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ii. CbBphf IX -- 

At the 1940th meeting, the representative of the United 
I(ingdom, on behalf of the United Kingdom and the 
United States, introduced a draft resolution” that, in its 
second prcambular paragraph, recalled the Council’s 
decision on hijacking adopted by consensus on 20 June 
1972, and other international instruments against hijack- 
ing, and in its operative part would have the Council: 
condemn hijacking and all other acts that threatened the 
lives of passengers and crews and the safety of interna- 
tional civil aviation and call upon all States to take every 
naessary measure to prevent and punish all such terrorist 
acts; deplore the tragic loss of human life that had re- 
sulted from the hijacking of the French aircraft; reaffirm 
the need to respect the sovereignty and territorial integrity 
of all States in accordance with the Charter of the United 
Nations and international law; and enjoin the interna- 
tional community to give the highest priority to the 
consideration of further means of assuring the safety and 
reliability of international civil aviation.” 

At the 1943rd meeting, on I4 July 1976, the draft 
resolution received 6 votes to none, with 2 abstentions, 
and was not adopted having failed IO receive the required 
majority. Seven members did not participate in the vote. 

“S/12138. OR, J/s, yr., Sup 
111940th mtp , paru. 

1. for July-Sepr. 1976. 
102-l d 

Prior to the voting, at the same meeting, the represen- 
tative of Pakistan stated that, while his Government was 
opposed to and deplored hijacking and would be ready 
to contribute to a discussion of the question at the proper 
time and place, the draft resolution before the Council 
was not really related to the subject matter under discus- 
sion, and therefore his delegation would not be able to 
participate in the vote. I’ Other members gave similar 
reasons for not participating in the voting.” 

After the and balanced resolution covering all aspects 
of the events at Entebbe in a way that they hoped would 
lay the groundwork for future international co-operation 
to deal with the scourge of terrorism. He added that 
although it had not been possible to agree on action at 
the current time, they hoped that the debate would serve 
as a stimulus to further international discussion, partic- 
ularly on the subject of hijacking, and that some time 
in the near future they would be able to agree on action 
in the United Nations that would prevent future acts of 
terrorism.r5 
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