t e r v e n t i o n by i m p e r i a l i s t s and i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e a c t i o n a r i e s . 
The request f o r the vrithdrawal of Soviet troops from Afghanistan made by the 
United S t a t e s , China, P a k i s t a n and some other countries was a f l a g r a n t v i o l a t i o n 
of the Afghan people's r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . Imperialism and i n t e r n a t i o n a l 
r e a c t i o n a r i e s v/ould go to any lengths to create confusion about the cause and 
e f f e c t and the form and substance of the problem i n order t o mislead p u b l i c opinio n 
about a matter of p r i n c i p l e of c r u c i a l importance to peoples i n combat. The 
for\;ard march of peoples was, however, i r r e v e r s i b l e and those who defend.od the 
r i g h t of every n a t i o n f r e e l y to choose the modo of development most s u i t e d to i t 
Viere i n duty bound to defend the i n a l i e n a b l e r i g h t of the Afghan people . 

53. H i s country f i r m l y supported, the p o s i t i o n o f the Democratic Republic of 
Afghanistan and the measures i t considered consonant vrith i t s i n t e r e s t s . H i s 
country vrelcomed the v i c t o r i e s of the Afghan people and the progress i t had made 
i n b u i l d i n g i t s homeland. The Vietnamese people p a i d a t r i b u t e to the p o l i t i c a l , 
moral, m a t e r i a l and m i l i t a r y a s s i s t a n c e provided to Afghanistan by the Government 
of the Soviet; Union. Such assistance-had a l s o been b e n e f i c i a l and d e c i s i v e f o r 
the Vietnamese people and other s t r u g g l i n g oppressed peoples. 

54. Mr. RAHBI (India) s a i d he r e j e c t e d the a s s e r t i o n by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of 
P a k i s t a n that the t e r r i t o j : y of Jamrau and Kashmir vras one -,.-hich had not yet 
exe r c i s e d i t s r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . That t e r r i t o r y \;as an i n t e g r a l p a r t 
of I n d i a . The reference contained i n paragraph 251 of the report by 
Mr. Gros E s p i e l l (E/CH.A/Sub .2//i05/Rev . l ) shovred that the statement by the 
Pa k i s t a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e was i n c o r r e c t . Any reference to that question i n 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l foruius vras, moreover, contrary to the Simla Agreement concluded by 
Pa k i s t a n -and In d i a i n 1972$ f u r t h e r references of that k i n d would create 
doubts about the fimmess of the P a k i s t a n Government ' s commitm.ent to that 
Agreement. 

35- Ml-. HILALY (Pakistan) s a i d that he had been s i i r p r i s e d to hear the 
x-epresentative of the Soviet Union describe the invasion, of Afghani s t an by 
85,000 f o r e i g n troops as a ''national - uprising'', The case argued by that 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e rested on tvro p r o p o s i t i o n s : f i r s t , that Soviet troops .had 
intervened a t the i n v i t a t i o n of the Government of Afghanistan5 and second, that 
they had intervened i n order to p r o t e c t that Government from '.'outside i n t e r f e r e n c e " . 
N e i t h e r of those p r o p o s i t i o n s v/as borne out by the f a c t s ; Soviet troops had begun 
t h e i r i n t e r v e n t i o n on 25 December 1979» v/hile President Amin had been i n pov/er: 
he had subsequently been executed and a ne\r President had a r r i v e d vrith the f o r e i g n 
troops from Soviet territory'-. As f o r outside i n t e r f e r e n c e , there had been none 
except by the Soviet Union. P a k i s t a n had recognized the régimes of Mr. T a r a k i 



E/CN.4/SE.1610 
page S 

and Mr. Amin and had maintained good r e l a t i o n s v i i t h them. In f a c t , the M i n i s t e r f o r 
Foreign A f f a i r s of P a k i s t a n had "been schedailed to v i s i t Ifebul i n l a t e December 1979-
At that time, however, the Government of P a k i s t a n and the e n t i r e world had been 
confronted w i t h a fa.it accompli. 

3 6 . The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union claimed that P a k i s t a n vras a l l o w i n g i t s 
t e r r i t o r y to be used as a base f o r freedom f i g h t e r s , the ''mujahideen'', and had 
named s p e c i f i c places i n the North-47est F r o n t i e r and B a l u c h i s t a n pi-ovinces. In 
response, he (Mr. H i l a l y ) i n v i t e d the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union to come 
to P a k i s t a n to f i n d out whether the camps to which he had referi-ed a c t u a l l y 
e x i s t e d . A h e l i c o p t e r would be made a v a i l a b l e to him so that he \,'ould be able 
to see f o r h i m s e l f that there was no t r u t h i n the accu.sations he had made. In 
that connection, P a k i s t a n had a l r e a d y proposed that a-n i n t e r n a t i o n a l force comprising 
troops from Is l a j n i c and non-aligned countries should monitor movements along the 
border between / f g h a n i s t a n and P a k i s t a n , 

37' The Soviet Union regarded the Afghan freedom-fighters as ''tei-rorists'' and 
''bandits''. But was i t not i n that vmy that l i b e r a t i o n movements were alv/ays 
described by t h e i r oppressors? The j?alestinia.ns vrere эДзо Icnov/n as ' ' t e r r o r i s t s " . 
The r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union had r e f e r r e d to a t r o c i t i e s committed by the 
Afghan mujahideen, but he (Mr. H i l a l y ) could enumerate a c t i o n s c a r r i e d out by the 
invaders vrhich v;ere h a r d l y exa.mples of c i v i l i z e d behaviour, such a,ss the b r u t a l 
suppression, one year p r e v i o u s l y , of demonstrations by s c h o o l g i r l s i n ICabul, 
many of vrhom'had d i e d : the use of chemical v.'eapons against taiarmed peasants; the 
use,of booby-traps v/hich had k i l l e d and maimed hundreds of people, i n c l u d i n g 
c h i l d r e n ; the i n d i s c r i m i n a t e bombardment of v i l l a g e s and tovms b y . - a r t i l l e r y and 
h e l i c o p t e r gunships; and the d e s t r u c t i o n of crops i n order to starve the 
p o p u l a t i o n . 

3 8 . ,The Soviet Union and_the s o c i a l i s t c ountrie s should cease making accusations 
гф1сЬ,,пе11;Ле5. deluded other nation s nor convinced even t h e i r ovm vrell-v;ishers 
outside the s o c i a l i s t camp. The best i n d i c a t i o n of h i s ovm country's good f a i t h 
vras that i t had taken i n I . 5 m i l l i o n refugees and had demonstrated i t s preference , 
f o r a p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n based on General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 35/37» vrhose tenor 
.had been r e a f f i i r a e d i n the Decla.ration of the Non-Aligned C o u n t r i e s , 

5 9 ' Replying,to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of I n d i a , he s a i d that he had merely made a 
passing reference to the question of Jammu and Kashmir, vrhich had been recognised 
as a<,n outstanding issue by the Simla Agreement and had been the subject of many 
S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n s c a l l i n g f o r the e x e r c i se by that t e r r i t o r y of the 
r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . His d e l e g a t i o n d i d not i n t e r p r e t the report by 
Mr, Gros E s p i e l l i n the same vray as the d e l e g a t i o n of I n d i a . 

4 0 , Mr. INGLES ( P h i l i p p i n e s ) s a i d t h a t , although the o l d c o l o n i a l i s m had been 
gradua,.lly dying out since,the end of the Second l.^orld War, vrith the emergence 
of more than 100 nev; n a t i o n s , a nev/ c o l o n i a l i s m vras novr i n the ascendant and 
vras s t r i k i n g l y e x e m p l i f i e d by the i n v a s i o n s of Afghanistan and Kampuchea. The 
nevr c o l o n i a l i s m a f f e c t e d States vrhich vrere s^ipposedljr independ.ent ; i n t e r v e n t i o n s 
Viere' j u s t i f i e d by a l l e g e d i n v i t a t i o n s by Governments vrhich vrere, i n f a c t , extended 
a f t e r the i n v a s i o n s had taken p l a c e . 
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4 1 . L i ke the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union, the observers f o r Czechoslovakia, 
and V i e t Nam had sounded warnings against i n t e r f e r e n c e i n i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s , while 
the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the B y e l o r u s s i a n Soviet S o c i a l i s t Republic had r e f e r r e d to 
e l e c t i o n s which wore to take place i n Kar.ipuchea i n I 9 8 I and the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of. 
B u l g a r i a had said that those e l e c t i o n s would bo democratic. His o b j e c t i o n was that 
e l e c t i o n s held i n tho presence of 2 0 0 , 0 0 0 f o r e i g n troops could h a r d l y be democratic. 
Moreover, he noted t h a t , i n r e s o l u t i o n 3 5 / 6 , paragraph 3 ( d ) , the General Assembly 
had c a l l e d f o r United Nations-supervised f r e e e l e c t i o n s i n Kampuchea? the e l e c t i o n s 
that had been announced vroLild not. moot those two c o n d i t i o n s . The t o t a l víithdrawal 
of f o r e i g n troops c a l l e d f o r i n paragraph 3 (a) of that r e s o l u t i o n would not take 
place e i t h e r . In such circumstances, the e l e c t i o n s that had been announced could 
only be a f a r c e . 

4 2 . The observer f o r V i e t Nam and the x-epresentativc of Mongolia had stated that 
ASEilN had not adopted a p o s i t i v e attitu.do towards the question of Kampuchea, I t 
should be noted that ASEM had proposed that a crnference should be held on that 
question vri.th the p a r t i c i p a t i o n of V i e t Nan, provided that V i e t Nam vrithdrew i t s 
t r o o p s , i n accordance w i t h General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n 35/6» The member countries 
of ASEAN c a l l e d on V i e t Nam to observe the p r i n c i p l e s of non-aggi-ession, respect f o r 
the independence of States and non-interference i n t h e i i - i n t e r n a l a f f a i r s , which were 
b a s i c p r i n c i p l e s of i n t e r n a t i o n a l r e l a t i o n s . I f V i e t Nam was r e a l l y s i n c e r e i n 
i t s endorsement of those p r i n c i p l e s , the ASEMÍ countries would maintain good r e l a t i o n s 
w i t h i t . In c o n c l u s i o n , he urged V i e t Nam to heed the appeals made to i t . b y the 
General Assembly and by the recent Conference of Non-Aligned Countries, 

^Ъ^ № . EL-PATTAL (S3a?ian Arab Republic) said that Egypt, i n order to s a t i s f y i t s 
i m p e r i a l i s t i n t e r e s t s , had s a c r i f i c e d the r i g h t s of the P a l e s t i n i a n s , recognized 
i n numerous General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s which had been supported by a l l States 
except I s r a e l , and even by the United States of America. In paragraph 4 of the t e x t 
of the Camp David accords, i t was s t i p u l a t e d that Egypt and I s r a e l xvould e s t a b l i s h , 
procedures f o r the s o l u t i o n , of tho refugee problem. I t was not even made c l e a r . 
whether that covered P a l e s t i n i a n refugees. The r u l e r of Egj^pt had, i n p a r t i c u l a r , 
b e l i t t l e d the r i g h t of those refugees to r e t u r n to t h e i r homes, although that r i g h t 
was embodied .in the f o u r t h Geneva Convent.1.on. Under tho Camp David accords, the 
s i t u a t i o n of tho P a l e s t i n i a n refugees would be treated as I s r a e l chose. 
P a r a d o x i c a l l y , those accords envisaged f u t u r e n e g o t i a t i o n s on the s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n of 
the P a l e s t i n i a n s i n accordance w i t h the p r i n c i p l e s of S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l 
r e s o l u t i o n 242 ( 1 9 6 7 ) . However, that r e s o l u t i o n was not concerned with 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . With reference to the remarks made by the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the 
P h i l i p p i n e s , he wished to add that c o l o n i a l i s m perpetuated i t s e l f i n the form of 
e x p l o i t a t i o n as p r a c t i s e d by some Western c o u n t r i e s . 

44- I-lr. SIC/iLLI (Погоссо) r e c a l l e d that the serious a t t i t u d e of the Malagasy d e l e g a t i o n 
to the question of Western Sahara had already become s t r i k i n g l y apparent when the 
Malagasy a u t h o r i t i e s had sent a telegram r e c o g n i z i n g the s o - c a l l e d Sahraxíi Republic of 
E l Ayun, the c h i e f to™ of. the t e r r i t o r y ; that telegram had obviousl y been received 
by the Moroccan authorities.. Madagascar's prejudiced a t t i t u d e vras a l l the more to 
be r e g r e t t e d since that coLintry had played an h i s t o r i c r o l e i n the d e c o l o n i z a t i o n of 
Morocco. The people of Morocco had not f o r g o t t e n that t h e i r former k i n g , Mohammed V, 
had l i v e d there i n e x i l e at A n t s i r a b e . 

4 5 . Mr. ZORIN (Union of Soviet S o c i a l i s t R e p u b l i c s ) , speaking i n e x e r c i s e of the 
r i g h t of r e p l y , said t h a t , f i r s t l y , the Palcistan delegation's d e s c r i p t i o n of the events 
i n Afghanistan i n December 1 9 7 9 agreed i n a l l respects w i t h t l i a t of the United S t a t e s . 
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That v e r s i o n was f a l s e , since the Soviet Union had sent only a l i m i t e d contingent 
i n t o Afghanistan at the express request of the Afghan Government to defend i t s 
independence and sovereignty. 

4 6 . Secondly, the Palcistan d e l e g a t i o n deaied t h a t camps ex i s t e d i n B a l u c h i s t a n , 
from which armed bands, a s s i s t e d by the United States and China, set out to attack 
the t e r r i t o r y of Afghanistan. But i t had tal<on care not to deny the existence of 
camps i n other regions of Palcistan, which had been pointed out by the Soviet 
d e l e g a t i o n and recognized by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l p r e s s , and even by a s e c t i o n of the 
press i n P a k i s t a n i t s e l f . As f o r the i n v i t a t i o n extended by the P a k i s t a n d e l e g a t i o n 
to f l y over the r e g i o n by h e l i c o p t e r , the Soviet d e l e g a t i o n declined i t , having no 
d e s i r e to f o l l o w i n the stops of Mr, B r z e z i n s k i . 

4 7 ' The peacefu l settlement advocated by the P a k i s t a n d e l e g a t i o n on the b a s i s of 
the General Assembly r e s o l u t i o n s was without v a l u e , since the P a k i s t a n Government' 
had r e j e c t e d the o f f e r ' o f t a l k s issued to i t by the Government of Afghanistan. He 
had never said that the whole of the Moslem world was r e a c t i o n a r y , but i t vras true, 
that Moslem r e a c t i o n a r y f o r c e s , a s s i s t e d by Palcistan, China and the United S t a t e s , 
wore p l a y i n g an. aggressive r o l e , whose v i c t i m vras Afghanistan. I t should be noted 
that the p o p u l a t i o n of the Soviet Union contained s e v e r a l Moslems, vfho l i v e d f r e e l y 
and p r a c t i s e d . t h e i r r e l i g i o n f r e e l y under the terms of the C o n s t i t u t i o n . 

4 8 . The P h i l i p p i n e d e l e g a t i o n had blamed Afghanistan f o r r e q u e s t i n g Soviet a s s i s t a n c e . 
But vrere there not United States armed for c e s i n the P h i l i p p i n e s ? In that case, 
v-rhy should the presence of f o r e i g n troops be l e g i t i m a t e i n the P h i l i p p i n e s and 
i l l e g i t i m a t e i n Afghanistan? 

49*; The Chinese d e l e g a t i o n had f a i l e d , f o r obvious reasons, to deny China's 
p a r t i c i p a t i o n i n the aggression against Afghanistan i n the form of arms sup p l i e s 
and t r a i n i n g . • • Hovr had the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n dared to spealc of the l i g h t recovered 
by Kampuchea a f t e r the vrar vrtien the régime headed by P o l Pot, Peking's man of straw, 
had engaged i n genocide against the people of Kampuchea? IJhy had the Chinese 
d e l e g a t i o n not mentioned China's aggxessicn i n 1 9 7 9 against V i e t Ham, i n order to 
"teach i t a lesson"? But i t had been China vrhich had received a b i t t e r l e s s o n from 
the Vietnamese people, who had defended t h e i r r i g h t to independence and t e r r i t o r i a l 
i n t e g r i t y . 

5 0 . Mr. AREBI (observer f o r the Libyan Arab 'Jamahiriya) r e i t e r a t e d h i s delegation's 
support f o r a l l peoples imder c o l o n i a l or a l i e n domination or f o r e i g n occupation, 
such as the peoples of P a l e s t i n e , Namibia, Azania and Western Sahara, and i t s appeal 
to the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community to a s s i s t them i n e x e r c i s i n g t h e i r r i g h t to 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . For that reason h i s d e l e g a t i o n had become a sponsor of d r a f t 
r e s o l u t i o n s E / C N . 4 / L . I 5 5 3 , L . I 5 5 4 , L.l'755 and L . I 5 5 8 , and vrished to j o i n the sponsors 

of d r a f t r e s o l u t i o n E/CN. 4/L. 1 5 5 7 •• 

5 1 . In e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of r e p l y , he read out, p a r t i c u l a r l y f o r the b e n e f i t 
of the United States d e l e g a t i o n , the communiqvié issued j o i n t l y by Chad and the 
l i b y a n Arab Jamahiriya at the beginning of January I 9 8 I . Ho emphasized that the 
only l e g a l Government, vrhich was, recognized by the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community and by 
OAU, was that led by Ifc. Govilcouni Oued.dei, and that help, both humanitarian and 
f i n a n c i a l , , vras needed i n order to r e b u i l d the covmtry. 
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5 2 . Ш, В А Ш Ю Щ (Observer f o r I s r a e l ) , speaking i n e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of r e p l y , 
s a i d he could only s t a t e that the observer f o r the League of Arab States had adduced 
no v a l i d argument against two fundamental p o i n t s of lav/: i n t e r n a t i o n a l law, which 
considered m i l i t a r y occupation as an unavoidable consequence of war, contained 
s p e c i a l p r o v i s i o n s to r e g u l a t e it; and the f o u r t h Geneva Convention of I949 accorded 
to the occupying Pca/er much wider powers than those e x e r c i s e d by I s r a e l . 

5 3 • His d e l e g a t i o n r e g r e t t e d the i n s u l t i n g and u n c a l l e d f o r remarks made about 
I s r a e l by c e r t a i n delegations which defended the r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n i n some 
cases and refused i t i n others. I t was l i t t l e vronder that the Cuban d e l e g a t i o n had 
e x c e l l e d i n that respect , r e p r e s e n t i n g as i t d i d a régime which l e f t Cuban c i t i z e n s 
v/ishing to e x e r c i s e t h e i r own r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n only one a l t e r n a t i v e , 
namely, to f l e e abroad i n search of r e l i e f and l i b e r t y . 

54* H i s d e l e g a t i o n repeated, f o r the b e n e f i t of those who preached armed s t r u g g l e 
and wanted to f o r c e upon I s r a e l t h e i r ominous plans f o r the l U d d l e E a s t , that the 
settlement of the I s r a e l i - A r a b c o n f l i c t depended on f u l l r e c o g n i t i o n of the r i g h t s 
of I s r a e l and i t s people, i n c l u d i n g the r i g h t to secure borders v/hich could ensure 
adequate p r o t e c t i o n against e x t e r n a l t h r e a t s . I s r a e l would not a l l o w I t s e l f to be 
b e g u i l e d and would not give way t o i n t i m i d a t i o n or v i o l e n c e . I t was prepared, however, 
to co-operate i n e f f o r t s to achieve a j u s t and l a s t i n g peace, on the b a s i s of 
S e c u r i t y C o u n c i l r e s o l u t i o n 242 ( 1 9 6 7 ) and the Camp David accords. A f t e r the 
statement by tho S y r i a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , he viondered whether i t was not p r e f e r a b l e to 
open n e g o t i a t i o n s based on the p r o v i s i o n s of Chapter VI of the u n i t e d Nations Charter 
r a t h e r than continue the vrar. 

5 5 . Mr, IŒERAD (observer f o r A f g h a n i s t a n ) , spealcLng i n e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of r e p l y , 
r e j e c t e d a J l the slanderous an.d ijinfoimded alleg-ations d i r e c t e d against r e v o l u t i o n a r y , 
sovereign and independent Afghanistan by c e r t a i n i m p e r i a l i s t countries i n order to 
mask t h e i r s i n i s t e r i n t e n t i o n s and to increase s t i l l f u r t h e r the t e n s i o n i n that part 
of the w o r l d . The events which had occurred i n A f g i i a n i s t a n , i n c l u d i n g the f r a t e r n a l 
a i d given by the Soviet Union at the express request of the Democratic Republic 
of Afghanistan i n accordance v/ith a r t i c l e 4 of the Soviet-Afghan Treaty of F r i e n d s h i p , 
Neighbourliness and Co-operation of 1 9 7 8 , and w i t h A r t i c l e 5 I of the United Nations 
Charter, were i n t e r n a l or b i l a t e r a l matters and i n no vray c o n s t i t u t e d a threat to 
i n t e r n a t i o n a l peace and s e c u r i t y . His delega.tion t h e r e f o r e opposed any d i s c u s s i o n of 
the a l l e g e d situ.ation i n Afghanistan, under the terms of A r t i c l e 2, paragraph 7? oí 
the United Nations Charter, The r e v o l u t i o n a r y people of Afghanistan had b o l d l y set 
out on the road marked by the r e v o l u t i o n of A p r i l I 9 7 8 and no attempt by the enemy 
would succeed i n d i v e r t i n g them from i t , 

5 6 , H i s d e l e g a t i o n vrould not r e p l y to the statement by the Egyptian d e l e g a t i o n , 
wMch represented a Government i n the pay of United States i m p e r i a l i s m , or to the 
Pald-stan d e l e g a t i o n , which knew f u l l w e l l that Palcistan had become a focus of 
aggression against the Moslem people of Afghanistan and against the independent 
non-aligned State of r e v o l u t i o n a r y Afghanistan. I t was i m p e r i a l i s t and hegemonist 
c i r c l e s and t h e i r puppets v/hich made use of bases i n P a k i s t a n to t r a i n armed counter-
r e v o l u t i o n a r y elements, and continued to v/age an i n s i d i o u s war against tho Afghan 
people and to i n f l i c t innumerable s u f f e r i n g s upon i t . I t v/as they who used chemical 
weapons and weapons of mass d e s t r u c t i o n , forbidden by i n t e r n a t i o n a l t r e a t y , against 
the people and l a w f u l Government of the Democratic Republic of A f g i i a n i s t a n , I t was 
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they who poisoned the vmter i n s c h o o l s. In that connection, h i s , d e l e g a t i o n 
drevi the Coiîimission's a t t e n t i o n to the statement of the Afghan Government contained 
i n document A/35/430. 

57. l-Ir» УОШШ''Т (Observer f o r Democratic liampuchea), speaking i n e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t 
of r e p l y , condenmed the treachoroi^s manoeuvres indulged i n by the Vietnamese d e l e g a t i o n 
i n a vain attempt to d i s g u i s e the f a c t s . The t r u t h was that i n Kampuchea the 
aggressive genocida-l war waged f o r moro than two years by the Hanoi a u t h o r i t i e s , w i t h a 
mercenary army of 250,000 m.en, in-defence of the expansionist p o l i c y of V i e t l̂ Tam 
and Moscow i n south-^east A s i a , was g r i n d i n g intsxorably to a h a l t , i n s p i t e of Soviet 
a i d amounting to .fU,! 3 l a i l l i o n a day. In V i e t Hain i t s e l f , the Hanoi c l i q u e was at, the 
o r i g i n of the uhspoalcahle âufforing and misfortune of the Vietnamese people, of whom 
more than 1 m i l l i o n had l e f t the countrjr and s e v e r a l h^md-red thousand had perished, at 
sea. The Vietnamese economy had c o l l a p s e d and the -oeoplo of V i e t Ham were threatened 
w i t h s t a r v a t i o n . . In A s i a , and i n the eyes of the world, V i e t Нала haA become, a f t e r 
i t s i n v a s i o n of Kampuchea, a "black sheep", and v/as condemned by a l l peoples who 
d e s i r e d peace and j u s t i c e . The United Hâtions a,nd, more r e c e n t l y , the Conference of 
M i n i s t e r s of Hon-Aligned Cotintrics i n Beir D e l h i had c a l l e d upon V i e t Ham to end i t s 
aggression and to withd.rav7 a l l i t s f o r c e s from Kampuchea withou.t delay, so, that the 
people of Kampuchea coiild. decide t h e i r f a t e vrith f u l l sovereignty and without 
e x t e r n a l i n t e r f e r e n c e , Bu.t the Hanoi a u t h o r i t i e s , v;ho had given av/ay t h e i r own 
ind.ependence and had. not h e s i t a t e d to betre^y the p r i n c i p l e s of non-alignment i n 
order to serve the i n t e r e s t s of t h e i r " n a t u r a l a l l y " i n A s i a and i n the i f o r l d , 
continued to -ignoro those appeals. The i n t e r n a t i o n a l community, and i n p a r t i c u l a r 
the peoples of south-.east A s i a , would not however accept the tyranny of V i e t Nam 
or i t s f a i t accompli, 

5S • i-br.ZAFERA (Observer f o r Madagascar) s a i d that he had admired the eloquence of 
the statement made the previous day on item 9 by the Moroccan r e p r e s e n t a t i v e but 
could not accept i t s b a s i s . Madc^gascar had, i n f a c t , h i s t o r i c a l connections w i t h 
Morocco s i n c e i t had given refugo to i t s former sovereign who had been e x i l e d by the 
c o l o n i z i n g Power at that time; at present, however, i t tras Morocco which, i n t u r n , 
v/as denying the -people of \/ostern Saliarôi, t h e i r r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n , 

59. Mr. PEBJEN (Observer f o r China) s a i d that i n s-pito of repeated l i e s the whole 
world w e l l knew who the aggxessor was, who p r a c t i s e d a p o l i c y of opx^ression and who 
wa.s f l o u t i n g the r i g h t of peoples to self-determina,tion i n Afghanistan and Kamipuchea. 
No v e r b a l d e x t e r i t y c o u l d . e x p l a i n away the crimes of the Soviet Union and i t s 
accomplices. Por i t s own p a r t , the i n t e r n a t i o n a l community had a moral o b l i g a t i o n 
to support the peoples of Afghanistan and Kajnpuchea; that was a r e s p o n s i b i l i t y which 
the Chinese people a-nd Government assumed i n f u l l measure. 

60. Mi-. HANAPI (Observer f o r Egypt) s a i d that the Observer f o r Afghanistan, who spoke 
f o r a -puppet regime, had t r i e d to d i v e r t the ComEiission's a t t e n t i o n by a t t a c k i n g 
Egypt, a country which had always been the defender of ju,st camuses. In r e p l y to the 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the S y r i a n Arab Re p u b l i c , he s a i d that h i s country would defend 
to the death the r i g h t of the P a l e s t i n i a n s to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n ; however, he vrould 
be glad to know the S y r i a n r e p r e s e n t a t i v e ' s p o s i t i o n on s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n f o r the. 
Afghan -people. 
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61, . AHMAD ( P a k i s t a n ) , r e p l y i n g to the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the Soviet Union, 
s a i d that i f h i s d e l e g a t i o n had given the same acco-unt of the events of 
December 1979 as other d e l e g a t i o n s , i t was simply because i t had described v/hat 
had a c t u a l l y happened. Furthermore, h i s d e l e g a t i o n had not only denied the e^cistence 
of camps i n B a l u c h i s t a n ; i t had a l s o denied t h e i r eidstence i n the Horth-¥est 
F r o n t i e r province and anyv?here e l s e . In Palcistan the only camps contained Afghan 
refu.gees and were occupied by 1 ,5 m i l l i o n persons. The Soviet r e p r e s e n t a t i v e had 
not accepted an i n v i t a t i o n to go to P a k i s t a n i n order to a s c e r t a i n the t r u t h of h i s 
accusations because he wished to keep a l i v e a f i c t i o n by means of which the 
Soviet Union j u s t i f i e d i t s presence i n Afghanistan. I t v;as p a r a d o x i c a l that that 
r e p r e s e n t a t i v e , on the. one hand, r e j e c t e d a l l i n t e r n a t i o n a l i n f o r m a t i o n on the 
events which had taken place i n i i f g h a n i s t a n , but on the other hand, based h i s 
argument on i n f o r m a t i o n from u n s p e c i f i e d sources concerning the existence of t r a i n i n g 
camps i n Palcistan. L a s t l y , he (l-'br. Alomad) gave assiirances that h i s country 
s i n c e r e l y d e s i r e d a p o l i t i c a l s o l u t i o n i n Afghanistan and that i t  w i l l i n g to 
take p a r t i n t a l k s under the ,uspices of the u n i t e d Mations w i t h Iran and the 
People's Democratic P a r t y of Afghanistan . 

62. Mr. SIÍALLI (Morocco) considered that the observer f o r the Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya was i n no p o s i t i o n to speak of the r i g h t s of peoples to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n ; 
h i s country was occupying Chad, a f t e r having undertaken a number of subversive 
a c t i v i t i e s againát other c o u n t r i e s . The Libyan Government openly proclaimed i t s p o l i c y 
of d e s t a b i l i z a t i o n and i t s i n t e n t i o n of s e t t i n g u.p u n i t e d States of t h e S a h e l ; 
on 28 September I98O i t had c y n i c a l l y s t a t e d that Chad formed p a r t of Libya's 
1еЛепзгаглп. In the Sahara, the Libyan Government accused Higer and I f e l i of 
p e r s e c u t i n g the Tuaregs, who i t declared to be of Libyan o r i g i n , and i t was 
launching a movement f o r the l i b e r a t i o n of the eastern Sahara,. The Libyan Arab 
Jamahiriya was endangering the s e c u r i t y of A f r i c a , and i t had chosen a curious, way of 
campaigning f o r Arab u n i t y , as had been shown by i t s a t t a c k on T u n i s i a i n I98O. 

65. № . EL-FATTAL (Syrian Arab Republic ) asked the r e p r e s e n t a t i v e of the r u l e r of 
Egypt whether the people of that country themselves e x e r c i s e d t h e i r r i g h t to 
s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n . Out of 40 m i l l i o n Egyptians, only 2,000 f a m i l i e s enjoyed 
reasonable l i v i n g c o n d i t i o n s ; the r e s t of the poriulation were short of food, 
s h e l t e r and medical care. Furthermore, could i t be s a i d t h a t the ¿\0 m i l l i o n Egyptians 
e x e r c i s e d t h e i r r i g h t to s e l f - d e t e r m i n a t i o n when they were cut o f f from t h e i r Arab 
brothers? T h e i r Government had submitted to United States i m p e r i a l i s m and had s o l d 
the r i g h t s of the P a l e s t i n i a n s , thereby hoping to get r i c h . Ho hoped that Egypt 
would soon have a r e p r e s e n t a t i v e who would speak another language - tho same as that 
of the S y r i a n Arab R e p u b l i c , 

64. Vix. QUA! PHAH (Observer f o r V i e t Нагл), spealcing i n e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of 
r e p l y a f t e r the statement made by the Chinese d e l e g a t i o n at the previous meeting, 
vrished to r a i s e a nvunber of qu.estion3 f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n by the Commission, 1,'Л10 had 
used the P o l Pot c l i q u e to set up a f a s c i s t régime i n Kampuchea and wage a genocidal 
v;ar unique of i t s Icind? IJho had poured i n t o Kampu.chea huge sums of money, l a r g e 
q u a n t i t i e s of weapons and viar m a t e r i a l , and tens of thousands of a d v i s e r s to t r a i n 
23 d i v i s i o n s which had v;iped out the people of ICampvichea? \'Tho on 17 February 1979 
had launched 600,000 men, 800 tanks and hundreds of a i r c r a f t i n t o a barbarous v;ar 
of aggression against V i e t Nam along the whole of i t s northern f r o n t i e r ? l/ho was now 
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keeping more than 20 d i v i s i o n s , 10 u n i t s of heavy a r t i l l e r y and hundreds of tanks on 
the f r o n t i e r w i t h V i e t Nam with.the i n t e n t i o n of teaching i t a second lesson? l/ho 
had p r a c t i s e d the chauvinism of a l a r g e n a t i o n i n the s e r v i c e of a i ^ o l i c y of 
expansion and hegemony agains t a l l i t s neighbours? \Jho had t i n l a w f u l l y occupied 
I n d i a , Burma-, e t c . j , and had u^sed as i t s f i f t h column the Chinese n a t i o n a l s r e s i d e n t 
i n a l l the countries., of south-east" A s i a - i n V i e t Nam, Laos, Btœma, Indonesia, ' 
I'lalaysia,-,fhai.land,_ etc? Wib had i n c l u d e d i n the map of Cliina contained i n the 
abridged .textbook-on .the h i s t o r y of contemporary China vised in'Chinese schools, v/ith 
the i n t e n t i o n of r e c o v e r i n g them, p a r t s of the Soviet Union and Japan, the whole of 
Korea, Taixfôn, the Rjnikyu i s l a n d s , the Pescadores i s l a n d s , Port A r t h u r , a l l the 
countries of Indo-China, the whole of the t e r r i t o r y of Singapore, I-Ialaysia, T h a i l a n d , 
Burma, Bangladesh, Bhutan and Nopal, and part of India? \'Лю was p l o t t i n g w i t h the 
United States against a l l n a t i o n a l l i b e r a t i o n movements throughout the world? T/Jho 
was i t who had welcomed the former Shah of I r a n , e s t a b l i s h e d d i p l o m a t i c r e l a t i o n s 
w i t h the d i c t a t o r Pinochet, supported Somoza against the people of Nicaragua, 
and s u p p l i e d arms and ammunition to the r e a c t i o n a r i e s f i g h t i n g against the peoples 
of Angola and Namibia? There was only one r e p l y to a l l those questions: i t was 
the r e a c t i o n a r y groups that h e l d swaj?- among the r u l e r s i n Peking. That was the 
r e p l y to the calujnnies u t t e r e d by China against V i e t Nam. 

65. Mr. AREBI (observer f o r the Libyan Arab Jam a h i r i y a ) , speaking i n e x o r c i s e of the 
r i g h t of r e p l y , s a i d he simply wished to s t a t e that the Libyan Arab Jamahiriya was 
proud to be the true defender of human r i g h t s , v/hether they v/ere those of the 
American Indians, the Namibians, the Azanians, or the Sahrawis, and t l i a t L i b y a 
wotild continue to extend to them e f f e c t i v e and e f f i c i e n t a s s i s t a n c e . 

6 6 . Mir. HAIfAFI (Observer f o r E g y p t ), spealcLng i n e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of r e p l y , 
s a i d that the Egyptian people p r a c t i s e d democracy and had no need of support from 
the people of S y r i a , The l i e s disseminated by the S y r i a n d e l e g a t i o n bore witness to 
the degree of p o l i t i c a l bankruptcy of the m i n o r i t y B a a t h i s t régime represented by 
that d e l e g a t i o n . 

67. № . PEP/EN (Observer f o r C l i i n a ) , spealdLng i n e x e r c i s e of the r i g h t of r e p l y , 
denied the calumnies u t t e r e d by the Vietnamese d e l e g a t i o n , i n i m i t a t i o n of the Soviet 
d e l e g a t i o n , i n order to create d i s c o r d between China and i t s neighboujrs. The r e p l y 
was to be found i n the Chinese press and i n Cliinese statements, and the f a c t s spoke 
f o r themselves. The eiroansionism, hogemonist designs, r a c i s m and aggression of 
which the Vietnamese d e l e g a t i o n accused China w e r e r a t h e r the acts of V i e t Nam. 

68. Mr. YOURAN (Observer f o r Democratic Kampuchea), spealdLng i n e x e r c i s e of the 
r i g h t of r e p l y , again drew a t t e n t i o n to the obstinacy w i t h which the Hanoi 
a u t h o r i t i e s continued to question the r e p r e s e n t a t i o n of Democratic Kampuchea. 
Those manoeuvres a t t e s t e d to the bad f a i t h of those a u t h o r i t i e s , who were waging 
a war of aggression and genocide against the people of Kampuchea, whose t e r r i t o r y 
they were occupying w i t h 250,000 t r o o p s . 

69. I t :. FALLOUJI (Observer f o r the League of Arab States) s a i d the Z i o n i s t delegate's 
statement that a d e n i a l of the v a l i d i t y of m i l i t a r y occupation amounted to a d e n i a l 
of the e s s e n t i a l elements of the r u l e s of war needed no comment. I t was sad to 
hear Arab delegations making t h e i r d i f f e r e n c e s p u b l i c . He appealed to them not to 
a l l o w the Z i o n i s t enemy to e x p l o i t d.ifferences which, i n the view of h i s O r g a n i z a t i o n , 
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were only temporary. Por the benefit of the observer for Egypt he stated that the 
Arab peoples had not forgotten the part played and the sacrifices made by the 
people of Egypt, The Camp David-accords implicated only a régime; that 
unbalanced and jur i d i c a l l y deficient text did not bind the people of Egypt, least 
of a l l i t s younger generation, because i t was i l l e g a l . The League of Arab States 
was convinced that Egypt would rejoin the other Arab countries. Even for 
the Zionists, Egypt remained an Arab country: they would never trust a strong 
Egypt, since they would see the danger i t represented. 

The meeting rose at 7»45 Р«и 


