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The meetinag was called to ordar at 3,35 p.m. .

AGENDA ITEM 37

UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE SUR THE PROMOTION OF INTERNAT IONAL QO-OPERATION IN THE
FEACEFUL USES OF NUCLEAR ENFRGY

(3} REFORT OF THE PREPARATORY COMMITTEE FOR THE UNXTED NATIONS CONFERENCE FOR THE
Wﬁ%@ OF INTERNAT IONAL QO-OPERATION IN THE PEACEFUL USES O7 NUCLEAR ENERGY
0

(b) DRAFT RESOLUTION (A/40/L.35)
() REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITIEE (A/40/1031)

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I call first on the

representative of Yugoslavia, who wishes to introduce draft resolution A/40/L.35.
Mr. DJOKIC (Yugoslavia): On behalf of Bulgaria, Italy and Yugoslavia, I
am particularly honoured to introduce draft resolution A/40/L.35 relating to the
pPreparations for the convening of the United Nations Conference for the Promotion
of International Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy. We are
gratified that once again this year we have a General Assembly draft resolution
sponsored by the Group of 77 as well as the current Chairmen of the regional groups
of the East-European Socialist Countries and of the West Buropean and Other
States. That indeed reflects the spirit of co~operation and the objective approach

and comnitment to the aims and objectives of the Conference.
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(Mr._Bjokic, Yugosiavia)
At the recent sixth session of the Preparatory Comsittee for the United

Nations Conference for the Promotion of Internatiocnal cofopexatign in the Peaceful
Uses of Nuclear Energy, further progress was made in the preparations for this
Canference. The key decisions and recommendations of the Preparatory Committee are
reflected in draft resolution A/40/L.35.

It consists of four preambular and six operative paragraphs. I need not go
intc all the details, since I am sure that all delegations are aware of its
contents. However, X should like to point out its main features which have been
introduced this year especially in the light of the accomplishments of the
Preparatory Committee during its sixth session, held in Vienna from 1l October to
1 November 1985.

First, the General Assembly approves the conclusions and decisions contained
in the report of the Preparatory Committee on its sjixth session and particularly
the decision that the Conference should be held at Geneva from 23 March to
10 April 1987.

Secondly, the Gene:éi Assembly expresses its apprecjation for the efforts of
the Chairman of the Preparatory Committee and the Secretary-General of the
Conference in accordance with the resolution adopted by the General Assembly last
year.

Thirdly, in view of the constructive efforts made by the Secretary~General of
the Conference, the General Assembly regquests the Secretary-General to continue
with the preparations for the Conference.

Fourthly, the General Assembly invites the International Atomic Enerqy Agency,
the specialized agencies and other relevant organizations of the United Nations to
contribute further to the preparations of the Conference by revising and updating,

as necessary and appropriate, their input documents for the Conference.
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Fifthly, the General Assembly invites all States to co-operate actively in the
prepacation for the Conference and to make availah;gbat the earliest the
information requested in paragraph 9 of General Asseably resolution 36/78 and in
the broad questionnaire circulated by the Secretary-General of the Conference in
March 1984. ‘

But, above all, the decisions contained in the draft resolution reflect the
fact that the General Assembly had in mind that the decision bad been brought at
the sixth session of the Preparatory Committee on the establishment of a working
group with the mandate to carry out formal and official inter-sessional
intergovernmental work under the guidance of the Chairman of the Preparatory
Committee. It should be recalled that participation in the working group is open
to mesbers of the Preparatory Committee and to other interested Member States, and
that the working group should conclude its deliberations in time to submit its
report to the Preparatory Committee for consideration at its seventh session to be
held in Vienna from 10 to 21 November 1986.

There is every reason to consider that decision of the Preparatory Committee
as vital {n carrying out further preparations for a successful holding and cutcome
of the Conference. It is firmly and rightfully expected that the working group,
under the guidance of the Chairman of the Preparatory Committee, would assess the
current situation regarding international co~operation in the peaceful uses of
nuclear energy and formulate options and alternatives on appropriate ways and
measures for the promotion and enhancement of such co~operation. It is also of
crucial importance for the success of the Conference that the working qroup develop
and outline the final document or documents indicating the preliminary structure
and possible elements based on its assessment of the current situation in

international co~cperation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy.



s/as . aMesvau

(Me. Diokic, Yuooslavial

The convening of the United Nations Conference for the Promotion of
Intexnational Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy has attracted the
attention of a number of recent international meetings and gatherings. Thus, for
instance, the final document of the Third Review Conference of the Parties to the
Treaty on the Non-Proliferation of Nuclear Weapons expressged its satisfaction at
the progress in the preparations for the United Nations Conference.

Also, the Third Review Conference on the Non-Proliferation Treaty expressed
its conviction that the Conference on the peaceful uses of nuclear energy will
fully realize its goals in accordance with the objectives of :esoluélon 32/50 and
relevant subsequent resolutions of the General Assembly for the development of
national programmes of peaceful uses of nuvlear energy for economic and social
developnent, especially in the develaping countries. .

Furthermore, the Ministerial Conference of the Non-aligned Countries, held in
September this year at Luanda, Angola, in its concluding declaration also espressed
satisfaction over the progress made in the preparations for the United Nations
Conference on the Promotion of International Co~operation in the Peaceful Uses of
Nuclear Energy for economic and social development, in the interest of developing
countries and the international community as a whole. The Ministers of the
non-aligned countries have stressed the necegaity for continued detailed
preparations with the active participation of all countries, in order fully to
realize the goals of the Conference. The Ministers have reaffirmed their
conviction that the results of the Conference should contribute to free and
unhampered access, on a just and non-digcriminatory basis, to the nuclear
technolegy, equipment and materials needed for the development of national

programmes of peaceful uses of nuclear energy.
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These clearly underline the special importance attached to the Conference on
the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Energy by the international community as a whole and
the fact that the Confereance repressnts the most appropriate forua fw

congideration of all elements of international co-oparatica in the peaceful uses of

auclear energy.

We attach extreme importance to the United Nations Conference for the
Promotion of International Co-operation in the Peaceful Uses of Nuclear Enexgy, the
convening of which was initiated eight years ago. The initiative undertaken at
that time was aimed, and still is, at creating an equitable and just basis for
international co-operation in the peaceful uses of nuclear energy. The intention
of that action was to determine principles and to reach a new international
consensus which would serve as a basis for relations and the promotion of
co-operation in this field on a non-discriminatory basis. |

We beljeve that the momentum reached at the fifth session of the Prepsratory
Committee will be vigourously pursued and that the outcome of the Conference will
be succeasful.

On behalf of the sponsocs, I express the hope that the General Assembly will,
this time too, adept the draft resolution without a vote.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Assembly will now begin the

voting process and take a decision on draft resolution A/40/L.35.

The programme budget implications of that draft resclution appear in the
report of the Fifth Committee (A/40/1031).

May I take it that the Assembly wishes to adopt draft rescluton A/40/L. 357

praft resolution A/40/L.35 was adopted (rescluticon 40/95}).

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Assembly hag thus

concluded ites consideration of agenda item 37.
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AGENDA ITEM 33. (continued)

QUESTION OF PALESTINE

(a)

(b} .

{c)
{d)

REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE ON TEE EXERCISE QF THE INALIEHA&LS RIGHTS OF THE
PALESTINIAN PEOPLE (&/40/35)

REPORT OF THE SECRETARY~GENERAL (A/40/166)
DRAFT RESOLUTIONS (A/40/L.23 to A/40/L.25, A/40/L.41)

REPORT OF THE FIFTH COMMITTEE (A/40/1032)
The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): May I remind

representatives that the debate on this item was concluded at the 103xd plenary

meeting, held on Wednesday, 4 December 1985,

The Assembly has before it draft resolutions A/40/L.23 to A/40/L.25 and

A/40/L.4L.

I call first op the Chairman of the Committee on the Exercise of the

Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People, Mr. Massamba Sarcré, to introduce the

draft resolutions.
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M. SARRE (Senegal), Chairman of the Comaitiee on the Exercise of the
Inalienable Rights of the Palestinian People (interpretation from Freach): O
behalf of the following sponsords Afghanistan, Cuba, Cyprus, Gambia, German
Democratic Republic, India, Indonesia, Lao Feople's Democratic Republic,
Hadagascar, Malaysia, Pakistan, Viet Nam, Yugoslavia, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic and Senegal, and on behalf of the Committee on the Exexcise of the
Inalienable Rights of tho Palestinian Pecple, I would like to introduce the four
draft regsolutions to which the President has just referred: namely, A/40/L.23,
L.24, L.25 and L.41.

The Comuittee welcomed the serious-minded constructive discussion that was
held in this forum and the unanimous support shown for its work and recomsendations
that appear in its report to the fortieth session of the General Assembly. It was
firmly encouraged alsc by the strengthening of the political will to reach a
peaceful solution to the question of Palestine, expressed by the various
participants in the discussion in the Assembly on this item, as well as on the
occasion of the 40th anniversary of this Organization.

Besring in mind the desire to reach a comprehensive, equitable solution to
this question, expressed by the overvwhelning majority of the iﬁurmhimn
community, the draft resolutions now before the Assembly seek primarily to find the
meane to bring about that goal. Thus the first draft resolution, A/40/L.23
concerns the work of the Committee on the Exercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People, and also contains its mandate for the year 1986. 1In this &:aft.
resolution the General Assembly endurses the recommendations of the Committee

contained in its report and draws the attention of the Security Council to the fact

that action is still awaited.
It reguests the Committee to continue to keep under review the situation

relating to the question of Palestine, as well as the implementation of the
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programme of action adopted by the 19831 Geneva Conference, and requesta that

augguuoas be made to the General Asssmbly and the Security Council, as
appiopriate. Furthermore, it authorizes the Comsittee to continue to exert all
efforts ¢o promote the implementation of its recommendations and is requested to
extend its co-operation to non-governmental organizations in their contribution
towards heightening international awareness of the facts relating to the question
of Palestine.

Draft resolution A/40/L.2¢ deals with the tasks of the Division for
Palestinian Rights, which works in close consultation with the Commwittee and under
its guidance. 1In this draft resolution the General Assembly notes with
appreciation the action taken by the Secretary~General in compliance with last
sﬁu'u resolution and asks him to provide the Division for Palestinian Rights with
the necessary resources to accomplish its tasks and to expand its work programme,
particularly through sdditional meetings for non~gover nmental organizations.

The Assembly also invites governments and organjzations to co-operate with the
Commitee and with the Divisjon for Palestinian rights in the performance of their
tasks, and it notes with sppceciation the action taken by Member States to observe
annually, on 29 November, the International bay of Solidarity with the Palestinian
People.,

Draft resolution A/40/L.25 deals with the activities of the Depat tment of
Publie Information regarding the question of Palestine. The resolution enumerates
the activities that the Departwent of Public Information has been performing for

two years and of which the Commites, in its annual report. takes note with

gsatisfaction,
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The only new parts of this resolution and of last year's resolution are those
regarding the production of new £ilms and radio and television broadcasts on the
question of Palaatine,

Draft resolution A/40/L.41 deals with the most important aspect of the work of
our Committee, namely the convening of an international confe:enccjﬁo: peace in the
Middle East. As representatives know, the international community now ascknowledges
that this is the best way to &chieve a comprehensive, just and lasting solution,
not only for the question of the Middle East, but also for the question of
Paleatine which, as the Assembly knows, is the core of the Inueligl\:ab conflict.

In its work programme, the Committee gave priority to continuing efforts to
bring about the convening of that conference, and it was strongly éneouugcd by the
positive reply by governments concerned, which understand more emg et ar before the
need urgently to take specific steps. =

In this draft resolution the General Assembly reaffirms its endorsement of the
call for convening the conference, in keeping with its previous répluuon. While
it regrets the position of two Governments with regard to the coné_unce. as
indicated in the report of the Secretary-General, the Genural Mné_lbly nevertheless
calls upon these Governments to reconsider their positions with regar” to convening
the conference as a way of establishing peace in the Middle Bast. FPurthermore, it
stresses the urgent need for additional constructive efforts by all governments in
order to convene the conference without further delay,

Finally, it calls upon the Secretary-General, in consultation with the
Security Council, to continue efforts in that direction,

The Committee prepared these draft resolutions in a constructive spirit and in

the hope that it can contribute to the efforts made by the international community
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to redolve a queation that has beset this O:rganizaticn for so 1&;19 and which has
caused so much material destruction and human guffering to ali parties concarned.

Az the General Assembly can see, the draft resolutions now before tha Assembly
for its endormement are davoid of any emotion, any criticism, any condemmation.
Thay are based golely on cbjectivity and they also reflect international
realities. It is essentially on this basis that thease draft resolutions are
submitted.

Weé believe that it is in the interests of all parties concerned to ensure that
the draft resolutions are adopted in order that the relevant bodies of the United
Nations may finally embark on the long-awaited dialogue to restore peace to the
Middle Bast and to ensure that the rights of all peoples and of all States in the
region can be cbserved in the best way, which is to establish a just and lasting

peace in the Middle East and thus end the threats to internaticnal peace and

gsecur ity.
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The PRESIDENT (intexpretation from Spaniegh): X sha’  now call on those

repregentatives who‘wish to explain their votes before the voting on any or all of
the four draft resgolutions. Representatives will also have an opportunity to
explain their votes after all the votes have been taken, o

i ahouid like to remind the Assembly that, under rule 88 of the rules of
procedure, “The President shall not permit the proposer of a proposal or of an
amendment to explain his vote on his own proposal or amendment™.

May I also remind representatives that explanations of vote are limited to
10 minutes and ahould be made by delegations frowm their geats.

Mr. PHILIPPE (Luxembourg) (interpretation frowm Prench): It is my honour
to speak on bebalf of the 10 member States of the European Community, as well as
Spain and Portugal, to explain our votes on the draft resolutions before us.

Our views on the principles that should be applied to ensure peace in the
Middle East are well known to the Assembly, where they were again stated laast week.

We are ready to support any constructive effort which seeks a solution to the
question of Palestine and more generally to work out a comprehensive, just, lasting
settlement to the Middle East conflict. ‘

As we have stressed so many times, we have no objecgtion in principle to the
convening of international conferences, At an appropriate time the holding of an
international conference could provide a major contribution to bringing about a
negotiated settlement. However, we believe that consideraﬁle preparatory work
remains to be done if we wish to bring together the necessary elements for a
succegsful outcome. We think that we should maintain and intensify our efforts
towards a process of negotiation and in this context we again note the value of the
action taken by the King of Jordan and the Jordanian-Palestinian Agreement

concluded on 11 February 1985.
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Diaft vedolution A/40/L.4L Seems to lack balance, §a§ﬁie"1ar1" because of the
weight it places on the views of one of the parties concerned in the conflict. The
eighth preambular paragraph of the draft resolution .s unacceptable because it does
not reflect the balanced positica adopted by all Member States of the United
Nations on terrorism in resolut...x 40/6)1 of 9 December 1985.

We wish to reaffirm our categorical condemnation of all acts of terrorism
wherever they occur and whoever the perpetratovs might be. Furthermore, we believe
that language such as that found in the fourth preambular paragraph and in
operative pacagraph 5 of the draft resolution, which would isolate and criticize
two of the proposed participants in a conference, is not useful or productive.

As regards draft resolution A/40/1L.25, we hope that the Department of Public
Information will in its work continue to base itself on the principle of
ispartiality and that it will stick to its usual decision-making process.

wWith regard to draft resolutions A/40/L.24 and A/40/L.25, we regret that the
tetal amount of the supplementary expenditures is several times over the amounts
reflected in the draft programme budget. We believe that, given the difficult
international financial situation, all efforts should be made not to impose
unnecaessary burdens on the United Nations budget.

ME. ORUN (United States of Awmerica): The United State. has one
overriding criterion in deciding its position on United Nations General Assembly
resolutions pertaining to the Arab-Israeli conflict: Do they advance or retard
efforts towards peace? The United States has worked ceaselessly for the
establishment of the just and lasting peace without which restoration of legitimate

Palsstinian rights ave impossible. The draft resolutions before this body today
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are unbalanced, unfair and unpromising. Rather than halping to create the-
atmosphere of mutusl trust and confidence vital to the negotiating process, their
partisan rhetoric only contributes to putting off the day when the parties to the
conflict can sit down together to reach a mutually acceptable resolution of their
differences. Ny Government has no choice but to vote no on these draft resolutions.

pDraft resolutions A/40/L.23, L.24 and L.25 endorse the work of two agencies
which the United States has consistently opposed because of their inherent and
blatant biases: tho Committes on the Bxercise of the Inalienable Rights of the
Palestinian People and the Division for Palestinian Rights of the Secretariat. The
draft resolutions call for activities by these two bodies and by the Department of
Public Information of the Secretariat which ~ in addition to being costly -
invariably propagate partial, partisan views of the Palestine issue. Such views
neithar hope nor seek to advance negotiated solutions.

Draft resolution A/40/L.41 raices yet again the chimera of an international
peace conference on the Middle EBast. My Government undarstands the importance of a
supportive international context for efforts to bring peace to the region.

However, as the United States has stated repeatedly in this body and other forums,
an internaticnal conference as envisaged by this draft resolution would neither
yvield & constructive examination of the Middle Bast quection nor contribute to the
urgent task of finding a lasting solution to the Palestinian problem. Instead,
such a conference would be an ideoclogical and propagandistic exercise directed
sqgainet the State of Iarael and would serve the ends only of those nations which
feel they benefit from a continuation or an increase in tensions of the region.

There {s but one route to peace which can provide positive results, that of
direct negotlations. The procese begun at Camp David in 1978 and the Egypt-Israel
Treaty the following year, which were firmly based on the principles set forth In

Security Council resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), established peace between



JSM/haf ' A/40/PV.114
19-20

(Mr, Okun, United States)

two neighbours whigh had been at wat for a generation and lad o an Israell
withdrawal. These successes should leave no doubt as to the eruéh of out assertion
that direct negotiations are the road to peace.

My Government also finds totally unacceptable the critical recerences in this
deaft resolution to American opposition to an international conference and its call
upon us to reconsider our position. We £ind this {intrusion on UQited States
Government policy decisions extremely inappropriate in a Uniced Nations resolution
and harmful to peace efforts,

My Government finds equally unacceptable the paragraph of this draft
tesolution which describec Israel as guilty of:

".es acts of terrorism ... against the Palestinian people and the Arab

nation". (A/40/L.41, eighth preambular paragraph)

We categorically reject this charge, which equates the Government of Israel with
the perpetrators of the vicious acts of terrorism which have so tragically marked
the Middle East.

We remain convinced that President Reagan's proposals of 1 September 1982,
still embody the most workable elements for a peace which can reconcile th?
legitimate security concerns of Israel and the legitimate needs of the Palastinian
people. We invite the parties to the conflict to take up the challenge of peace
and to resolve in direct negotiations among themselves the issues involved in this

long-standing dispute.
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Mr. NE‘:‘AMA@ (Xerael): I should like to coament on draft

resolutions A/d0/%L. 23, 1,24 and L. 25 all together, in one unit. I shall not
commant on the distorted nature of the material and the symposiums and the forums
fecommanded here, and the various facilities and the matecrisl that flowa through
them. I shall dispense with the datailing of the distortions and derailing of the
truth and deal with something else: that is, the misallocation of rescuicas.

The allocation of money, sone of which is detailed here, is part of the total
allocation of the United Mations budget for the mattacs relating to the question of
Palestine, Por 1986, by our calculation, we are dealing with more than §6 million
for services involving the issue of Palestine. This does not include the
$0.5 million cost of the actual debate on the Palestine isasuve. Some of these
overall allocations include 91 million for public information on the guestion of
Palestines $2.2 million for conference and library services for the question of
Palestine; 91.3 million for the division of Palestine refugees, in addition to the
itemized numbers just circulated here in the plenary meeting.

it is instructive, I think, to compare that allocation in the United Nations -
over $6 million ~ with the total allocation, by our compilation, for the question
of apartheid, which amounts to roughly $1.5 million. In other words, wore money
will be spent juat on the conference and library services for the guestion of
Falestine than for all the services cowbating apartheid conbined. This money will
be used for the guestion of Palestine on various Palestinién divisions, travel and
conference arrangements, air travel and hotel bhookings - which are not by any means
of the loweat class, to put 1t mildly.

Arab oil producers have earned an estimated $100 billion in revenues for 1985,
They bave not however put their money where their mouths are. Instead, they have

neot only hijacked the United Nations agenda, as they often have in the past,
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have hijacked the I;J._;;lqé,&;. the reacurces, of the United Naticus for txemendous #ums
of money that could otherwise have been channelled to end hunger, to combat
apartneid or to a nuaber of other woithy causes that truly mexit the attention and
rescurces of this Organization.

For those and other reascns, my Sovernment will vote no on draft resolutions
A/Q0/L, 23, L. 24 and L.2%.

On draft reaolution A/40/L..41, on the international conference, again I do not
vant to go into a detailed discussion of our positicr vis-A-~vig an international
conference; we have spoken about it many times, as have the leaders of Israel. We
believe, as we have stated repeatedly, that the one sure and teated road to peace
is through direct negotiations and, of course, we would welcome a faithful and
genuine expression of support by the intermational community.

When some of those well-meaning countries which bave supported the concept of
an international conference ~ with which we often disagree, but I am talking about
well-meaning countries alone -~ look at this draft rescolution and its language, I
think they immediately identify its grosaly distorting elements. There is not much
one can add to a draft resolution that praises the PLO, lauds the PLO position and
condemns Israel for terrorism and singles out Israel and the United States. These
matters are cbvious, but let me point out what perhaps is not all that obviocus.
Those that are not genuinely concerned with peace and would like to arrange such a
conference are actually defeating their own purposes, hecauce they call for a
conference with Israel and at the same time condemn it as a non—-peace-loving
State. That is cluwge to the worst thirag that can be gaild about a State ia the
United Nations. One does not call for a peace conference with a nation that one

condemng as & non~peace-loving State., There is a built-in contradiction here, and
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it doxrives from the true intention of those that have drafted this very axtreme and
very unbalsnced draft resolution. It is that they do not really wish the
conference to be a forum Of genuine peace, but simply to use it as a propaganda
forum, for which this draft cesolution is merely the beginning.

For those reagons, wy Government will of course vote “no" on draft resolution
A/40/L.4L as well.

Me. ARTACHD (Spain) (interpretation from Spanish): In a statement made on
3 Dacesber in the CGeneral Assembly, the Ambagsador of ILuxembourg set forth the
cantral elements of the position of the member countries of the European Community
on the question of Palestine, witich wy country f£ully shares.

My delegation wishes to express the Spanish Government's deep concern with
regard to the lack of tangible results on the problem of Palestine. For my
Government, the just and peaceful solution of the gquestion of Paleatine is a
necessary condition of the establishment of lasting peace in the Middle East. Such
a sclution must be based on Israel's withdrawal from all the Arab territories
occupied since 1967; the right of all States in the region, including Israel, to
live in peace within secure and recognized boundaries; and respect for the
legitimate rights of the Paleatinisn people, including the right to
self-determination,

To the extent that they reflect those basic principles, Security Council
resclutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) are a sound point of departure in the seareh
for a just and comprehensive solution to the Middle East conflict. However, the
Spanish Government considers that the Security Council should definitively spell
out the foundations for the solution of the problem, supplementing
resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973) with a formulation expressing clear and

unexjuivocal recognition of the legitimate rights of the Palestinian people,
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~.in cmfomtty u}.m this poaition of princi.sﬂo. uy mcqation wiu mea m )
favour of draft :eﬂolutmns Maujb. 23. I-.Zc and L, 25.

?:ha_ Spanish Government has suppoxe:gd tile tepeated call for an inteenational
confarence on pesce m, the Middle East, Abg:auae we believe m_ae_nq peace initiative
should be ruled out a _priord if it could lead to a just, comprehiensive solutica of
the pecblom, My delegaticn could have continued eandorwing that appeal, as
contained in operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/40/I.41, but the
introduction into the text of controversial elemants, in the fourth and eighth

preambular pacagraphs and in operative paragraph 5 will prevent us from supporting
ic.
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Mr. HoDOWELL (Naw Zealand): Rasolution of tha Palestine guestion rewains

the key to a comprehensive peace settlement in the Middle East. For too long, and
unjustly, the Palestinian pecple have been denied their legitimate rights,
including in pacticular their right to self-determination, and to national
independence if that is their wish.

New Zealand's recognition of the rights of the Palestinians is balanced by our

recognition of Israel's right, like that of all States, to live in peace within

secure and recognized boundaries, free from threats or acts of force. New Zealand,
like mcat Members of this Organization, is confident that resolution 242 (1967)
establishes the principles for a just and lasting peace in the Hiddle Esst, a peace
that will be achieved only through discussion, negotiatioan and conciliation.
Regional proposals too have pointed the way to a settlement. We have been
encouraged to believe that the statements made here a fow weeks ago by Ring Hussein
of Jordan and Prime Minister Peres of Israel, together with the Jordan/Palestine
Accord of February this year, offer the prospect of a genuine dialogue, It is
surely the responsibility of this Organization to build on these beginnings.

We are therefore disappointed that draft resolution A/40/L.41, containing the
call for a Middle East peace conference, fails to take cognizance of these recent
positive developments. Naw Zealand sees merit in the idea of a conference under
United Nations auspices at which all the parties concerned could conduct direct
negotiations. It will not, however, be timely to convene such a conference until
those parties demonstrate the will and flexibility to resolve the dispute by
peaceful means and the intention €0 achieve agreements that will ensurs a just
peace. Regrettably, that time does not yet appear to have come. For that reason,
and baecause the draft resolutions being considered under this item do not reflect

furately the balance of principles in resolution 242 (1967) or provide a basis
for a realistic settlement Of the Palestinian problem, my delegation will abstain

in the voteo on all four draft resolutions.
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Mr, THO (Singapore): My delegation believes that the questiocn of
Paiestine is at the core of tho Middle East conflict. We shall therefore vote in
favour of the draft resolutions before this Assembly today, since we reqard them as
positive contributions to the search for a comprehensive political solution.

Ny delegation is of the view that a just and durable solution of the question
of Palestine must at one and the same time recognize the rights of the State of
Israel. 1In this regard we would suggest the exchange of recognition between israel
and the Palestine Liberation Organization (PLO). In order to encourage Israel and
the PIO to move in this direction, the international community should urge them to
pursue a course of mutual accommodation and cowpromise. Those who continue to urge
Isrsel not to have any dialogue with the PLO are not helping the process of mutual
sccommodation. On the other hand, those States which continue to deny the right of
Israel to exist are also not helping the cause of peace.

My delegation therefore appeals to both Israel and the PLO to recognize e¢ach
other's legitimate rights.

My delegation supports the establishment of a Palestinian homeland in the West
Bank and the Gaza Strip and cannot accept the annexation of those territories by
Igrael. My delegation algso fully supports the relevant resolutions of the Security
Council, pacticularly resolutions 242 (1967) and 338 (1973), which establish the
fundamental bagia fé:z a genuine, stable and lasting peage in the Middle East.

Mr, SRORM0 (Norway): Norway has always supported all efforts which could
lead to a comprenensive, just and lasting peace in the Middle East, based an the
principles of Security Council resolutions 242 {(1967) and 338 (1973). We have also
maintained that it must be up te the parties to the conflict themselves to
determine which negotiating formula would sertve progress towards lasting peace in

the Middle East. We would be more than willing to support the proposal to convene
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an international peace conference on the Middle East, if this is acoeptable to all
of the parties who ace supposed to take part in (he naegotiations within that
conference.

If the General Assembly should procounce itueif on the convening of an
international peace conference, the Nocwegian Government believes that it should be
done in texrma which would make it easic: and not wore difficult for the perties
concerned to accept the conference model. We deeply regret that drafit resclution
8/40/L. 41 before us is a step in the wrong direction. We find it to be singularly
snconstructiva. We find the formmlationa contained in the fourth preasular
parageaph and in operative paragraph 5, on the attitudes of the United States of
America and Israel to the conference, to be inappropriate, since they do not
reflect the constructive steps taken by those two countries during the last few
manths.

Finally, we £ind tae formulations of the eighth preambular paragcsph to be
misleading and offensive, since they do not mention some of the most serious
terrorist activities in the Middie Bast. we shall therefore vote against those
three paragraphs if they ate put to separate votes. Noeway will abstain in the
voting on the draft resclution as a whole.

Mr. IEE (Canada): With regard to draft resolution A/¢Q/L. 41, my
delegation regrets that this year we f£ind it necessary to vote againat the draft
resolution on the subject of an international peace conference on the Middle East,
because it contains extranecus and unacceptable language, The events of this past
year, and especially statements made recently in the Asasembly by the leaders of the

two parties most directly concerned had led us to believe that an opportunity was

close at hand for achieving progress towards agreement on an international format

within which a comprehensive peace settlement could ke directly negotiated. 1In
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that context, a renswed appeal in constructive terms for an international peace

confercnca on the Midile East could have held promise of positive impact.
Howaver, the inclusion in the text of unsubstantiated controversial

accusations and intempsrate language, which assuredly will not contribute to an

atwmosphere propitious for peace talks, lesves my delegation no altermative but to

vete againat draft reaclution A/40/L. 41,

On the other texts before us this afternoon, the position of my delegation ia

already well known.

Mr. BAGBENX ADEITO NZENGEYA (Zailre) (interpretation from Prench): My

delegation has had occasion in the debate on agenda item 33 in the Assembly to
express its position on the guestion of Palestine. We have expressed our support
for the struggle conducted by the Palestinian people to recover its inalienable
right to independence and freedom, and its right to have a State, in conformity

with General Assembly resclution 181 (XI), and Security Council resolutions
242 (1967) and 338 (1973).
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For that reason, my delegation will vote in favour of draft resolutions A/40/L.23
and L.24. However, my delegation will ba obliged to abstain in the voting on draft
resolutions A/40/L.25 and L.41, because of the criticisas that have been expressed
thereln against Member States which furthermore are parcties concerned in the
peaceful settlement to this conflict and which are concerned in the intermational
peace conference ip the Middle East - a conferesce =y dolegation supports. 1 refer
in particular to paragraph 2 (¢) of draft resoluticn A/40/L.25, and the fourth and
eighth preambular paragraphs and paragraph 5 of draft resolution A/40/L.41.

Mr. FLORESTAL (Haiti) (interpretaticn from French): ‘The question of

Palestine, which has been with us for gome time but remains ever new, calls our
attention once again to the importance of a speedy negotiated solution for peace in
the Middle East. My delegation, mindful of the problem and willing as always to
co~operate in efforts under way to bring about true peace, would have liked to have
supported the three draft resolutions now before the Assembly, which basically aim
at that precise goal. Unfortunately, we are obliged to enter recervations on the
eighth preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/40/L.41, for the following
reasons, First, the Sixth Committee in its wisdom preferred to_ defer consideration
of a definition of State terrorism. We wonder, then, what objective criterion was
used by the sponsors of the draft resolution. Secondly, the holding of a
conference presupposes the co-operation of all parties concerned. That means that
there must be not only a halt on the battlefield but also a halt to rhetoric., It
is particularly appropriate now to ensure restraint, not only in the field but also
in ¢he use of rhetoric which could be inflammatory.

That part of the text to which we object adds nothing to the draft resolution;
cn the contrary it merely adds grist to the mill of those who believe it is not

appropriate now to hold such a confersnce. That is why we would have preferred
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that the text of that paragraph be amended. If there s a deparate vote on it, my
delegation will have to vote against, and it will abscain in the voting on ¢he
draft resoclution as a whole.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Before proceeding to the

voting, I should like to inform the Assembly that the following countries have
becoma sponsors of draft resolution A/40/1..23: Cyprus, Gambia, the Lao People's
Democratic Republic, Madagascar, Pakistan, Viet Nam and Yugoslavia.

The following countries have become sponsors of draft resolution A/40/L.24:
Cyprua, Gambia, the Lao People's Democra.ic Republic, Madagascar, Pakiastan, Viet
Nam and Yugoslavia.

The following countries have become sponsors of draft reaclution A/40/5.25:
Cyprus, Gambia, the Lao People's Democratic Republic, Madagascar, Pakistan, Viet
Nam and Yugoslavia.

he following countries have become sponsorg of draft resolution A/40/L.41:
the Lao People's Democratic Republic, Mongolia and Pakistan.

The Assembly will now take decisions on the vurious draft resolutions,

The report of the Fifth Committee on the programme budget implicatione of the

draft resolutions.is in document A/40/1032,
The Assembly will first take a decisien on draft resolution A/40/L.23.

A recorded vote has been reguested.
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A recorded vote was taken.

Against:
Abstaining:

Afghanigtan, Albhanis, Algeris, Aasgela, Antigua and Barcouda,
Acgentins, Hahamas, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbadosd, Henin,
Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Barussalam, Hulgarcis,
Burma, Buruadi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Dominican
Republic, Ecguador, Egypt, El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethiopla, Fiji, Gabon, Gambia, German Demacratic Republic,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, CGuyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Irag, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Ruwait, Lao People's Demacratic
Republic, lebanon, lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamshiriya,
Madagagcar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Maxico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique, Nepal,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New
Guinea, Paraquay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Saint Iucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samaa,
Sac Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Seneqal, Seychelles,
Sierra lLeone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tcobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Ugands, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Soecialist Republics, United
Arab Ewmirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Israel, United States of America

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Denmack, Finland, France,
Germany. Federal Republic of, Grenada, Iceland, Ireland, Xtaly,
Japan, luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, Naw Zealand, Norway,
Portugal, Solomon Islandg, Sweden, United Kingdow of Great
Britain and Northern Ireland. :

Draft resolution A/40/L.23 was adopted by 128 votes to 2, with 22 abstentions

(resolution 40/96 A).*

The PRESIDENT (interpretaticn from Spanish): The Assembly will now take

a decision on draft resolution A/40/L, 24.

i recorded vote has been requested.

*Subsequently ‘he delegations of Burkina PFaso and the Islamic Republic of Iran
advised the Secretariat that they had i{ntended to vote in favour,
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A recorded vo :e was taken.

In favour:

Agai- .t:
Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Argentina, Bahamas, Rahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Beanin,
B8hutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile,
China, Colombia, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslowvakia,
Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Diibouti, Doninfcan
Republic, Ecuador, Egypt. El Salvador, Equatorial Guinea,
Ethicpia, Fiil, Gabon, Gambia, German Demccratic Republic,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti,
Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq, Ivory Coast,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic
Republic, lebanon, lesotho, Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya,
Madagascar, Malawi, Mzlaysia, Maldives, Mali, Halta,
Mauritania, Mauritious, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua
New Guinea, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines,
Samoa, Saoc Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Seychelles, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arsb Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Soclalist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Canada, Israel, United States of America

Australia, Austria, Belgium, Denmark, Finland, France, Germany,
Federal Republic of, Grenada, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Japan,
luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Solomon
Islands, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland

Draft resolution A/40/L.24 was adopted by 129 votes to 3, with 20 abstentions

(resclution 40/96 B).*

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We turn now to draft

resolution R/40/L.25.

& recorded vote has been requested.

*Subsequently the delegation of Burkina Faso and the Islamic Remublic of Iran
advised the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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A recorded vote was takeil.

In f£avoucs

Againsts
Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Antigua and Barbuda,
Acgentina, Austria, Bahamas, Babrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil. Brunei Darus~alam,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Cameroocn, Cape Verde, Central African Republic,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Comorce, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Kampuchea, Democratic Yemen,
Riibouti, bDominican Republic, Ecuador, Egypt, El Salvador,
Equator ial Guinea, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia,
German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Guatemals,
Guinea, Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary,
India, Indonesia, Iraq, Ivory Coast,. Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Lac People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, lesotho,
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamshiriya, Madagascar, Halawi,
Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozasbigue, Nepal, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Qman, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guines,
Paraquay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,. Romania, Rwanda,
Saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samca, Sao
Tome and Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra
Ieone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri lLanka, Sudan,
Suriname, Swaziland, Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand,
Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Wanda,
uUkrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Sogialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic
of Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuels, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, zambia, Zimbabwe

Canada, Israel, United States of America

Australia, Belgium, Denmark, France., Germany, Federal
Republic of, Grenada, Iceland, Ircland, Italy, Japan,
luxembcurg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
Solomon Islands, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, Zaire

praft resoluytion A/40/L.25 was adopted by 131 votes to 3, with

18 abstentions (resolution 40496 C).*

*Subsequently the delega .ion of Burkina Faso and the Islamie Republic of
Iran advised the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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‘The PRESIDENT (interpretation frow Spanish): The Genezal Assasbly will
now take a decision oo draft resolution A/40/%.41. T -
Ssparate, recorded votes have been requestad on the fourth and eighth
preawbular pacagraphe and on apc:at:ivg pa:agrgphl 2 and 5. If X haesr no chiection,
we #hall proceed accordingly. ' |

I first put to the votae the fourth preambular paragraph.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados,
Benin, Bhutan, Botswara, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Bugundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Soccialist Republic, Camercon, Cape Verde,
China, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic
Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia, Gambla, German Democratic
Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Irag,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali,
Malta, Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Singapore,
Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, Syrian Arab
Republic, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay,
Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, El Salvador, France,
Cermany, Federal Republic of, Grenada, Honduras, Iceland,
Ireland, Israel, Italy, Liberia, Luxembourg, WNetherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Solomon Islands, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

| Abstaining: Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas, Bolivia,

| Brazil, Central African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia,

| Dominican Republic, Ecuador, Equatorial Guinea, Piji, Finland,

| Gabon, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Ivovy Coast, Japan, Lesotho,

| Malawi, Maldives, Mauritius, Nepal, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Saint
| Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Samoa, Sierra Leone,

| Spain, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Zaire

|

| The fourth preambular paragraph of draft resgolution A/40/1..4) was adopted by
| 84_votes to 22, with 33 abstentions.* )
|

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Assembly will now vote

on the eighth preambular paragraph.

*Subsequently the delegation of Burkina Faso adviged the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour.
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Bahrain, Bangladesh, Benin, Bhutan,
Botswana, Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byeloruasian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Cape Verde, China, Congo, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt,
Ethiopia, Gambia, German Democratic Republie, Ghana, Guinea,
Guyana, Hungary, India, XIndonesia, Iraq, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lao Feople's Demogratic Republic, Lebanon, Legotho, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Mali, Malta, Mauritania,
Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambigue, Nicaragua,
Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland, Qatar,
Romania, ®wanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United
Republic of Tanzania, Viet Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia,
Zimbabwe

Against: Australia, Bahamas, Belgium, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador, France, Germany,
Pederal Republic of, Grenada, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, Ireland, israel, Ytaly, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Paraguay, Portugal, Saint
Vincent and the Grenadines, Solomon Islands, 8pain, United

Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of
Anerica

Abstaining: Antigua and Barbuda, Argentina, Austria, Barbados, Bolivia,
Brazil, Burma, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Equatorial
Guinea, *iji, Finland, Gabon, Greece, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Japan, Maldives, Nepal, Panama, Peru, Saint Lucia, Samoa,
Singapore, Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and
Tobago, Uruguay, Venezuela, Zaire

The eighth preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/40/L.41 was adopted by
79 votea to 33, with 32 abstentions.*

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We shall now vote on

operative paragraph 2.

*Subseguently the delegation of Burkina Faso advised the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour; the delegation of Sierra Leone had intended to vote
against.
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A recorded vote wad taken,

In favour:

Against:

Abstaining:

Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Austria, Bahamas,
Bahrain, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana,
Bragzil, Brunel Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian
Soviet Soclalist Republic, Camerocn, Cape Verde, China, Comoros,
Congo, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Democratic Rampuchea,
Democratic Yemen, Djibouti, Egypt. Equatorial Guinea, Ethiopia,
Fiji, Finland, Gabon, Gambia, German Demccratic Republic, Ghana,
Greece, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lao People's Democratic Republic,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia,
Maldives, Mali, Malta, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia,
Morocco, Mozambigue, Nepal, Wicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman,
Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania,
Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabla, Senegal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland,
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Thailand, Tego, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukralnian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab
Emirates, United Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Viet
Nam, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zaire, Zambia, 2imbabwe

Australia, Canada, Israel, Malawi, Solomon Islands, United States
of America

Antigua and Barbuda, Belgium, Central African Republic, Chad,
Chile, Colombia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador,

El Salvador, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Grenada,
Guatemala, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, fvory Coast, Japan,
Liberia, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal,
saint Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland

Operative paragraph 2 of drafi resolution A/40/L.4) wasg adopted by 111 votes

to 6, with 29 abstentions.*

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I now put to the vote

operative paragraph 5.

*Subsequently the delegation of Burkina Faso advised the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour,
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A recorded vote was taken.

In favour:s Afghanistan, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Bonin, Bhutsn, Botswana, Brunei Darussalam,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Camaroon, Cape Verde, China, Comoros, Congo, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Yemen, Diibouti, Egypt, Ethiopia,
Fiji, German Democratic Republie, Ghana, Guinea, Guyana, Haiti,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Irac, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
La0 People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan Arab
Jamahiriya, Madagaacar, Malayesia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Philippines, Poland,
Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Saudi Arabia, Senagal, Seychelles,
Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab Republic,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Ewirates, United
Republic of Tanzanla, Uruguay, Venezuala, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe

Againat: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark, El Salvador, France,
Germany, Federal Republic of, Grenada, flonduras, Iceland,
ireland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, Solomon Islands, United Kingdom of
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States of America

Abstaining: Antigua and Barbuda, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Central
African Republic, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Dominican Republic,
Bocuador, Equatorial Guinea, Finland, Gabon, Greece, Guatemala,
Ivory Coast, Japan, Liberia, Nepal, Paraguay, Peru, Saint Lucia,
Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Sierra Leone, Spain, Sri Lanka,
Swaziland, Sweden, Thailand, Tedgo, Trinidad and Tobago, Zaire

Operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution 3/40/L.41 was adopted by 89 votes
to 22, with 33 abstentions.*

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): The Assembly will now vote

on the draft resolution as a whole. A recorded vote has been reguested.

e R © st

*Subgeguently the delegation of Burkina Faso advised the Secretariat that it
had intended to vote in favour,
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A recorded vote was taken,

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Angela, Argentinz, Bahamas, Bahrain,
Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Bolivia, Botswana, Brazil,
Brunei Darussalam, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet
Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Cape Verde, Central African
Republic, Chad, China, Comoros, Conge, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Democratic Rampuchea, Democratic Yemen, Djiboutid,
Egypt, BEauatorial Guinea, Ethiepla, Fiji, Gabon, Gambla, German
Democratic Republic, Ghana, Guinea, Guinea-Bigsau, Guyana,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Irag, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Ruwait,
Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lebanon, Lesotho, Libyan hrab
Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldives, Mali, Malta,
Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mengolia, Morocco, Mozambique,
Nepal, Nicaraqua, Niger, Nigeria, Oman, Pakistan, Peru,
Philippines, Poland, Qatar, Romania, Rwanda, Samoa, Sao Tome and
Principe, Saudi Arabia, Senegqal, Seychelles, Sierra Leone,
Singapore, Somalia, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Syrian Arab
Republic, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Emirates, United Republic of
Tanzania, Uruguay, Vanuatu, Venezuela, Viet Nam, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia, 2inbabwe

Againsts Canada, Israel, United States of America

Abstaining: Antigua and Barbuda, Australia, Austria, Belgium, Chile,
Colombia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El Salvador,
Finland, France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Greece, Grenada,
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Italy, Ivory Coast,
Japan, Liberia, Luxembourg, Malawi, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Norway, Panama, Papua Nev Guinea, Paraguay, Portugal, Saint
Lucia, Saint Vincent and the Grenadines, Solomon Islands, Spain,
gwaziland, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, Zaire

Draft rescolution A/40/L.41,. as a whole, wag adopted by 107 voteg to 3, with
41 abstentions (resolution 40/96 D).*

Yhe PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish}l: I ghall now call on those

representatives who wish to explain their votes.

Mr, KEISALO (Finland): The position of the Government of Finland on the
question of Palestine is well know and remains unchanged. It has been explained in
our gtatements in plenary meetings as well as in meetings of the Special Political

Committea,

*Subgequently the delegations of Burkina Faso and the Islamic Republic of Iran
advised the Secretariat that they had intended to vote in favour.
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(Mr. Keisalo, Finland)
My delegation abatained on draft resolutiops A/40/L.23, L.24 and L.41 because

they falled to represent the balance my Govarnment finds a p:egeéaiaite for &
comprehensive, just and lasting settlement in the Middle East. with reference to
draft regolution A/40/L.41, Y wish to recall that ¥inland participated in the
International Conference on the Question of Palestine in 1983 and joined in the
consensus on the final documents of the Conference with certain reservations, which
are on record. Our vote in favour of operative paragraph 2 indicates our support
for the idea of convening an international conference on peace in the Hiddle East.,
We could not at this time vote in favour of draft resolution AR/40/L.41 as a whole
becauge it contains new elements and formulations which are unacceptable to us.
Mr. WOLLTER {Sweden): It is Sweden's position that the most appropfiate
forum for seriocus negotiations towards a peaceful solution of the Middle Bast
conflict is to ba found within the frawework of an United Nations. My Goverament
feels that direct negotiations between the parties within the framework of am
international peace co- ¢ e e u:cer nited Nations auspices might be a workable
arrangement. The positive vote cast by my delegation in the separate vote on
operative paragraph 2 of draft resolution A/40/L.41 demonstrates this view.
Against this background my delegation very much regrets that we are not able
to support draft resolution A/40/L.41 as a whole. Last year we were able to
support the corresponding resolution, but only after considerable hesitation. We
continue to feel that it cannot be the intention of the resolution to attempt
gomehow to force Governments to come to a conference or to convene one without
their agreement to participate. We do not question the sovereign right of the

Governments concerned to decide for themselves on their participation.
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Furthermore, we fael that irrelevant new elements have been introduced in this
Year's draft resolution. I am referring in particular to the sixth, seventh and
elghth preasbular pacageaphin. These elements have created a bias in the resolution
vhich limits the constructive role it could othexwise bave played in the attewptis
to promote the concept of an international peace conferences.

Hr. S(MMA (Uruguay) (interpretation from Spanish): The four draft
cesolutions (A/40/L.23, A/40/L.24, A/40/1.25 and A/40/L.41), introduced on agenda
item 33 and adopted by the General Assexbly, are essentially inspicred, as in
pravious years, by the Dacleration on the Prograssse of Acticn adopted in Geneva in
1983 during the Intecnational Conference on the Question of Palestine.

In view of its continuing concern for the achievement of a peaceful, just and
lasting solution of the problen, Uruguay formed part of the Geneva consensus and
therefoce votad in favour of the four draft resolutions. However, we wish to
raiterate the reservations expressed by our delegation in connection with both of
the documents sdopted in Geneva contained in the note of 24 Septewber 1983 sent to
the Secretary-~General of the Conference and included in its final report
(R/CONKF.114/42) .

Mr., LAGORIO (ARrgentina) (interpretation from Spanish): The Argentine
delegation abstained from voting on the fourth and eighth p-eambular paragrapas of
draft resolution A/40/L.41 because it considers that certain ideas in those
par&agraphs are not specifically relevant to the substance 6‘.’: the resolution just
sdopted. In particular, the fourth preambular paragraph tends to prejudge the
future attitude of two sovereign States.

However, the Argentine delegation voted in favour of the draft resolution as a
whole, L.cause the Argentine Government fully sharcs the ultimate aim of the draft
resolution, that is, the convening of an international peace conference for the
¥iddle Bast. In that connection, we believe that every effort should be mada to

bEing about 2 just snd lasting peacs in this bighly volatile area.
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Mr. PISCHER (Austria): My delegation would like to explain its vote on
resolution A/40/L.41. The Austrian delegation haa consistently supported the
concept of an intermational peace conference on the Midile East. Rustria believes
that such a conference could indeed make a major contribution towards a negotiated,
just, comprehensive and lasting settlement of the Middle East conflict. However,
Austris holds the view that the succésa of the conference will depend to a great
extent on the agreement of all parties concerned to participate in such a
canference.

The wording chosen by the sponsors does not seem to our delegation to be the
wcat appropriate wording. Indeed, my delegatus? has some difficulty with the
wording of some preambular paragraphs and with operative paragraph 5, because
Austria, as a matter of principle, objected and continues to object to the practice
of singling out a country or countries for criticism in General Assembly
resoclutions, something that is certainly not conducive to promoting the cause of
peace in the Middle East.

For those reasons, my delegation decided this year to abstain from voting on
draft resolution A/40/L.4l. It reiterates its continuing support in principle for
the convening of an international peace conference on the Middle East, and that
statement found itu expression in its positive vote on operative paragraph 2 of

that resolution.

Mr. GARCIA REVILLA (Peru) (interpretation from Spanish): The Peruvian

delegation voted in favour of all the draft resolutions introduced under agenda
item 33, the question of Palestine.

With regard to the Geneva Declaration on Palestine and the Programse of Action
on the Rights of the Palestinlan People, adopted by acclamation at the
international econference held in August and September of 1983, my delegation wishes

to recall that on that occasion the Peruvian Government made the following

ctatements
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“In this statement my de}egatim wishes Ato relterate its support for all
efforty directed to allowing the Palastinian people to exercise its
inalienable rights to self-determination and to its establishment as an
independent State, as well as the right of all States of the region to axiast
within secure and internationally recognized boundaries, in accordance with
the provisions of Security Council resolutions 342 (1967) and 338 (1973) and
other agreements adopted by the internaticnal commumity. However, the
treatment of certain paragraphs of the draft programte of action prevent us
from associating ourselves with the document as a whole, especially

paragraphd 5 and 18 of the Programme of Action.“

Furthermore, my delegation abstained in the separate votes on the fourth and eighth
preambular paragraphs and operative paragraph 5 of draft resclution A/40/L. 41,
because we believe that they are not conducive to creating the best possible
conditions to bring about an international peace conference on the Hiddle Eact.

Mr. PARTAS (Libyan Arab Jamahiriya) (interpretation from Arabic): Ny
delegation supported the four draft resolutions that were before us concerning the
question of Palestine, veting in favour of all of them, both in the separate votes
an the paragraphs and on the draft resolutions as a whole.

In this respect my delegation wishes to reiterate that it has reservations on
any indication in these draft resolutions that may be construed directly or
indirectly as containing or implicitly stating a willingness on the part of ny
dalaegation to recognize the Zionlist entity or the fait accompli imposed by military

might in the occupied Palestinian and Arab territories.
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Hr. PAPAJORGIL (Albania): As in the past, so also during the fortieth

sessicn of the United Nations Ceneral Assembly the Albanian delegation has made
clear its position on the question of Palestine in the Middle East by once again
expressing the full support of the people and the Government QE the People's
Socialist Republic of Albania for the just and heroic struggle of the Palestinian
people againat the imperialist Zionist aggression for its national rights. In
accordance with that position, it voted in favour of the draft resolutions
A/40/1.23, A/40/L.24 and A/40/L.25.

However, we should like to stress that we have reservations about some
formulations in certain paragraphs, in particular those paragraphs referring to
some previous resolutions. The Albanian delegation did not take patt in the voting
on draft resolution A/40/L.41, which deals with the convening of the international
peace conference of the Middle East, with the participation of the two
super-Powers. We have always made our attitude clear on this matter. We fully
understand, have shared the concern and have always supported the efforts of our

brother Arab peoples and countries to £ind a just and lasting solution to the

question of Palestine,
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But we majntain the view that the aim of the Soviet social imperialiota in
ineisting on convening such a confexenced ‘s to assure a greater involvemant in the
course of events in the Middle East and to consolidate their positions in that
region in rivalry with American iwmperislisn, wWe are sgainst such a confarence with
the participacion of the two supex~Powers, the Soviet Union and the United Staces
of Amarica, because they would try to manipulate it for their own interests,

Mrwe. CARRASCO (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): One of the
problems for which the United Nations has a great responsibility is that of the
Middle ®ast, There is no doubt that the question is of central importance for the
politicsl, econoric and military stability not only of the region but of the world
as a whole. 8o long as there prevails frustration, discord and bloodshed in that
region, it will be difficult to find a solution to the question of Palestine, which
is at the core of the probles.

The international community believea that to achieve the exercise of the
lagitimate rights of the Palestinian people, including the right of
self-determination, it e ixportant that Yeraelis and Palestinians should pursue
steps towards the common objective: a just and comprehensive peace in the Middle
East through & process of negotiation and without resorting to the use of force.

In that spirit, wy delegation commends the ongoing efforts to establish
dislogue among all the parties, including within the framework of an internaticual
conference for peace in the Middle Bast, which was supported last year in this
forum,

For that reacon, wy dolegation supported draft resolution A/40/L.41, However,
we wish to express reservations regarding the language used in the fourth anl
eighth preasbular paragraphs and in operative paragraph 5, since we feel that

during the debates at the present session, statements have been made by the parties
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concerned which could be viewed as expressions of a readiness to engage in
negotiations with a viaw to reaching agreements to resolve that conflict.

To conclude, my delegation urges all the parties concerned to make every
possible effort to carry forward the peace process in the region. We call for the
prompt withdrawal of military forces from illegally occupied territories.

Mrn. ABRAHAMS (Venezuela) (interpretation from Spanish): WwWith regard to

dcaft resolution A/40/L.41 dealing with the International Peace Conferasnce on the
Middle Bast, wmy delegation believes that such a conference could contribute to
bringing peace in the region, provided a number of conditions acceptable to the
parties concerned in the conflict were met.

We know that at present there is a negotiating process fiom wh ch a positive
understanding might emerge to create the necessary climate for the holding of that
Conference. We take an even~handed view of the probliem, and we are hopeful. Also,
we Seel that a change of attitude is taking place amongst the countries concerned
in the situation - something that has been expressed by mcot of the delegations
that took part in the general debate on the Middle East and on the question of
Palestine.

Howaver my delegation abstained in the vote on the eighth preambular paragraph
of draft resolution A,40/L.41 because we believed that we could not single out one
particular State as being solely responsible for the terrorist activities in the
region. A series of factors have contributed to the present state of conflict in
the Middle Bast. Accordingly, a more general statement of the problem iz called
for.

Mr. MANGWAZU (Malawi): On draft resolution A/40/L.41, we are not guite
happy with tle idea of an international peace conference, which was being endorsed
in operative paragraph 2. The reason is that we believe that any meaningful peacs

conference must inveolve all the parties to the dispute, In this regard, we feel
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that one of the parties is not prepared to participate in an international peace
conference. AS a tesult.‘ue feel that another method, one which is agreeable teo
all parties to the dispute, should be adopted. We therefore regard any endorsement
for an international peace conference as negative. That is why my delegation
abstained in the vote on that draft resolution.

We voted in favour of draft resolutions A/40/L.24 and L.25, with the
understanding and the hope that any information gathered and disseminated will be
as objective as possible, We realize the importance of dissemination of
information on the question of Palestine.

On draft resolution A/40/L.41, we are very concerned over the paragraphs on
which separate votes were taken, We felt that if the United Nations weie to be
effective in acting as arbiter to the problems confronting Member States, it was
necessary that we should be as neutral as possible. I believe those paragraphs are
partisan, particularly the eighth preambular paragraph which is also in a certain
way provocative towards one party. Hence we voted against it, With regard to
operative paragraph 5, again we feel that the insinuation in it is not
constructive. As a result, we abstained in the vote on the draft resolution as a

whole.

Mr, 2AMANINIA (Islamic Republic of Iran) (interpretation from Arabic):

My delegation takes exception to the use of the term “Government of Israel®, We

believe that Israel should withdraw from all the lands occupied in Palestine.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): In conformity with

resolution 3237 (XXIX) of 22 November 1974 of the twenty-ninth session of the
General Assembly, I now call on the Observer of the Palestine Liberation
Organization (PLO) who has requested to make a statement.

Mr, TERZI (Palestine Liberation Organization): Another year paases. The
tragic conditions under which our people live continue. The Israeli terrorist acts
against our people continue in their own homes, And yet we come here to hear some
statements by some people who even refuse to listen to what we say. Those who have
objected to the eighth preambular paragraph refuse to take note of the position of
the Palestine Liberation Organization. They were not asked to pass judgement on
that. They were just asked to take note of what we say. And this is our
position. This was declared very clearly from the rostrum in this Assembly.
Therefore, I am really susprised that some people use that as a pretext when they
wanted to assert that they refuse to listen.

Others have referred to the monetary implications and allccations, whatever
they are. Those people are really penny-wise. The General Assembly will be voting
on allocating almost $12 million per month to a peace-keeping force in south
Lebanon. The United Nations will be allocating $12 million per month to address
only one of the derivatives of Israel's aggression agailnst Lebanon.

Yet, when it comes to about $250,000 or $300,000 a month in order to rectify
the situation, to redress the injustice and Go service for the cause of peace, we
are told this is wasting money.

We are also told that there is only one read to peace and that one road to
peace is direct negotiations. 1Is it not for direct negotiations that we come to
the Security Council, where all the parties to the Arab-~Israeli conflict sit

together in the Security Council, whoge message and mission is to maintain
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international peace? Those who are speaking about one road to peace and about
direct negotiations have it very-clear in their minds that the Palastinian people:”
do not exist, that the Palestinian people have no right to self-determination, and
that the Security Council should not be involved.

For us, this is nothing new in the policy of the United States. It was
clearly stated, and is to be found in the secret documents of the United States of
1947, where instructions were given that the question of Palestine should not be
brought to the Security Council. Otherwise, the United States, faithful to its
comuitment to Article 25 of the Charter, would have had to implement that partition
decigion. This is to be found in Foreign Relations of the United States, 1947,
voiume 5. And one can easily f£ind them on pages 13, 14, 1157 and 1266,

Even before the decision on partitioning my country was taken, the United
States made it very clear that it would not permit the implementation of
partition., Yet, they still speak to us about direct negotiations without
specifying with whom, Is it not only reasonable that direct negotiations should be
with the direct victim and the principal party to the conflict? Yet, we are told
that resoiution 242 (1967) and resoluticn 338 (1973) are the bagis, I do not want
to keep repeating., Bven the United States, in 1978, from this very rostrum, told
us that resolution 242 (1967) does not address the political dimension of the
Palestinian problem,

Then why should we have resolution 242 (1967)7? wWhat are we dealing with? 1Is
it not a political issue as well? Yet we are told that resolution 242 (1967) is
the bacis. Then somebody tells us that the Jordanian-Palestinian accord has not
been recorded. I thought that our head of delegation, Mr. Kaddoumi, made it very
clear in his statement. He said that we the Palestinians and the Jordanians, have

undertaken joint action to promote the psace efforts. That alsc proved to be a
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teat of the credibility of the United States of Acerica. If it is really that
good, then why do not those who praise it invite the two parties'to céne and sit
togethar, and see what goes on from there? Unfortunately, this is somathing that
we cannot understand. |

Then we were told that the Hussein and Peres statements were not Caken into
congidecation. Mr. Peres made a good statement from here, but it had so many
“"buts” that it rendered it unreascnable. Mr. Peres excluded cospletely the role of

the Palestinian people and their representative, the Palestine Liberation

Organization.
Then, let me recall resolution 38/58 C. Let me read it in Arabic, because
some of those who read their statement in Arabic had forgotten something., I will

read operative paragraph 4 of resolution 28/58 C. It reads that the General

Agsembly:

(Spoke in Arabic)

Invites all parties to the Arub-Israeli conflict, including the Palestine
Liberation Organization, as well as the United States of Aserica, the Union of
Soviet Socialist Republices and other concerned States, to participate in the
International Peace Conference on the Middle East on an equal footing and with
equal rights™.

(continued in English)

One of the Arab representatives had forgotten that provisfion in resolution
38/58 C and wanted also to exclude the Palestinian people from the peace
conference. I am not naming nawmes.

Fipnally, on the issue of naming names, what can we do? DO we have to say that
the Secretary-General ie not working without pinpointing why he is not working?
5hall we say that the Secretary-General f£alled in his mission? Shall we say that

the Security Council failed in their mission? Or shall we tell the truth?
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Tha Secretary-General told us very clea:iy in his report:

"ees it 18 clear from the replies of the Governments of Israel (A/39/214) and

the United States of America (A/39/130, annex IIX, appendix) that they are not

prepared to participate in the proposed conference.“ (A/39/130/Add.}, p. 3)
How would the representatives who have expressed reservaticns wish us to refer to
this? We cannot accuse the Security Council or the Secretary-General of failing in
their duties. But be that as it may, we are very glad and very sacisfied, and wy
people will be very happy to see that the Genexal Assembly again took a decision
with only three red lights. Those red lights eventually will have to disappear
from that voting board if those who pushed the red button really want peace in the
Middle East.

I wish to thank all those who voted in favour of bringing peace to the Middle
Bast through the good offices of the United Nations and under its auspices.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): We have concluded our

consideration of agenda item 33,

The meeting roge at 5,20 p.m,




