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Tuesday, 40 December 1966,
at 10.30 e.m,

Agenda item 65:
Question of South West Africa: report of the

Special Committee on the .situetion with re
gard to the Implementation of the Declara
tion on the Granting of Independence to
Colonial Countries and Peoples (concluded)
Hearing of petitioners

Report ()f the Fourth Committee • • • • • • •

Agenda item 46:
Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons: report

of the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation
Committee on .Disarmament (concluded). • • 19

AGENDA ITEM 13

Report of the Trusteeship Council (concluded)**

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6624)

AGENDA ITEM 23

implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples:
report of the Special Committee on the Situation with
regard to the Implementation of the Declaration on
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries
and Peoples (concluded)***

FRENCH SOMALILAND

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6583)

IFNl, SPANISH SAHARA AND EQUATORIAL GUiNEA

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6623)

TERRITORIES NOT CONSIDERED SEPARATELY

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6628)

AGENDA ITE MS 64 AND 71

Information from Non-Self-Governing Territories
transmitted under Article 73 e of the Charter of
the United Notions:

(2) Report of the Secretcry-Gener-ch
(b) Report of the Special Committee on the Situation
- with regard to the Implementation of th~ Jeclara

tion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples

Offers by Member States of study and training facilities
for inhabitants of Non-Self-Governing Territories:
report of the Secretary-General

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6626)

President: Mr. Abdul Rahman PAZHWAK
(Afghanistan).

A/PV.l500 and Add.l

"Resumed from the 1450th meeting.
·"Resumed from the 1492nd meeting.

1500th
PLENARY MEETING

NEW YORK

1
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Agenda item 43:
Implementation of the Declaration on the
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Countries and Peoples (concluded)
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for South West Africa: report of the Secre
tary- General

Special training programme for Territories
under Portuguese adminis tretion: report of
the Secretary-General
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Agenda item 70:
Question of Oman:
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(b) Report of the Secretary-General
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AGENDA ITEMS 66 'AND 68

Special educational and training programmes for South
West Africa: report of the Secretary-General

Special training programme for Territories under
Portuguese administration: report of the Secretary
General

REPORT OF THE FOFHTH COMMITTEE (A/6625)

AGENDA ITEM 70

Question of Oman:
(c) Report of the Special Cornmittee on the Situation
- with regard to the Implementation of the Dec lara

tion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples;

(b) Report of the Secretary-General

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6622)

AGENDA ITEM 65
Question of South West Africa: report of the Special

Committee on the Situation with regard to the Imple
mentation of the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples
(concluded)*

HEARING OF PETITIONERS

REPORT OF THE FOURTH COMMITTEE (A/6458/
ADD.1)

Mr. Esfandiary (Iran), Rapporteur of the Fourth
Committee, presented the reports of that Committee
and then spoke as follows:

1. Mr. ESFANDIARY (Iran), Rapporteur of the Fourth
Committee: The first report [A/6624] concerns the
report of the Trusteeship Council, which the Fourth
Committee took up under agenda item 13. In this re
port, the Fourth Committee recommends that the
General Assembly adopt two draft resolutions, one
concerning the Trust Territory of Nauru and the other
concerning Papua and the Trust Territory of New
Guinea [ibid., para. 17, dratt resolutions I anI Il].

2. The second report [A/6583] concerns the question
of French Somaliland, which the Fourth Committee
took up under agenda item 23. In this report, the
Fourth Committee recommends 'that the General As
sembly adopt a draft resolution on French Somaliland
[ibid., para. 11].

3. The third report [A/6623] concerns Ifni, Spanish
Sahara and Equatorial Guinea, also under agenda
item 23. Two draft resolutions are recommended for
adoption by the Gen eral Assembly [ibid., para. 20].

4. The fourth report [A/6628] concerns the Terri
tories not considered separately, which the Fourth
Committee also took up under item 23. In this report,
the Fourth Committee recommends that the General
Assembly adopt two draft resolutions [ibid., para. 20],
one concerning Gibraltar and the other concerning
American Samoa, Antigua, Bahamas, Bermuda, British
Virgin Islands, Cayman Islands, Cocos (Keeling)
Islands, Dominica, Gilbert '~: nd Ellice Islands, Grenada,
Guam, Mauritius, Montserrat, New Hebrides, Niue,
Pitcairn, St. Helena, St. Kitts-Nevis-Anguilla, St.
Lucia, St. Vincent, Seychelles, Solomon islands,

-Resumed from the 1471st meeting.

Tokelau Islands, Turks and Caicos Islands and the
United States Virgin Islunds ,

5. I wish also to draw attention to the consensus
adopted by the T<'ourth Committee concerning the
Falkland Isl ands (Mal vmas) [ibid., para. 13]. It was
the understanding of the Committee that the General
Assembly might wish to approve this consensus.

6. The fifth report [A/6626] concerns agenda items
6-1 and 71. Two draft resolutions concerning these
items [ibid., para. 9] were adopted unanimously by
the Fourth Committee.

7. The sixth report [:\/6625], concerns the special
educational anti training programmes for South West
Africa and for Territories under Portuguese adminis
tration, which the Fourth Committee took up under
agenda items 66 unci 68. The Fourth Committee adopted
three draft resolutions on these items [ibid., para. 13].
The first draft resolution concerns the question of a
consolidation and an integration of these two training
programmes and of the United Nations educational
and training programmes for South Africans. The
second resolution deals with the special educational
training programmes for South West Africa. The
third draft resolution concerns the special training
programmes for territories under Portuguese ad
minist rut.on.

8. Finally, the last report of the Fourth Committee
[:\/6622] concerns the question of Oman, which the
Fourth Committee took up under item 70. The draft
resolution recommended to the General Assembly for
its adoption is set out in paragraph 9 of that report.

9. I also have the honour of presenting to the General
Assembly for its consideration the report of the Fourth
Committee on the hearing of a petitioner concerning
the question of South West Africa [A/6458/Add.l]. As
Members are aware, the Fourth Committee previously
submitted a report to the General Assembly on the
hearing of petitioners [A/6·158] during the considera
tion by the Assembly of item 65, A1 its 1451st plenary
meeting, on 26 October 1966, the General Assembly
took note of that report.

10. At the concluding meeting of the Fourth Com
mittee [1679th meeting], the Chairman informed the
Committee of the receipt of a further request for a
hearing, submitted by the Reverend Mr. Michael Scott,
After discussion, the Committee decided that, in view
of the gravity of the matters raised in the pettttoner ts
communication, the request contained therein should
be granted and the petitioner heard at the same meet
ing, The Committee accordingly heard the petitioner
and, having regard to the importance of the information
furnished by him, it decided that an account of this
hearing should be hrought to the attention of the
General Assembly.

11. In the evidence which he submitted to the Com
mittee, the petitioner drew particular attention to
stringent measures announced by the South African
Government for the ejection of a large number of
African families from their present location In
Windhoek and their forcible transfer to another loca
tion. He recalled in this connexion that a previous
attempt in 1959 to displace these African families
had resulted in serious disturbances and that all sub-

(t

I
l
)



1500th meeting - 20 December 1966

•

-

3

22. The facts of the situation in Papua and New Guinea
are that in that Territory, which has a population of
about 2 million indigenous people and some 30,000 non
indigenous, there is peace and progress. All the free
doms are there-freedom of speech, freedom of the
Press, freedom of political association, freedom of
association in trade unions and similar groupings.
As is the case in Australta itself, and indeed through
out all the Territories under Australian control, there
is not one single political prisoner.

23. The last preambular paragraph and operative
paragraph 4 (~) of this draft resolution on Papua and
New Guinea speak about discriminatory practices.
But as we have explained at some length, racial dis-

has to face up to the problem of the application of the
principle of self-determination to very small entities.
In the case of Nauru, we are dealing with a small
island, some twelve miles in circumference, with an
indigenous population of about 2,800 people, and
situated so far off in the Pacific Ocean that its nearest
neighbour, which is an even smaller island, is almost
200 miles away.

18. As far as the living standards of the indigenous
people of Nauru are concerned, because of the phos
phate deposits on the island, the people there already
enjoy a per capita income that is amongst the highest
in the world and higher than that of the people of
Australia. The financial future of the Nauruan people
has been assured through the investment of large
sums of money on their behalf which will realize
for them an annual income of several millions of
dollars in perpetuity.

19. So we can say that there is no poverty and there
is no insecurity on that island of Nauru, and the
material needs of the people are fully met. They al
ready have a large measure of self-government; the
question of their independence is at present under
consideration by the Australian Government. But I
would suggest that independence for an island so
situated and for a population of the si <>:.e I have de
scribed is an involved question which demands its
own particular solution.

20. The situation in the Trust Territory of New
Guinea and the Australian Non-Self-Governing Terri
tory of Papua is different. Despite the difierence in
international legal status, those two Territories are
joined in an administrative union to form the Territory
of Papua and New Guinea. Subject only to the will of
the people as it is expressed through their representa
ti ve institutions, they seem destined to emerge to
gether as a nation with great future.

21. Turning now to draft resolution II [A/6624,
para. 17], I would emphasize again, as the Australian
representative in the Fourth Ccn-mittee [1676th meet
ing] has already done at lengrr r ·..c.:.t this draft resolu
tion is not in accord with the facts as they exist.
Those facts have been explained many times in the
various organs of the United Nations, and particularly
in the Fourth Committee last week. The terms of this
draft resolution bear witness to the un-vtlltngness of
the Committee to accept the facts of the situation, and
that unwillingness cannot contribute to the furtherance
of United Nations principles and interests in the Terri
tories concerned.

sequent attempts had oeen unsuccessful. According
to the petitioner, these new steps, coming after the
recent discussions of the General Asaembly concern
ing the termination of South Africa's Mandate in rela
tion to South West Africa, had resulted in an explosive
situation. Furthermore, the petitioner brought to the
notice of the Committee the fact that a number of
prominent African political leaders had been arrested
in the Territory by the South African GOtTernment. He
also referred to other developments which pointed to
an intensification of repressive activities against the
African population.

12. Following the hearing of the petitioner, some
members expressed their grave concern with respect
to the deteriorating situation in the Territory of South
West Africa, in particular at the recent press reports
concerning measures carried out by the Government
of South Africa in that Territory which, in their view,
constituted acts of oppression. They expressed the
feeling that these measures represented a violation
of the authority assumed by the United Nations under
the terms of General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI),
of 27 October 1966, and, accordingly, should be de
nounced by the United Nations.

1:.1. At the conclusion of the hearing, the Committee
decided that, in addition to submitting a report to the
plenary, its Chairman shou' d bring the evidence sub
mitted by the petitioner to the attention of the chair
men of the Committee of Twentv-four and the Ad Hoc

~ ---
Committee on South West Africa, for appropriate
action at the ('~1 rl iest opportunity.

14. In view of the extremely grave and deteriorating
situation in the Territory of South West Africa, 1 wish
to commend the present report to the attention of the
General Assembly for any action which it m8Y con
sider appropriate.

Furs uent to rule 68 of the rules of procedure, it
was decided not to discuss the reports of the Fourth
Committee.

15. The PRESIDE!\T: Interventions will be limited
to explanations of vote. The General Assembly will
now consider the report of the Fourth Committee
concerning the report of the Trusteeship Council.
The recommendations of the Fourth Committee are
contained in the report [A/6624, para. 17].

16. Mr. SHAW (Australia): J shuuld like to make a
few remarks on the two draft re .~utions concerning
the Trust Territory of Nauru ana New Guinea and the
Non-Self-Governing Territory of Papua [A/6224,
para. 17]. I do not propose to speak at length on this
item, nor in detail on the two draft resolutions which
are recommended by the Fourth Committee. The
Australian representatives have given the fullest
possible background information to the Committee
of Twenty-four, to the Trusteeship Council, and to
the Fourth Committee on the Trust Territories in
volved, and to the Committee of Twenty-four and the
Fourth Committee on the Territory of Papua , Austra
lian representatives have also expressed at length
the views of the Australian Government on these
Territories in all the bodies which I have mentioned.

17. With regard to the Trust Territory of Nauru,
we must simply point out that here the United Nations

•
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:31. The PHESIDEr-.:T: I shall first put to the vote draft
resolution I [:\/6624, para. 17], concerning the Trust
Territory of Nauru. A recorded vote has been
requested.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Brazil,
BUlgaria, Burma, BUl'undi, Byelorussian Soviet So
cialist Republie, Cambodia, Camerooll, Central Afri
can Hepublic, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Hepublic of),
Costa Hica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey,
Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Honduras,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
.Japan, Jordan r Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia,
Libya, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldi ve Islands, Mali,
Mauritania, Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nep',:, Nica-

29. To sum up because this draft resolution on
Papua and New Guinea is wrong at SO many points,
both in fact and in implication, my dr-legut ion will
vote against it. It will also vote ngamst the draft
rvsolutron relating to the Trust Tt'rritory of Nauru,

30. Because of the significance which the Australian
Government attacht.'s to these two draft resolutions, I
would ask, l'vlr. Prpsidl'nt, that you tak' a roll-call or
recorded vote on both draft resolution I and draft
I't'solution II and that you take separate votes 011 para
graphs 4 and fl of draft resolution !I, relating to Papua
and ~ew Guinea.

policy of the Australian Government as stated on
7 July of this ye:l I' by the Minister of 'I'er rttcrie., in
these words: "The Government's basic poltcy for
Papua and New UUiI1l'a is self-determination." This
means that, if they wish to do so, the people of the
'I'erritory are free to terminate thei r present 'I'err-i
to ry status and take Independent status. It i s so that
the wishes of the people may hE.' expressed in that
di rectton, or in any other di r ectton which they may
l'house J that thp Pu r Hament of New Guinea has been
('rt':ltl'd, on the basis, I repent, of one man, one vote,
a «onuuon roll, and a frt,t'dom of choke of candidates.
That is the way, and indeed the only practical way,
in which the wishes of a people can be expressed in a
count ry like New Guineu, di vided as it is into some
thousands of different tribes separated by some
hundreds of differ-ent languages, and isolated from
one another by custom and by the nature of the country
1n which they live.

28. Finallv, let me remark on operative paragraph 5
of the draft resolution which "further calls upon the
admiruste rmg POWl'r to ..refrain from unliztng the
Territories for military uctivittes incompatible with
the Charte r of the t 'nited Nut ions ". The administering
Power is not utilizing the Territories for military
ucti vittes incompatible with the United Nations Char
te r , The defence prepu rations which a re being made
in the Ter r ito rl es art' to protect the rights of the
people the re to deter-mine thei r future in the! r own
way and 1Il their own time in accordance with their
own wishes, and to do so f rce from fear from within
and free f rorn ('oerdon and pressure from without.
We would be failing in our duty if we did not make
those defence preparations, the purpose of which is
fully understood and accepted by the people of the
'I'errttories.

c rtminatton in Papua and New Guinea has been out
Jawed. Over a period of years, the whole body of
legislation npplivable to those 'l'errtto ries has been
examined and, whe rv nt'('{~s:,;ary, aIlll'IHll'd to remove
any section from any law which ~tt~~t,'HtH dise rt nuua
t ion, My dl'lt'~.ltion quoted in full to the Fourth COlH

ruittce last wevk the law uut l awing ral'i:tl dlSl'l'llllina
non, and I sha ll simply quotr- ag.uu ;'-;l'dinn~) (~) which
dvcla rr-s illegal "any l'llllrst.' ut vnnduc-t whu-h dlS
tinguishes between persons Ill' !'l:tSSt':' Ill' persons of
differ-ent ruces ur 1'1llilu1's \\ hich may n';lsun:thly bt'

expected to result in mental distress or suffer-ing by
Cl person or a member of that d:\s:-, of pe r sons ".

2·1. Yet, in spite of that situation in the Territory,
\ve have m the draft re solutton ,'ontailwd in the report
of the Fourth Committee such statements as those
appea rtng in the last preambulu r paragr-aph and oper-a
tin' paragr~~~~h 4: (!l). ~l)W, IlU one would assert that, if
one seurr-hcs tor them, instances of di svrtnnua tion by
ignorant or thought h-s s people ('nuld not he found in
~-';ew Guine a, a~ indt'l'd they l':1I1 he Iound in any count ry
in the world. Hut the :-;l't'tion~ \)1' the draft rvsoluttun
to which I have rt'fl'rred overlook th» fact th:tt not only
is rnci al di scr-i nuna tion outlawed m the Territory, but
it is abhorr-ent to the minds uf most of the people
living and working the re..\ll.):tHle who has vi s itod
P:lPU~\ and :\e\\" Guine.t !'u'lld re st ify tu the degrt't' 1)1'
co-ope ratton between the ra'.'(';-; the r.-, which would be
difficult to find else..vhe re in the world in s i mi lu r c-i r
cumst ances , People a ri: working together in the
Territory, in mutual ('or.fldt'IWl' and rr-spect , for the
economic and social development of that country, an
enterprise which, I might remark, i s costmg the
Australian Government about $90 rml lton a year in
freely gt ven non-rvpuyuble grant aid.

25. Our third point of c rttictsm of draft resolution II
relates to the references in operatt ve paragraph -1
regarding the political situation-references which
again we find incorrect, both in fact and in trnplu-a
tion. May we simply point out to the Assembly that,
in Papua and New Guinea, there is already a common
elector-al roll upon which the names of all people
qualified to vote art' inscribed, regardless of ract',
~olo\lr, creed or any other factor. The roll is eom
piled on the basis of one man-or one woman-one
vote. On the baSiS of universal auult suffrage, under
that common roll there h,~t?~~ been elections in which
the voters have expre:-,::, a free choice for the
candidates of their preference. From those elections
based on the principle of one man, onC' vote and a free
choice, a House of Assembly has been created in
which there is an elected indigenous majority. At the
request of the people themsel ves, legislation has re
cently been enactpd to provide for thE' extension of
the membership of that parlianlPnt from sixty-four to
ninety-four members, of whom ei~hty-follr will be
eleeted. As an interim measure, and :tt the req1lest of
the people themselves, ten will be nominated because
they are the heads of vital Government departments.

26. There is no rl....:ognition at all of those facts in
the draft resolution now before us. There is indeed a
denial of them which, I fear, will not only astonish
but outrage the people of the Territory to which this
draft reRolution rclates.
27. As to the c estion of inckpcndencc referred to in
the draft resolution, let me once again repeat the
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ragua, Ntger , Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sudan, Syria, Thailand, Toga, Trinidad and
Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet
Socialist Republ Ic, Union of Soviet Socialist Repub
lies, United Arab Republic, United Republic of Tan
zania, Upper Vol ta , Uruguay, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zambia.

Against: Australia, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland.

Abstaining: Argentina, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia,
Canada, Denmark, Dominican Republic, El Salvador,
Finland, France, Greece, Haiti, Iceland, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Laos, Luxembourg, Madagascar , Nether
lands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, South Africa,
Sweden, United States of America, Venezuela.

Draft resolution I was adopted by 85 votes to 2, with
27 abstentions.

:32. The PHESIDEN'l: Draft resolution II [A/6624,
para. 17] relates to the question of Papua and the
Trust Territory of New Guinea. Separate recorded
votes have been requested on operative paragraphs 4
and 5. The General Assembly will now vote on opera
tive paragraph 4.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burut.di, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re
public, Cambomi, Cameroon, Central African Repub
lic, Ceylon , Chad, Chile, Congo (Brazzavi.lle) , Congo
(Democratic Republ ic of), CUba, Cyprus, Czecho
slovakia, Dahomey, Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guinea,
Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory Coast,
Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Liberia, Libya,
Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal,
Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan,
Syria, Toga, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet So
calist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Republic, United Republic of Tanzania,
Upper Volta, Uruguay, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against.· Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada,
Denmark, Ireland, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, South Africa, Sweden,
Trinidad and Tobago, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining.· Argentina, Bolivia, Brazil, China, Costa
Rica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Finland,
France, Greece, Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Iceland,
Israel, Italy, Jamaica, Japan, Laos, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Mexico, Nicaragua, Para
guay, Thailand, Turkey, Venezuela.

Operative paragraph 4 of draft resolution 11 was
adopted by 70 votes to 16, with 28 abstentions.

33. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will now
vote on operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution Il.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Bulgar-ia,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re-

public, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Repub
lic, Ceylon, Chad, Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Demo
cratic Republic of), Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana,
Guinea, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran,
Iraq, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Laos, Lebanon, Liber-ia, T.Jibya, Malawi, Mali, Mauri
tania, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Niger , Nigeria,
Pakistan, Panama, Peru, Poland, Romania, Rwanda,
Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Syria, Togo, Tunisia, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Yemen, Yugoslavia,
Zambia.

Against.' Australia, Belgium, Canada, Greece, Ire
land, Italy, Luxembourg, Malaysia, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Norway, Portugal, South Africa, Sweden,
United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland,
United States of America.

Abstaining.· Argentina, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil,
Chile, Colombia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Fin
land, France, Guatemala, Haiti, Iceland, Israel, Japan,
Madagascar, Maldive Islands, Mexico, Paraguay,
Philippines, Thailand, Trinidad and Tobago, Turkey,
Uruguay, Venezuela.

Operative paragraph 5 of draft resolution 11 was
adopted by 71 votes to 16, with 25 ebeteatione.U

34. The PRESIDENT: The General Assembly will
now vote on draft resolution II as a whole.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour.· Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi , Byelorussian Soviet So
cialist Republic, Cambodi.a, Cameroon, Central African
Republic, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo
(Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Republic of), Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Domi
nican Republic, Ethiopia, Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala,
Guinea, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Liberia, Libya, Malawi, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico,
Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philtppines,
Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan,
Syria, Thailand, Togo, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, United
Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Vene
zuela, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against.' Australia, Canada, New Zealand, Portugal,
South Africa, Trinidad and Tobago, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United ~tatas

of America.

Abstaining: Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, China,
Denmark, Fmland, France, Greece, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Japan, Laos, Luxem
bourg, Madagascar, Malaysia, Maldive Islands,
Netherlands, Norway, Sweden.

Draft resolution 11, as a whole, was adopted by 81
votes to 8, with 24 abstentions.

lJ The representative of China subsequently called the attention of
the Secretariat to the fact that he had voted against operative para
graph 5 of draft resolution Il, but his vote had not been recorded.
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35. The PRESIDENT: We turn now to agenda item 23,
and to the report of the Special Committee on the
Situation with regard to the Implementation of the
Declaration on the Granting of Indenendence to Colo
nial Countries and Peoples. The general discussion
on item 23 was completed on 13 December by the
adoption of resolution 2189 (XXI).

36. Consequently, the General Assembly must now
pronounce itself on the draft resolution of the Fourth
Committee concerning French Somaliland [A/6583,
para. 11]; on the draft resolutions concerning !fni,
Spanish Sahara and Equatorial Guinea [1\/6623, para.
20]; and on the draft resolutions on Territories which
were not considered separately [A/6628, para. 19].

37. I shall first call upon those representatives who
wish to explain their votes before the voting on the
various draft resolutions relating to the item we
are now considering. The Assembly will vote on the
draft resolutions in the order in which they were pre
sented by the Committee. After the voting is con
cluded, I shall call upon those representatives who
desire to explain their votes after the voting.

38. As these items have been considered in detail
in the Committee, and because of the limited time
available for the Assembly to complete the work of
its twenty-first session, I should like to reque: t
representatives to make their interventions as brief
as possible.

39. Mr. KAYUKWA (Democratic Republic of the
Congo) (translated from French): At the 1664th and
1666th meetings of the Fourth Committee, my dele
gation had the opportunity to explain at considerable
length its position on the draft resolution (A/6583,
para. 11) which we are now considering. We said in
particular that we would reserve our position on
operative paragraph 4, although we intended to vote
in favour of the draft resolution as a whole. Logically,
therefore, this is how our vote should have been cast.
However, it so happened that, inadvertentry thinking
that the vote was on the draft resolution as a whole,
when it was in fact on paragraph 4, my delegation
voted in favour of this paragraph. Consequently, we
reserved the right to point out that mistake and to
correct it in the General Assembly. This is what we
are doing and in so doing we wish to apologize if we
raised false hopes or misled some delegations by
making them think that we supported paragraph 4.

40. Having said that, I should now like, very brief
as the President has requested, to make my delega
tion's position on the draft resolution now before us
clearer still. My delegation's vote will be prompted
by two considerations, namely, the desire to consider
the facts of the situation and the desire to uphold
principles.

41. What are the facts of the case in so-called
French Somaliland? The facts are as follows.

42. Firstly, we are dealing with a country whose
geographic situation and ethnic composition give
rise, rightly or wrongly, to claims and disputes on
the part of neighbouring countries.

43. Secondly, we are dealing with an administering
Power whose views on decolonization are based on
complete respect for the principle of self-deterrnina-

non, and whose courage in living up to those prin
ciples throughout the history of decolonization can
hardly be questioned.

44. Thirdly, we are faced with the fact that the ad
ministering Power has already started the process of
decolonizution and self-determination by proclaiming
that a referendum on the political future of the Terri
tory will be held next year.

45. Finally, we are also faced with the fact that some
uneasiness seems to be felt concerning the present
political conditions, mainly because of the unr-est and
the fact that, in order to maintain law and order, some
people have been deprived of their freedom or even,
we must admit, forced to leave the Territory.

46, T aking all these factors into consideration, my
delegation feels that it must strongly affirm the
princi.ple of self-determination for the Territory, in
keeping with General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV),
and at the same time recognize the competence of
the United Nations in the matter. Again, we must
judge in strict fairness France's efforts to implement
the above resolution in so-called French Somaliland.

47. Furthermore, my delegation must draw the at
tention of the administering Power to the concern felt
by some Members of the United Nations as a result
of the encumbrance which present political conditions
may place on the freedom of expression during the
referendum.

48. Finally, my delegation would like to stress that,
in the interest of the cause of decolonization in the
Territory, we earnestly desire to see the greatest
possible voluntary co-operation between the ad
ministering Power and the United Nations, or, failing
that, between it and the Organization of African Unity,
since we are firmly convinced that such co-operation
would only further enhance the prestige of the ad
ministering Power.

49. My delegation felt that it was necessary to re
affirm the prtnciplea 0: self-determination and the
competence of the United Nations, and we also felt
that it was worth while to bring to the attention of
the administering Power the concern of all Member
States-a concern which IS, moreover, shared by the
administering Power itself-to ensure that self
determination is achieved as quickly as possible.

50. These are the reasons why the provisions of
the draft resolution relating to these points were
supported by my delegation, although we would have
preferred some changes in the wording in some of
them which would have improved the text.

51. With regard to the United Nations presence, my
delegation has indicated that it would have preferred
the voluntary co-operation of the administering Power.
We must admit that the provision relating to the
United Nations presence does little to encourage such
voluntary co-operation which we all desire and in
deed it seems to imply some kind of imposition.
This attitude was unnecessary for many Members
present here to accede to independence, and it under
standably affects the honour of a delegation whose
country-unlike some others which refuse to accept
their full .:cesponsibility for certain Territories under
their rule, or refuse to recognize the right of the
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67. You may rest assured that if the p-= -ple of Guinea,
through the conference, with complete fre edom of deci
sion, opts tor independence, Spain will scrupulously
abide by the recommendations of the United Nations
to speed up the country's special preparation so that
independence may become a reality as soon as possible.

65. I trust the Assembly will do me the justice of
considering that our abstention is based on integrity
of judgement and sincerity.

66. I should add something more regarding Equatorial
Guinea, as my statement may be of some interest. For
the Spanish Gcvernment-s-and I ask all representatives
to note this-anything involving interference in the
constitutional conference, anything that might prejudge
or predetermine the conference's decisions is, as I
have stated, to be avoided, because it would detract
from the unrestricted choice of the political and social
forces of the Guinean people. It is for the people alone
to say "yes" to this, "no" to that, and "perhaps" to
r.omething else. That is what "self-determination"
means.

endeavour, contains a suggestion, a political initiative
of special significance and probably-certainly, one
might say-of great potential. The initte ii ve proposed
the convening of a constitutional confer-ence at which
all sectors of Guinean public opinion would be repre
sented. The conference would discuss, with the
greatest freedom and the greatest responsibility, all
problems relating to the decolonization of Equatorial
Guinea.

61. No sooner had the Spanish Government studied
the report of the visiting Sub-Committee than. it ac
cepted the idea of a conference. On 10 December the
representative of Spain, Mr. Pinies, in accordance
with instructions which I, as leader of the Spanish
delegation, had given him, informed the Committee
that our Government had decided to convene a consti
tutional conference early in 1967 to which all sectors
of public opinion in the Territory could and should
send representatives.

62. In our view, the decolonization of Equatorial
Guinea was thus set in motion in an irreproachable
and definite manner. The Guinean people was thus
given the decisive opportunity to consider itself mas
ter of its own destiny, the S01'3 shaper of its own
future, both as regards the great problems of self
determination and the lesser and secondary problems
that derive therefrom.

63. In voting on draft resolution 1I, my delegation
felt that the logical reaction to the Spanish Govern
ment's very concrete proposals would be to do nothing
which might directly or indirectly imply interference
with, or limitation or conditioning of, the free choice
that the people of Equatorial Guinea is to have in de
ciding what is best for it, what it believes best helps
it fulfil its ideals.

64. In short, the people must have absolute freedom
of choice throughout the debates and decisions of the
constitutional conference. As we thought and still
think that the draft resolution does not sufficiently
take into account this fundamental principle of the
sovereign conference, we abstained when a vote was
ti.ken.

people under their care to self-determination-can
be proud of its record in the matter of decolonization.

52. Consequently, that co-operation, because it is
imposed, has been refused bi the administering
Power itself, and as a result my delegation considers
the paragraph in question worthless since it cannot
be implemented. However, we continue to believe that,
in spite of everyching, such co-operation is desirable,
although we are not convinced that the absence of the
United Nations will necessarily prejudice the normal
course of the referendum.

56. Mr. AZNAR (Spain) (translated from Spanish):
The Assembly in plenary meeting is about to vote on
three draft resolutions of direct interest to Spain.
They are recommended by the Fourth Committee and
relate to problems of decolonization in Equatorial
Guinea, the Spanish Sahara, Ifni and Gibraltar.

57. At this point I should like to explain my vote on
the .first two draft resolutions (A/6623, para. 20), and
I would ask you to bear this in mind, Mr. President,
since I shall be explaining two votes and not one.
Moreover, my explanation of vote may be of interest
since I shall speak as official representative of the
responsible Government. I shall do so as clearly as
possible.

58. I shall begin with Equatorial Guinea, which com
prises the former provinces of Rfo Muni and Fernando
P60. As representatives will remember, a United
Nations mission visited Equatorial Guinea at the in
vitation of Spain last summer.

59. From this rostrum Mr 0 Collier, Chairman of
the Special Committee, a few days ago warmly praised
Spain's gesture, the hospitality offered to the visitors
and the absolute freedom they had enjoyed in carrying
out their mission. The mission presented a detailed
report (A/6300/Rev.1, chap. IX and X) which the Special
Committee examined and approved.

60. in my delegation's view, this informative docu
ment, which in my sincere and respectful opinion is
a mixture of accuracy and error, like any human

53. For this reason, my delegation abstained in the
vote in the Fourth Committee on paragraph 4 of the
draft resolutton in question, and we also intend to
abstain in the General Assembly if a separate vote
is requested on that paragraph.

54. In conclusion, I should like to say onc« a~ain

that when my delegation voted for operative para
graph 4 of the draft resolution in the Committee, it
did so inadvertently.

55. The PRESIDENT: Before I call on the next
speaker, I should like to repeat that these items
have been considered in detail in the Committee, and
the time at the disposal of the Assembly is very
limited, and I already have eleven speakers on my
list. At this stage statements should be confined to
explanations 0.. votes. Perhaps tl.ere may be some
difficulty in defining to everybody's satisfaction what
an explanation of vote is, but the purpose of an ex
planation of vote is very clear. I would seek the co
operation of representatives in limiting thei r state
ments to explanations of votes, in conformity with
their own decision.
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its future plans and ascertain the genuine desire
for decolonization, as well as the desires of the
indigenous inhabitants of the Sahara in respect of
their future, which will, in due time, be manifested
through the process of self-determination." Y

74. So far as the vote is ooncerned, the situation as
we see it is similar to that I described in connexion
with Guinea. For the second time-and I believe that
the Assembly will accept my words at their true
value-Spain has invited the United Nations to visit a
Non-Self-Governing Territory under its administra
tion. Could there be greater sincerity or a greater
desire to co-operate? Would it not seem reasonable
to have awaited the completion of this visit so that
the Organization, directly, without prejudice and pre
conceived ideas, would have obtained the essential
information on Spanish Sahara and its very special
circumstances? Should we not have waited until the
visiting Sub-Committee had drafted its report, and
the latter had been discussed, in order to obtain the
necessary information?

75. You will agree that a State which opens WIde the
doors of its Non-Self-Governing Territories in order
that the United Nations may observe and study them
mus t be sadly surprised to see that this friendly and
wide-ranging initiative is countered by a draft reso
lution in which we find a lack of confidence and ex
pressions of manifest distrust. The dignity of nations
is not a vain concept. Were Spain not determined to
decolonize Equatorial Guinea, would it have suggested
a United Nations visit to the territory? Were it not its
intention to apply the principle of self-determination
to the Sahara in order to decolonize it, would Spain
have suggested that the United Nations should see at
first hand the actual situation of the Sahara? No one
could believe that. These are the basic reasons for,
and the real meaning of, our negative vote in the
Fourth Committee.

76. The vote does not imply the slightest reconsidera
tion of our decisions regarding decclontzatton, On the
contrary, it upholds and confirms the assurances we
have given that the principle of self-determination will
be applied freely, justly and properly in Spanish
Sahara. Because that is our goal, we ask that nothing
that might disturb, confuse or give rise to tension
should be introduced into the process.

77. There were to be no conditions placed on the
United Nations visit, but this meant no one was to be
subject to conditions, neither the United Nations nor
the inviting Power. The atmosphere was to be dis
passionate, unprejudiced, free of preconceived atti
tudes. This, I believe, explains our position, justifies
our vote, and indicates its significance. I repeat: we
are in full agreement with the sponsors of the draft
resolution regarding the essential criteria; we dis
agree on the means.

78. As to the Territory of Ifni, what can I tell you
that would not be a repetition of familiar statements?
Bilateral negotiations could perfectly well solve the
problem, taking into account the interests of the
population. The method advocated in the draft reso
lution is, in our view, much more confusing and less
effective.

Y This statement was made at the 1660th meeting of the Fourth
Committee, the records of which are puhlished in summary form.

68. To this end, and in keeping with my delegation's
offer in the Fourth Committee, Spain will convene the
constitutional conference to which I referred early in
1967. Representatives of the autonomous authorities
and the different political and social sectors com
prising the community of Equatorial Guinea will be
present and the decisions taken will be communicatea
to the Secretary-General of the United Nations.

69. From the constitutional conference so often men
tioned will emerge-at least this is foreseeable-«
changes in the poiittoal structures which will permit
the people of Equatorial Guinea, and it alone, without
interference of any kind, to accede freely to inde
pendence. Spain offers all the necessary assistance
in the completion of that process so that Guinea can
confirm its full international personality, to be crowned
at the appropriate time by admission to the United
Nations as a full Member. From that moment, in ac
cordance with the Charter, the United Nations will be
the greatest and most effective gua:r.antor of its terri
torial integrity.

70. This, no more and no less, is what we wish to say
concerning the draft resolution adopted by the Fourth
Committee concerning Equatorial Guinea. These were
the comments we wished to make concerning the
machinery and provisions recommended in the draft
resolution which, as we see it, do not assist in the
decolonization of the territory. This was why Spain
abstained in the vote.

71. I should now like to explain our vote on draft
resolution I, concerning Ifni and Spanish Sahara. Here
too, as in the case of Equatorial Guinea, I shall say,
if I may, that all-including the sponsors of the draft
resolution-who voted in favour of the dr-aft as well
as the delegation o" Spain, which voted against, are
interpreting the same melody but with a different
instrumentation. Recalling the words written many
years ago, in the days of my youth, by a great Spanish
political figure, I would say that we are all in agree
ment with the cardinal criterion, but disagree on the
means.

72. The cardinal criterion is that Spanish Sahara must
be decolonized through self-determination. The means
refer to the road or roads that we shall follow to
achieve that goal.

73. My Government believed that the decolonization
process could be preceded by an official United Nations
visit to the territory as was done in the case of
Fernando Poo and Rio Muni, This was proposed in
the Fourth Committee by the Permanent Deputy Repre
sentative of Spain, who said:

"My delegation is prepared to open talks with the
Secretary-General with a view to designating a com
mission to be sent to Spanish Sahara. The commis
sion would observe the situation in the territory at
first hand and objectively and could reach a judgement
in the matter, thus confirming the sincerity of Spain
in respect of decolontzatton , The visitors would have
had no direct interest in Spanish Sahara and repre
sent no territorial ambitions; they would, in other
words, be a group of impartial and disinterested
persons. They would assess the realities and
characteristios of the territory, which would enable
them to see what has been achieved by Spain, learn

8
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79. I shall not labour the point because the Assembly
is anxious to close the session; in this,Mr. President,
all delegations are with you. Before I leave the
rostrum, I wish to ask for a separate vote on the words
"in consultation with the Governments of Mauritania
and Morocco and any other interested party" in opera
tive paragraph 4 of draft resolution I on Ifni and Spanish
Sahara. We ask for this because this is something with
out precedent in the United Nations and its application
would result in great complications, as all repre
sentatives who have studied the matter know.

80. We have just adopted an admirable draft resolu
tion on French Somaliland (A/6583, para. 11). In that
draft resolution, concerning a Territory whose neigh
bours, Somalia and Ethiopia, have expressed a keen
interest, nothing is said of the need to consult them.
We have just adopted that draft resolution. But in the
draft resolution on Spanish Sahara there is this sug
gestion. We consider it unfair. I mention this technical
reason as an addition to the more substantial objection
I referred to earlier.

81. Mr. NSAN ZE (Burundi) (translated from French):
My country, although the youngest of the world's re
publics, is called upon to align itself with those States
which history may describe as champi ons of total inde
pendence and the complete severing of relationships
based on force.

82. Nature, which has situated Burundi at the cross
roads of Africa, history, which has included it in the
enslaved human community, and the human race, which
has welcomed it into its ranks, make it necessary for
my delegation to support all resolutions advocating the
liberation of peoples s till subjected to colonial domina
tion. Consequently, my statement will deal with the
first eight items on our agenda.

83. The above reasons clearly indicate that our newly
formed republic cannot shirk its liberating duty. The
right of peoples to self-determination derives from
man's very essence. In other words, the existence of
any people as a group of human beings automatically
implies that they should enjoy political independence.
The sole fact of a people's existence justifies its natu
ral claim to political rights and its fundamental aspira
tion to sovereignty. Its level of intellectual attainment
is of no importance. neither are its geographical
dimensions, nor even the size of its population.

84. Economic rights are equally inherent in human
nature. The designs of colonial domination may be
summed up as follows: "To colonize is to enter into a
relationship with new countries in order to profit
from the various resources of those countries and to
develop them in the national interes t •••" ,91 referring
of course to the national interest of the colonizing
Power. I am quoting from Merignhac's Precis de
legislation et d'economie coloniales,

85. Thus, to impose a colonial system on any people
is equivalent to demanding human status while at the
same time denying it. This is the explosive contradic
tion inherent in the colonialist dogma.

86. Any denial of the radical right to independence
must be expunged from the annals of human history,

2J A. MeL'ignhac, Precis de legislation et d'economie coloniales,
Paris, Societe du Recueil Sirey, edit., 1912, p. 205.

whether the denial is perpetuated by other Powers or
by the trio which is dominating southern Africa, the
bastion of colonialism in Africa: I am speaking here
of Lisbon, which is practising the classical kind of
colonization backed by its own rhetoric; of Pretoria,
with its ritual formulas of systematized dehumaniza
tion embodied in apartheid; and of Salisbury, with its
cult of colonial revival, characterized by the Machia
vellian collusion between London and Salisbury.

87. It is for these reasons that my country must align
itself with those who are fighting for the triumph of
law and the freedom of peoples.

88. I wish to thank the President for his patience and
kindness and the Members of the Assembly for their
attention.

89. Mr. OWONO (Cameroon) (translated from
French): The Cameroonian delegation will vote in
favour of all the draft resolutions in the report of
the Fourth Committee concerning agenda item 23.

90. We have already clearly explained our position
with regard to the draft resolutions which we have
approved as a whole, and we should like to reaffirm
that position in the plenary meeting. I should have
liked to conclude there, but I think that the statement
just made by the representative of Spain makes it
necessary for me on this occasion to clarify a few
details we mentioned in the Fourth Committee [1665th
meeting] concerning Equatorial Guinea.

91. I too noted with pleasure that Spain will comply
with the recommendation of the Special Committee
to hold a conference before independence to deal with
the ways and means of transferring sovereignty to
the indigenous people of that Territory.

92. As the representative of Spain remarked a few
moments ago, it is natural that the Spanish Govern
ment should have reservations on some of the recom
mendations. In our opinion, a selective choice of these
recommendations would not be in keeping with the
goodwill shown by Spain as regards the dispatch of the
Special Committee's representatives to the Territory.
If Spain accepts some of these recommendations and
rejects others-this was the reason why it abstained
in the Fourth Committee and will again abstain here
in a few moments' time-my delegation would like to
request some clarification concerning what we re
garded as being the very basis of Spanish policy, a
policy on which Spain was congratulated by the Special
Committee, the Fourth Committee, the representatives
of Cameroon and the African Governments for the
understanding it has shown in this matter.

93. In the Fourth Committee, the Cameroonian dele
gation expressed its fear and apprehension that the
attitude of the Spanish Government might reopen the
issue of the Fundamental Law of 1963 which was ap
proved by a referendum and which endorsed the unity
of the Territory. I am happy to learn that the Spanish
Government is prepared to accept the verdict of the
people, which will emerge from the conference, but
our doubts are [usttffed by the fact that our request
for clarification has not been answered, that is, our
request for an assurance that the results of the con
ference will not reopen the question of territorial
integrity, which is an accomplished fact. Our fears
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have been justified by the fact that in Madrid itself
the President of the local autonomous government
pointed out, as had the Special Committee, that there
is an active minority which are the spokesmen for the
interests of Spanish residents in the Territory. We
are not unduly concerned about these spokesmen for
the interests of Spanish residents, in view of the sup
port of the Spanish Government which has been em
bodied in a Fundamental Law recognizing the unity of
the country.

94. But if these assurances are not given in the
Fourth Commi ttee and if we are told here that we
must simply accept all the decisions ofthe conference,
we still have the right in the plenary meeting to ask
ourselves whether our misgivings are not founded
and whether the position of the Bubis of Fernando P60
arid the Spanish colony on the island-what the Special
Committee called foreign interests-might not, as was
stated by the President of the government council in
Madrid, alter the very purpose of the Fundamental
Law and the reason for which all the delegations
have oongratulated the Spanish Government.

95. I am not expecting any further clarification on
this point. I consider that, if the constitutional con
ference simply reflects the wishes of the people, and
only the people and their interests, there can be no
doubt that this will be consistent with territorial
unity. The reservations I am now making and the
doubts which I express from this rostrum arise from
the fact that I have not heard an affirmative answer
to the effect that no eventuality of this kind will result
from the conference.
96. My delegation reserves the right to reopen this
issue at the twenty-second session of the General As
sembly if our present doubts prove to be well-founded.

97. I should like to conclude by joining in congratu
lating Spain, as we have always done. That country has
good relations with my own; the Cameroonian delega
tion is entitled to tell Spain here that we have hailed all
the steps taken to decolonize its neighbouring Terri
tories. However, precisely because of the friendship
between our two countries, whenever we think a step
does not go far enough, or is not sufficiently objective,
we are entitled to say that the idea of territorial in
tegrity is one of the factors that must condition all
other steps leading to independence.

98. When the Spanish representative said just now that
Equatorial Guinea would itself be able to safeguard its
territorial integrity only when it became a Member of
the United Nations, my delegation does not feel that
this in any way reflected upon the unity of the Terri
tory; on the contrary, we assume that this means that
the Territory is independent as a unit and that ipso
facto the Spanish Government will cease to safeguard
its integrity and sovereignty because it will have be
come a Member of the United Nations. Those are the
conclusions we have drawn from the Spanish repre
sentative's statement on this subj ... L. I venture to hope
that we have not misunderstood him, and that this was
precisely what he meant.

99. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now proceed
to vote on the various draft resolutions before it.
Recorded votes have been requested and will be taken
on all the proposals before the Assembly under agenda
item 23.

100. I invite the Assembly to turn its attention first
to the draft resolution concerning French Somaliland
[A/6583, para. 11]. I would draw the attention of the
Assembly to the financial implications of the draft
resolution [A/6600]. A separate recorded vote has
been requested on operative paragraph 4 of the draft
resolution •. If there is no objection, I shall put that
paragraph to the vote first.

A recorded vote was teken,

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelo
russian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon, Ceylon ,
Chile, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, Finland, Ghana, Greece, Guinea,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland,
Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon,
Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Malawi, Malaysta, Maldive
Islands f Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Nigeria, Norway,
Pakistan, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Romania, Saudi Arabia, Sierra Leone, Singapore,
Somalia, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Thailand, Trinidad
and Tobago, Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet So
cialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics,
United Arab Republic, United Republic of Tanzania,
Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Portugual, South Africa.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada,
Central African Republic, Chad, China, Colombia,
Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Republic of),
Costa Rica, Dahomey, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Gabon,
Guatemala, Haiti, Honduras, Israel, Italy, Laos,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Panama,
Rwanda, Senegal, Spain, Togo, Turkey, United Kingdom
of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United States
of America, Upper Volta,

Operative paragraph 4 was adopted by 72 votes to
2~ with 39 abstentions.V

101. The PRESIDENT: I shall now put to the vote the
draft resolution [A/6583, para. 11] as a whole.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi ,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cameroon,
Canada, Ceylon, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo
(Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Republic of), Costa
Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Denmark,
Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Honduras,
Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland,
Ivory Coast, '§.I,~ Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho , Liberia, Libya,
Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Mali, Mauritania,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Sierra Leone, Singapore,

Y The delegation of the Ivory Coast subsequently stated that it wished
to be recorded as having abstained in the vote on paragraph 4 [see be
low, para. 137].
§j The delegation of the Ivory Coast subsequently stated that it wished

to be recorded as having abstained in the vote on the draft resolution
[see below, para. 137].
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Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda,
Ukrainian Soviet Socialis t Republic, Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic, United
Republic of Tanzania, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Portugal.

Abstaining: Austria, Belgium, Central African Re
public, Chad, Dahomey, Gabon, Haiti, Israel, Italy,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Netherlands, Niger, Sene
gal, South Africa, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America, Upper
Volta.

The draft resolution as a whole was adopted by 95
votes to 1, with 18 abstentions.

102. The PRESIDENT: Several delegations have asked
to speak in explanation of vote. Ipropose, with the ap
proval of the Assembly, to have all explanations of vote
after the voting.

103. The Assembly will now turn to the two draft
resolutions recommended by the Fourth Committee
on Ifni , Spanish Sahara and EquatoriaIGuinea[A/6623,
para. 20]. I would draw the attention of the Assembly
to the reports of the Fifth Committee on the financial
implications of these draft resolutions [A/6608 and
A/6607].

104. Draft resolution I refers to the question of Ifni
and Spanish Sahara. A separate recorded vote has been
requested on the phrase "in consultation with the
Governments of Mauritania and Morocco and any other
interested party" in operative paragraph 4. The As
sembly will now vote on that phrase.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re
public," Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Re
public, Ceylon , Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Demo
~ratic Republic of), Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia,
Dahomey , Denmark, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, Ghana,
Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Hungary, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Iraq, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar,
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Mali, Mauritania, Mon
golia, Morocco, Nepal, Niger , Nigeria, Norway, Philip
pines, Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Sene
gal, Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sudan, Sweden, Syria,
Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey,
Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of
Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Republic,
United Republic of 'T'anzania, Upper Volta, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Portugal, South Africa, Spain.

Abstaining: Argentina, Australia, Austria, Belgium,
Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, France,
Haiti, Honduras, Iceland, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Laos,
Luxembourg, Malawi, Mexico, Netherlands, New
Zealand, Nicaragua, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay,
Peru, Somalia, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America, Uruguay,
Venezuela.

The phrase "in consultation with the Governments
of Mauritania. and Morocco and any other interested
party" in operative paragraph 4 was adopted by 75
votes to 3, with 37 abstentions.

105. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on draft resolution I as a whole [A/6623, para. 20].

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Albania, Algeria, Argentina, Australia,
Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi,
Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Republic, Cambodia,
Cameroon, Canada, Central African Republic, Ceylon,
Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo (Brazzaville),
Congo (Democratic Republic of), Costa Rica, Cuba,
Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Denmark, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Hungary, Iceland, India,
Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory
Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg, Mada
gascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Mali,
Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, NetherJands ,
New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway,
Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Poland, Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal,
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Sudan, Sweden,
Syria, Thailand, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia,
Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Republic,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Re
public, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Venezuela, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Portugal, Spain.

Abstaining: Belgium, Dominican Republic, France,
Honduras, Mexico, South Africa, United States of
America. Uruguay.

Draft resolution I as a whole was adopted by 105
votes to 4, with 8 abstentions.

106. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on draft resolution II [A/6623, para. 20J which con
cerns the question of Equatorial Guinea.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Australia, Austria, Belgium, Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Socialist Soviet Re
public, Cambodia, Cameroon, Canada, Central Afri
can Republic, Ceylon , Chad, Chile, China, Colombia,
Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Republic of),
Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, Dahomey,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, El Salvador, Ethiopia,
Finland, Gabon, Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea,
Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, Iceland, India, Indonesia,
Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica,
Japan, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho ,
Liberia, Libya, Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi,
Malaysia, Maldive Islands, Mali, Mauritania, Mon
golia, Morocco, Nepal, Netherlands, New Zealand,
Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Norway, Pakistan, Panama,
Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland, Romania,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singa
pore, Somalia, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrai
nian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist
Republics, United Arab Republic, United Republic of
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Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining- France, Mexico, Portugal, South Africa,
Spain, United Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern
Ireland, United States of America.

Draft resolution 11 was a.dopted by 109 votes to none,
with 7 abstentions.

107. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly will now vote
on the two draft resolutions concerning territories
not considered separately by the Committee [A/6628,
para. 19].

108. I put to the vote first draft resolution I.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Algeria, Argentina, Austra
lia. Austria, Bolivia, Brazil, Burma, Burundi, Cam
bodia, Cameroon , Canada, Central African Republic,
Ceylon, Chad, Chile, China, Colombia, Congo (Brazza
ville) , Congo (Democratic Republic of), Costa Rica,
Cuba, Cyprus, Dahomey, Denmark, Dominican Re
public, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Finland, Gabon,
Ghana, Greece, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Honduras,
Iceland, India, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel,
Italy, Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Japan, Jordan, Kenya,
Kuwait, Laos, Lebanon, Lesotho , Liberia, Libya,
Luxembourg, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, Maldive
Islands, Mali, Mauritania, Morocco, Nepai , Nether
lands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Niger, Nigeria, Nor
way, Pakistan, Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone, Singa
pore, Spain, Sudan, Sweden, Syria, Thailand, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, United
Arab Republic, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United Republic of Tanzania, United
States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Belgium, §J Bulgaria, Byelorussian
Soviet Socialist Republic, Czechoslovakia, France,
Hungary, Mexico, Mongolia, Poland, Portugal,
Romania, South Africa, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics.

Draft resolution I was adopted by 101 votes to none,
with 14 abstentions.

109. The PRESIDENT: We now come to the vote on
draft resolution H. A separate recorded vote has been
requested on operative paragraph 4 thereof, and if
there is no objection I shall put it to the vote.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Bulgaria,
Burma, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re
public, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Repub
lic, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Colombia, Congo (Brazza
ville), Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Ethiopia, Gabou, Ghana,
Guinea, Honduras, Hungary, India, Indonesia, Iraq,
Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho,

!2J The delegation of Belgium subsequently Informed the Chairman
that It WIshed to have Its vote recorded as having been In favour of the
draft resolution.

Liberia, Libya, Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania,
Mexico, Mongolia, Morocco, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria,
Pakistan, Panama, Poland, Homania, Rwanda, Saudi
Arabia, Senegal, Sierra Leone •. Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sudan, Syria, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist Repuhlic ,
Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United Arab Re
public, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper Volta,
Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Australia, Belgium, Canada, Denmark,
France, Greece, Iceland, Japan, Luxembourg, Nether
lands, New Zealand, Norway, Philippines, Portugal,
South Africa, Sweden, United Kingdom of Great Britain
and Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining: Argentina, Austria, Bolivia, Brazil,
China, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, Finland, Guatemala, Haiti, Iran, Ireland,
Israel, Italy, Ivory Coast, Laos, Madagascar, Mal
dive Islands, Nicaragua, Paraguay, Peru, Thailand,
Turkey, Uruguay, Venezuela.

Operative paragraph 4 of draft resolution 11 was
edopced by 72 votes to 18, with 27 abstentions.

110. The PRESIDENT: I now put to the vote draft
resolution 11 as a whole.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Bolivia, Brazil, Bulgaria, Burma, Burundi, Byelo
russian Soviet Socialist Repuhlic , Cambodia, Came
roon, Central African Republic, Ceylon , Chad, Chile,
China, Colombia, Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Demo
cratic Republic of), Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czecho
slovakia, Dahomey, Ecuador, El "alvador , Ethiopia,
Gabon, Ghana, Guatemala, Guinea, Haiti, Honduras,
Hungary, Indi a, Indonesia, Iran, Iraq, Ireland, Israel,
Ivory Coast, Jamaica, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Laos,
Lebanon, Lesotho, Liberia, Libya, Madagascar,
Malawi, Malaysia, Mali, Mauritania, Mexico, Mon
golia, Morocco, Nepal, Niger, Nigeria, Pakistan,
Panama, Paraguay, Peru, Philippines, Poland,
Romania, Rwanda, Saudi Arabia. Senega.l, Sierra
Leone, Singapore, Somalia, Spain, Sudan, Syria, Togo,
Trinidad and Tobago, Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrai
nian Soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Sootalist
Republics, United Arab Republic, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Venezuela, Yemen,
Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: None.

Abstaining: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada,
Denmark, Dominican Republic, Finland, France,
Greece, Iceland, Italy, Japan, Luxembourg, Maldive
Islands, Netherlands, New Zealand, Nicaragua, Nor
way, Portugal, South Africa, Sweden, Thailand, United
Kingdom of Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America.

Draff. resolution 11 as a whole was adopted by 93
votes to none, with 24 abstentions.

111. The PRESIDENT: May I now invite Members of
the Assembly to turn their attention to a consensus
adopted by the Fourth Committee, concerning the
Falkland Islands (Malvinas) [A/6628, para. 13]. If I
hear no objection, I shall take it that the General
Assembly approves this consensus.
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The General Assembly approved the consensus
adopted by the Fourth Committee.

Mr. Pazhwak (Afghanis tan) r~sumed the Chair.

112. The PRESIDENT: We still have requests from
some representatives to speak in explanation of vote
after the vote. The list before me consists of ten
speakers in explanation of vote. I have already drawn
the attention of Members to the limited time we have
at our disposal. I wish to express my gratitude and
appreciation to the representatives of Somalia,
Ethiopia, Morocco and Mauritania, who have agreed
to refrain from speaking, although they are on the list
for explanations of vote, on the understanding that
their statements will appear in full in the verbatim
record as they are submitted to the Secretariat in
writing. This encourages me to appeal to all other
Members whose names are on the list to try to find
it possible to agree to this understanding also, In
case some of them do not, thenIwould appeal to them,
as has been decided by the Assembly, to limit their
explanations of vote to explanation of their votes and
to refrain from any observations that may not be a
part of the explanation of votes and which might make
it necessary for any other representative to exercise
his right of reply.

113. Therefore, in the light of the considerations I
have mentioned, and if I hear no objection r I shall take
it that the other representatives also agree to that
arrangement, namely, that they shal! refrain from
speaking and that when they submit their statements
in writing to the Secretariat, those statements will
appear in full in the verbatim record.

1140 If the representative of Spain, as I understand,
does not agree to this, then I would appeal to him, as
I have already done, to please confine himself to his
remarks in explanation of vote only.

115. If any other speakers do not agree to this
arrangement, I will call on them when they request
me to do so. However, I do want to express my
gratitude to the four delegations who have so agreed,
and would also appreciate it if others were to refrain
from speaking.

116. I call on the representative of Spain in explana
tion of vote.

117. Mr. AZNAR (Spain) (translated i'rom Spanish):
I very much regret that I must once more take up the
time of the Assembly, but there is no help for it if
three draft resolutions of direct interest to Spain are
put to the vote at the same time at the same meeting.
In the circumstances I have to say a few words in
explanation of our vote.

118. Spain voted for the resolution on Gibraltar
adopted by the Fourth Committee, and has again voted
for it in this General Assembly, because it considers
that it contains constructive elements. In fact, it calls
for greater speed in the decolonization of Gibraltar,
in co-operation with spatn, and recalls the consensus
adopted by the Committee of Twenty-four on 16 Oc
tober 1964 and ratified by the General Assembly in
resolution 2070 (XX).

119. That consensus invited Spain and the United
Kingdom to reach a negotiated solution of the problem
of Gibraltar, bearing in mind resolution 1514 (XV).

As representatives will remember, paragraph 6 of
that resolution stipulates that disruption of the national
unity and the territorial integrity of a country is in
compatible with the United Nations Charter.

120. The resolution we have just voted on also re
quests that the process of decotonizatton of Gibraltar
should not be delayed or hindered, asserting the Gen
eral Assembly's competence and thus reaffirming the
item's political and colonial character and excluding
the possibility of the question of Gibraltar being re
moved from the political sphere and referred to an
international tribunal.

121. The resolution, lastly, calls on Spain and the
United Kingdom, in their negotiations, to take into
account the interests of tlte people, a thing which my
country requested in .tie Committee of Twenty-four
in 1963, and which was stated in the same words in
the consensus of the COl'Yl"TI.ittee of Twenty-four in
1964.

122. For Spain, the inhabitants of Gibraltar have in
terests that Spain fully respects. In the Fourth Com
mittee my delegation said: 11 (~ Both countries should
undertake without delay to negotiate a statute designed
to protect the interests of the residents of Gibraltar
once the Territory's colonial situation has been re
solved. This statute would be registered with the
United Nations; (~) If Spain and the United Kingdom
are unable to agree on the statute, the Spanish Govern
ment is prepared to submit for the consideration and
eventual approval of the Secretary-General of the
United Nations a draft statute for the inhabitants of
Gibraltar in which all the rights enjoyed by any human.
society are recognized, save the right to dispose of a
piece of Spanish territory, such action being con
trary to General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). para
graph 6 of which calls for respect for the territorial
integrity and national unity of colonized coun~ries.llli

123. I must admit-as the Spanish delegation explained
in the Fourth Committee-that during the six months
of Spanish-British negotiations, the United Kingdom
h3S said nothing to Spain regarding the interests of
the Gibraltartans that are to be protected once the
Rock is decolontzed, It has limited itself to discus sing
With us legal titles dating back to 1713, as well '....s other
titles which, according to Great Britain, were sup
posedly acquired at the end of the last century over a
Spanish territory adjacent to Gibraltar.

124. The first time we heard any concrete and speci
fic mention of the interests of the Gibraltarians or
what those interests might be was from a petitioner
from Gibraltar last Saturday (1679th meeting) in the
Fourth Comrr-tttee, In explaining the claims of those
he represents, the petitioner gave us the impression
that he had faith only in the protection offered by
Great Britain and that he did not have the slightest
confidence in the United 'Nations guarantee offered
by Spain to be the spokesman for and protector of
Gibraltarians' interests. In fact, the petitioner was
not stmoly defending his own interests, which would
have been logical and acceptable; he was also de
fending the perpetuation of Britain's sovereign con
trol over the military base of Gibraltar.

ZI General Assembly, Official Records, XXIst session, Fourth Com
mittee, 1671st meeting, para. 27.
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125. I hope that the negotiations based on the con
sensus of the Committee of Twenty-four 0 on General
Assembly resolution 2070 (XX), and on the resolution
we have just adopted will enable Spain and the United
Kingdom, in accordance with the proposals of Spain,
within the period of time stipulated in that last resolu
tion, and with the assistance of the Secretary-General,
to find a negotiated solution to end Gibraltar's colonial
status as the United Nations has requested since 1964.

126. Before I leave the rostrum, I should like to say
that I express my best wishes for an early solution of
the problem of the Falkland Islands, with regard to
which the people of Argentina, which has historical
title and legal and human arguments justifying its
claim, awaits a decision that will re-establish the
rule of justice in that Territory, whose sovereignty
must return to Argentina without undue delay.

127. The PRESIDENT: I have been informed by the
representatives of Italy, the United States of America,
Ecuador and Mexico that they are in agreement with
the unde rstai.ding that I announced on behalf of the
other delegations which kindly agreed to my request.

128. The only speaker now on the list is the repre
sentative of the United Kingdom, on whom I now call.

129. Lord CARADON (United Kingdom): Mr. Presi
dent, I should have been happy to respond to the appeal
which you made to all of us, but since the representa
tive of Spain has spoken on this subject of direct con
cern to my country I would wish very shortly to ex
plain why my delegation voted in favour of the draft
resolution this morning.

130. In the remarkable debate onGibraltar which took
place in the Fourth Committee there was one issue
and one conclusion of outstanding importance, and
it was that conclusion which enabled my delegation to
vote for the resolution. It was simply this: that it is
essential to take account of the wishes of the people.

131. We warmly welcome the virtual unanimity of
the Fourth Committee in support of that basic prin
ciple and the unanimity which we have seen today. We
are glad that the Spanish delegation has accepted that
that principle must be written into the resolution. The
insistence that this vital principle must be regarded
and respeoted was right and necessary, It was right
and necessary, for Article 73 of the Charter lays it
down that the interests of the inhabitants must be
paramount. With this principle of the Charter in mind
I have only three other things to say, very briefly.

132. First, we are delighted that the amendment was
proposed and accepted, because we could never agree
that decolonization would mean the incorporation of
Gibraltar into Spain against the wishes of the people.
With the amendment, the resolution is absolutely
clear on that point.

133. Secondly, nothing ccn prejudge in any way the
question of the type of decolonization which would
best fit the circumstances of Gibraltar. Nor does
the resolution itselI prejudge that question.
134. Thirdly, I state our readiness to continue the
negotiations, with every wish and intention of arriving
at a satisfactory conclusion.

135. For those reasons we were glad to vote for the
resolution.

136. The PRESIDENT: Before we proceed to the next
item, I call on the representative of the Ivory Coast.

137. Mr. AKE (Ivory Coast) (translated from French):
I have asked to speak on my delegation's behalf in
order to correct the vote cast by my delegation on
the draft resolution concerning French Somaltland,
As may be easily seen in the Fourth Committee's
report (A/6583, para. 10), my delegation abstained
in the vote on operative paragraph 4 and on the text
as a whole. Now, when the vote was taken here, the
Ivory Coast delegation did not take part in the vote
on paragraph 4 and voted in favour of the text as a
whole. I should like to repeat what we said in the
Fourth Committee [1666th meeting], namely, that,
in our opinion, United Nations intervention in this
matter is inadvisable and we feel that such a resolu
tion is unnecessary.

138. Consequently, we would like it to be placed on
record that the Ivory Coast delegation abstains as re
gards both operative paragraph 4 and the text as a
whole.

139. The PRESIDENT: Before we proceed to the next
item, I should like to make an announcement relating
to agenda item 23.

140. I have been informed by the Secretary-General
that he has received a letter from the Permanent
Representative of Denmark concerning that country's
participation in the work of the Committee of Twenty
four; With the permission of the Members of the
Assembly, I shall read the text of that letter:

"Upon instructions from my Government I have
the honour to infcrm you that Denmark has de
cided to withdraw from the Special Committee on
the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries
and Peoples.

"As you will be aware, Mr. Secretary-General,
the Danish Government has always taken great in
terest in the colonial problems and has, within its
capabilities. devoted great efforts to the furtherance
of the process of deoolonizatton, The decision taken
by my Government does in no way affect its position
on these matters.

"I should be grateful if you would be so good as to
bring the text of this letter to the attention of the
President of the General Assembly as soon as
possible. "

141. As a result of Denmark's withdrawal from the
Committee of Twenty-four, I nominate Finland to
fiIl that vacancy.

142. If there is no objection, I shall take it that the
General Assembly agrees to appoint Finland a member
of the Special Committee.

It was so decided.

1>13. Mr. MALECELA (United Republic of Tanzania):
On behalf of my own delegation and, indeed, as Vice
Chairman of the Committee of Twenty-four for the
year 1966, I want to express our appreciation to the
delegation of Denmark for its effective participation
in the deliberations of the Committee on decoloniza
tton, Indeed, it will not be an exaggeration if I say
that Denmark took a keen interest in the problems of
de colonization. Thus, it participated in our meetings
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in Africa through the participation of the Permanent
Representative of Denmark. It participated also in
the work of the sub-committee which visited Equa
torial Guinea-a visit whose outcome was approved a
few minutes ago by this Assembly.

144. We therefore hope that the representative of
Denmark will convey our remarks to his Government.
We hope also that Denmark will continue to support
decolonization with the same vigour it showed in parti
cipation in the work of the Committee of Twenty-four.

145. May I also take this opportunity to welcome
F inland to the membership of the Committee of Twenty
four. Indeed we, as the Tanzanian delegation, look
forward to the participation of Finland in the Com
mittee's work.

146. Mr. President, as I am unlikely to take the floor
again during the present Assembly, I want also to ex
press to you our appreciation for the excellent manner
in which you have conducted this session. Certainly,
you deserve our appreciation and, indeed, our respect.

147. The PRESIDENT: We shall now take up agenda
items 64 and 71. The Fourth Committee recommends
two draft resolutions for adoption by the Assembly
[A/6626, para. 9].

148. Since draft resolution I was adopted unanimously
in the Fourth Committee, may I take it that the
General Assembly also adopts it unanimously?

Draft resolution I was adopted unanimously.

149. The PRESIDENT: Draft resolution 11 was also
adopted unanimously by the Fourth Committee. May I
consider that the General Assembly also adopts it
unanimously?

Draft resolution 11was adopted tuumimously,

150. The PRESIDENT: We turn now to agenda items
66 and 68. There are three draft resolutions recom
mended by the Fourth Committee [A/6625, para. 13].
We shall now proceed to vote on them.

Draft resolution I was adopted by 112 votes to 2,
with 1 abstention.

Draft resolution 11 was adopted by 112 votes to 2,
with 1 abs tention.

Draft resolution III was adopted by 112 voter to :~,

with 2 abstentions.

151. The PRESIDENT: We come now to agenda item
70. I put to the vote the draft resolution recommended
by the Fourth Committee [A/6622, .para. 9].

152. A roll-call vote had been requested by the dele
gation of Saudi Arabia, but he has agreed to a recorded
vote of the kind we have taken on other items, and I
thank him.

A recorded vote was taken.

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Argentina,
Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialist Re
public, Cambodia, Cameroon, Central African Re
public, Ceylon, Chad, Chile, Congo (Brazzaville),
Congo (Democratic Republic of), Cuba, Cyprus,
Czechoslovakia, Dahomey, Gabon, Ghana, Greece,
Guatemala, Guinea, Hungary, Indonesia, Iraq, Ivory
Coast, Jordan, Kenya, Kuwait, Lebanon, Lesotho,

Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Malawi, Maldive Islands,
Mali, Mauritania, Mongolia, Morocco, Niger. Nigeria,
Pakistan, Panama, Philippines, Poland, Romania,
Rwanda, Saudi Arabia, Senegal, Singapore, Somalia,
Spain, Sudan, Syria, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago,
Tunisia, Turkey, Uganda, Ukrainian Soviet Socialist
Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist Republics, United
Arab Republic, United Republic of Tanzania, Upper
Volta, Yemen, Yugoslavia, Zambia.

Against: Australia, Austria, Belgium, Canada, Den
mark, Finland, Iceland, Israel, Italy, Luxembourg,
Netherlands, New Zealand, Norway, Portugal, South
Africa, Sweden, United King.Iom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland, United States of America.

Abstaining: Eolivia, Brazil, Burma, China, Colom
bia, Costa Rica, Dominican Republic, Ecuador, El
Salvador, Ethiopia, France, Haiti, Honduras, India,
Iran, Ireland, Jamaica, Japan, Laos, Malaysia, Mexico,
Nepal, Nicaragua, Peru, Sierra Leone, Thailand,
Uruguay, Venezuela.

The draft resolution was adopted by 70 votes to 18,
with 28 abstentions.

153. The PRESiDENT: I give the floor to the repre
sentative of Iran for explanation of vote.

154. Mr. ESFANDIARY (Iran): Mr. President, heed
ing your appeal, I shall not repeat the position of my
Government on the question of Oman, which is already
stated in the records of this Assembly. I should like,
however, merely to say that, if a separate vote had
been taken on operative paragraph 5, my delegation
would have voted in favour.

155. The PRESIDENT: That concludes our considera
tion of agenda item 70. The next item before the As
sembly is item 65, on the question of South West
Africa. In this connexion the Fourth Committee sub
mitted a further report relating to the hearing of peti
tioners (A/6458/Add.l). Unless I hear any objection, I
shall take it that the Assembly takes note of that re
port of the Fourth Committee.

The Assembly took note of the report of the Fourth
Committee.

156. The PRESIDENT: The Assembly is also seized
of a draft resolution submitted by a number of Member
States [A/L.511 and Add.L],

157. Mr. ARKHURST (Ghana): Once again during its
current session the General Assembly has before it
the question of South West Africa. The second con
sideration of this item has been necessitated by recent
political developments in that Territory. As there
port of the Fourth Committee on the subject indicates,
the matter has been given some consideration in that
Committee. The delegation of Ghana, however, feels
that it has a duty, not only to the indigenous population
of South West Africa but also to this Organization, to
make a few comments during the debate on the item of
South West Africa in the General Assembly.

158. It will be recalled that the question of South
West Africa was taken up by the General Assembly at
several plenary meetings at the beginning of this
session in order to enable the United Nations to pro
nounce itself unequivocally on the question of the Man
date under which South West Africa was administered
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by the Government of South Africa. After long debates
and negotiations on the matter. the General Assembly,
at its 1454th plenary meeting on 27 October 1966. de
cided that the Mandate conferred on His Britannic
Ma.jesty to be exercised on his behalf by the Govern
ment of the Union of South Africa was terminated and
that South Africa had no other right to administer the
Territory, and that henceforth South West Africa came
under the direct responsibility of the United Nations.
The extent to which that decision represented the
conscience of mankind and the common will of this
world Organization can be inferred from the over
whelming vote by which that decision of the General
Assembly was taken.

159. Although it was not possible to create an Ad
ministering Authority for the Territory of South
West Africa simultaneously with the decision to ter
minate South Africa!s Mandate over South West Africa,
it is the view of my delegation that the decision ar
rived at, as reflected in resolution 2145 (XXI). consti
tutes the reality of the political situation in the United
Nations regarding that 'I'errltcry. We cannot deny that
a legal vacuum has been created but we are firm in
our belief that the United Nations will find an imme
diate and practical solution for this temporary hiatus
regarding the administration of the Territory. Be that
as it may, my delegation feels that any political con
sideration of the Territory ofSouth West s.f'rtca should
be undertaken et the present time within the context
of the letter of resolution 2145 (XXI). In operative
paragraph 4 of this resolution we read:

"henceforth South West Africa comes under the
direct responsibility of the United Nations",

and operative paragraph 5 states:

"The General Assembly

"Resolves that in these circumstances the United
Nations must discharge those respons ibiltties with
respect to South West Africa."

160. Those words indicate clearly that the United
Nations has assumed certain responsibilities and is
bound to discharge those responsibilities. Any prob
lem arising out of the Territory must. therefore, be
given due consideration by the United Nations on the
basis of the responsibilities U has assumed under
its resolution 2145 (XXI).

161. The General Assembly will observe that certain
information has been provided on this Territory which
gives cause for grave concern as it indicates a con
temptuous flouting of the decision of this Assembly by
the racist Government of South Africa. According to
this information, the Government of South Africa. which
no longer has any right in the Territory, announced on
30 November 1966 that regulations would be devised for
the transfer of the residents of the old native location
at Windhoek to a new location at Katutura, It will be
recalled that the indigenous inhabitants who are to be
affected by these regulations have always opposed such
a mass transfer of population, even as far back as
1959 when it was first attempted. The insistence of
South Africa's administration on its policy of removing
the indigenous inhabitants led to disturbances in
December 1959 in which eleven Africans were killed
und many others injured. Since then the South West
Africans have consistently opposed removal of their

population, because of their opposition to the extension
of apartheid to their country. They are still opposed
to that policy.

162. We are further tntorrner: that. on 1 December
1966, three SWAPO leaders were arrested under the
Suppression of Communism Act. They are Mr.
Nathaniel Maxuiriri, Mr. John Ja otto and Mr. Jason
Matumbulua, Another SWAPO leader. Mr. Toivo Ja
Toivo, was arrested earlier in September this year
~y the South African police and is reportedly being
held under the 180-day detention provision of the
same Act.

163. Since our time for the consideration of this
question is short, I will not dwell at length on the
oeher illegal acts which have been perpetrated by
the South African Government in South West Africa
since the adoption of resolution 2145 (XXI). Suffice it
to say that the extension of the policy of apartheid to
South West Africa and the arbitrary arrest and de
tention of law-abiding indigenous people by the Govern
ment of South Africa in South West Africa are clear
violations of the letter and spirit not only of the
Charter of the United Nations but also of resolution
2145 (XXI).

164. The delegation of Ghana would like to go on
record once again to confirm the incontestable fact
that the Pretoria regime no longer enjoys the Mandate
by which it has administered South West Africa. Its
entitlement and rights under that Mandate were ter
minated by the United Nations on 27 October 1966,
and its present activities in the Territory are, there
fore, manifestly unlawful. That is even more true
when it is considered that operative paragraph 7 of
General Assembly resolution 2145 (XXI) calls upon
the Government of South Africa to refrain and desist
from any acts, constitutional, administrative, political
or otherwise, which will in any manner whatsoever
alter or tend to alter the present international status
of South West Africa. In our view the Pretoria r~gime

has clearly violated that clause of the resolution, and
the United Nations must be quick to reach a decision
on how best such illegal acts may be avoided in the
future.

165. In our opinion, South Africa must again be re
minded of its duty to co-operate with the United Nations
and to desist from taking such political or other action
in the Territory of South West Africa as can lead only
to clashes with the indigenous inhabitants, as well as
make inevitable a head-on collision with the United
Nations.

166. As far as the decision to remove the inhabitants
of the Windhoek location to Katutura and the arbitrary
arrests and detention of political leaders are con
cerned, we in Ghana have no hesitation at all in con
demning these illegal acts of the Government of South
Africa as criminal and inhumane.

167. Representatives will observe that a draft reso
lution [A/L.511 and Add.L] on this question. co
sponsored by a number of Afro-Asian countries, has
been submitted. I now take this opportunity to announce
certain revisions to this draft.

168. In the last paragraph of the preamble and in
paragraphs 1 and 2 of the operative part of the draft
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resolution, the words "illegal acts" have now been
substituted for the words "acts of aggression".

169. In view of the short time that the General As
sembly has at its disposal, and the fact that many
delegations have explained to the eo-sponsors that
they have not had enough time to study the matter
and to seek instructions from their various Govern
ments, I have been authorized by the eo-sponsors to
state that we shall not press our draft resolution to
a vote at this time, OD the understanding that this
draft resolution and all the records of discussions on
the matter will be referred to the Committee of
Twenty-four with a view to their making recommenda
tions to the special session of the General Assembly
in April 1967. We trust that this arrangement will
suit the convenience of the Assembly.

170. Mr. GHAREKHAN (India): One of the most im
portant decisions taken by the General Assembly at
its current session was undoubtedly resolution 2145
(XXI) of 27 October 19G6. Under the terms of that
resolution the General Assembly, conscious of its
obligations to the people suffering under colonial
domination anywhere and, in particular, in South West
Africa, and acting within the terms of the Charter
and in conformity with its almost universally recog
nized competence. terminated the Mandate conferred
upon His Britannic Majesty to be exercised on his
behalf by the Government of the Union ofSouth Africa.
Under the same historic resolution, the General As
sembly also declared that South Africa had no other
right to administer the Territory and that South West
Africa henceforth came under the direct responsibility
of the United Nations. What is more important, the
General Assembly resolved-and I should like to em
phasize the word "resolved"-to discharge those
responsibilities with respect to South West Africa.

171. Paragraph 7 of resolution 2145 (XXI) called
upon the Government of South Africa:

"••• forthwith to refrain and desist from any ac
tion, constitutional, admhistrative, political or
otherwise, which will in any manner whatsoever
alter or tend to alter the present international
status of South West Africa."

172. The response of the racists of South Africa to
this call of the world community has been predictably
negative and defiant. South Africa's response was to
extend to the Territory all its hideous policies of
apartheid and racial discrimination in various fields
of social intercourse. The last of the series of such
acts was the appointment of the notorious Odendaal
Commission.

173. The General Assembly p as was to be expected
reacted very strongly to the recommendations of the
Odendaal Commission and declared, in its resolution
2074 (XX), that:

". •• any attempt to partition the Territory or to
take any unilateral action, directly or indirectly,
preparatory thereto constitutes a violation of the
Mandate and of resolution 1514 (XV)."

174. The prcvtstonal summary record of the !679th
meeting of the Fourth Committee, however, contains
some very disturbing information. We find therein
that the South African Government has formulated

plans to remove, by force if necessary. the entire
African community fro IT! its location at: Windhoek to
a new location in Katutura, It will be recalled that a
similar move by the South African Government in
19f'9 led to violent opposition by the Africans, eleven
of whom died and many of whom were injured during
the disturbances that followed. Despite all efforts by
local and South African officials by persuasion, offers
of compensation and various forms of pressure, to
secure their removal to Katutura , tnousands of Afri
cans and some Coloureds remained in the old Iocati - ''1,

The present plans of the South African Government ase
conclusive evidence of its determination to go ahead
with the implementation of the Odendaal Commission
report, thus once again demonstrating its utter con
tempt for the world Organization.

175. M? ;~,; 1,L";~ation. along with many others; has sub
mtttr: ", '.:ra';'\ resolution to this Assembly [A/L.511
and .1.\.1:..;,1;. '~'h3 draft resolution seeks to give voice
to 1;',' ;';: :~:'i~ ~.oncern which the sponsors feel about the
report., of the latest actions of the South African
Government, These actions! coming -s they do after
the momentous resolution adopted less than two
months ago, must be regarded as being illegal and
invalid, since that Government has been deprived of
any locus standi whatever in the Territory of South
West Africa. The General Assembly, in its resolution
2145 (XXI). has assumed a very grave responstbiltty
in full awareness of all the implications involved.

176. The time has now come-as it was bound to come
sooner or later-to assert the authority of the United
Nations 0 As a first step towards discharging these
responsibilities, the least the General Assembly can
do is to denounce these illegal acts committed by South
Africa in South West Africa.

177. That is what the sponsors of the present draft
resotutton call upon the Assembly to do. However, as
was explained by the representative of Ghana, we have
been approached by many of our friends with a request
not to press the draft resolution to a vote. We have
been assured that they agree in principle with the
ideas contained in it, but would require more time to
consult their Governmer.ts to obtain the necessary
instructions in order to be able to support it. The
sponsors are also aware that the General Assembly
is to meet in a special session to consider the ques
tion not later than Apri11967. Furthermore, the Com
mittee of Twenty-four is fully competent to deal wtth
this matter. In the circumstances, the sponsors have
decided not to press the draft resolution to a vote.

178. Mr. Mathys BOTHA (South Africa): Inconnexion
with draft resolution A/L.511 on the question of South
West Africa presently before the Assembly, I wish to
express my. delegation's surprise that the Fourth
Committee at its 1679th meeting decided to reopen
the question of South West Afrtca, particularly as it
was not on the Fourth Committee's agenda for the
current session.

179. The General Assembly decided on 23September
1966 that item 65 should be discussed in plenary
meetings, on the understanding that the petitioners
requesting to speak on this item would be heard by
the Fourth Committee, which would submit a report
on such hearings to the plenary before the latter con
cluded its consideration of the item. That was duly
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done and the report of the Fourth Committee on peti
tioners [A/6458] was prepared and transmitted to the
plenary, where the General Assembly took note of it
on 26 October 1966. This, as announced by the Chuir
man of the Fourth Committee at its 1605th meeting,
disposed of the item.

180. Yet as a result of allegations made on 17 De
cember 1966 in the Fourth Committee on a matter
which was not on the agenda of that Committee. by a
petitioner who is not a South West African but a pro
fessional agitator. recently deported by the Govern
ment of one of the eo-sponsors of the present draft
resolution. we now have before us this draft resolution
which inter alia denounces the South African Govern
ment for what is alleged to be acts of aggression
now amended to read "illegal acts"--committed in
South West Africa.

181. The South African delegation has on many occa
sions in the United Nations, and also at the Inter
national Court of Justice in The Hague, demonstrated
that the statements of petitioners relating to conditions
in South West Africa are Wholly unreliable. In fact, I
wish to stress that, over the years, these allegations
have been of such an unreliable nature that the Counsel
for the Applicant States in the South West Africa case
declined to call any of these petitioners as witnesses
and admitted in open court that the" Applicants have
not relied upon the r.ccuraoy of statements in such
petitions" •

182. At the 1679th meeting of the Fourth Committee,
the petitioner heard by the Committee alleged that the
reported transfer of residents of the old township in
Windhoek to the new one at Katutura would cause an
explosive situation, thus necessitating the presence of
the United Nations in the Territory. It may be men
tioned here that the South West Africa administr-ation
has made available in Katutura living quarters com
plete with all modern facilities for the inhabitants of
the old township, as the unhygienic conditions and the
resultant social evils in the old township are a serious
hazard to the health not only of the population of the
old location, but of the whole community in Windhoek,

183. As opposed to the slum conditions inthepresent
area. the township of Katutura has been well planned.
with modern brick houses on spacious lots. Provision
is made for schools. churches. homes for the elderly.
institutions for the care of the crippled, business
houses, a post office, a bank, a clinic. a sports stadium,
tennis courts, a children's playground. ambulance and
bus services and numerous otherfacilities. No expense
is being spared in providing these facilities in the in
terests of the inhabitants.

184. For the sponsors of the present draft resolution
to consider a reported proposed removal of residents
from unhygienic living quarters in this elum area to
modern hygienic ones as an act of aggression-or,
now, an illegal act-on the part of my Government is
therefore not only a travesty of the truth, but com
pletely uncalled for and irresponsible.

185. I have noted the amendment presented by the
representative of Ghana to substitute the words "illegal
act" for "act of aggression". In thts connexion, the
representatives will all be aware of the serious con
notation attached to the words "act of aggression"

and of the many unsuccessful attempts made within
the United Nations over the years to reach an adequate
definition of the term "act of aggression". Even
though this term has now been deleted from the draft
resolution. my delegation nevertheless would like to
warn against last-minute manceuvres to rush through
the General Assembly, without proper consideration.
a resolution alleging illegal acts by my Government
without adducing any facts and without allowtng proper
and detailed discussion.

186. With regard to the second operative paragraph,
my delegation is not aware of any development in
South West Africa which requires the attention of the
Security Council. For these reasons, my delegation
would have voted against this draft resolution had it
been put to a vote.

187. Mr. ACHKAR (GUinea) (translated from French):
In response to the President's appeal, I shall be ex
tremely brief. First of all. I should like to announce
that Senegal has become a eo-sponsor of the draft
resolution which we are discussing at present. Next,
I should like to say that the reasons which prompted
our delegation to submit this draft resolution so
hastily have already been mentioned by the speakers
who have preceded me, with the exception of the
advocate of apartheid, who has distorted the truth. I
do not propose. therefore, to repeat those reasons. I
wish merely to emphasize that the illegal and criminal
acts committed by the apartheid Government in South
West Africa are part and parcel of the inexorable
execution of the Odendaal plan, with which we are all
familiar. The shift ofpopulations has begun specifically
in implementation of this plan. This is a phenomenon
which is well known In South Africa and nothing that
has been said by the apartheid representative in our
midst can change that fact.

188. South Africa's rebellion against the United
Nations is more than obvious. and has only been con
firmed since the adoption of resolution 2145 (XXI) on
27 October 196(3 during the present session of the
General Assembly. The latest acts brought to the As
sembly's attention are merely a continuation of the
ferocious policy of repression. the purpose of which
is to present the United Nations with a fait ~ncompli
before the Special Committee, which has been set up,
can make its recommendations to the General As sem
bly scheduled to meet in special session next April.

189. I have asked to speak mainly to confirm that my
delegation would also prefer no vote to be taken on
this draft resolution, for the reasons which have al
ready been put forward and which I shall not repeat.
But I should also like to request that this document
and the records of the debate should be transmitted
to the Special Committee of Fourteen which the Presi
dent himself has appointed. so that it may set to work
immediately. Its function is not to rest on laurels
which do not yet exist, but to make recommendations
as rapidly as possible so that, when we meet here
again in April, we shall have before us specific and,
we hope. constructive recommendations.

190. The PRESIDENT: The Secretariat has taken
note of the revlsions proposed to draft resolution
A/L.511 and Add.1. It is my understanding that the
sponsors of this draft resolution do not wish to press
the draft resolution, as revised. to a vote. If the
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General Assembly has no Jhjection, the relevant
records of the Fourth Committee and of the General
Assembly in plenary session will be transmitted to the
Committee- of Twenty-four f01' further consideration.

It was so decided.

AGENDA ITEM 26

Non-proliferation of nuclear weapons: report of the
Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee on
Disarmament {concluded}

191. The PRESIDENT: I should like at this stage to
refer once again to agenda item 26 concerning the
non-proliferation of nuclear weapons. In paragraph 2
of resolution 2153 B (XXI) of 17 November 1966, the
General Assembly' requested:

"••• immediately to set up a preparatory commit
tee,. widely representative of the non-nuclear-weapon
States, to make appropriate arrangements for con
vening the conference and eo consider the question of
association of nuclear States with the work of the
conference and report thereon to the General As
sembly at its twenty-second session."

192. I mentioned at the plenary meeting yesterday
[1499th meeting] that I had engaged in consultations
on the membership of the Preparatory Committee for
the Conference of Non-Nuclear Weapon States and that
I would inform the members of the Assembly as soon
as possible.

193. After extensive consultations with all sections
of the member ship, I announce the composition of
this Committee. The Preparatory Committee for the
Conference of Non-Nuclear Weapon States will be
composed of: Chile, Dahomey, Kenya, Kuwait, Malay
sia, Malta, Nigeria, Pakistan, Peru, Spain, United
Republic of Tanzania.

The meeting rose at 1.25 p.m,

*
* '"

The delegations of Ecuador, Ethiopia, Italy, M..suri
tenie, Mexico; Morocco, Somalia and United states oi
America, which wished to place on record their state
ments in explanation of vote, did not ha.ve an oppor
tunity to do so. In consultation with the President of

the General Assembly, it was agreed that the state
ments should be incorporated .in the verbatim record
(see supra paras. 112 and 127), and they appear below.

Mr. BENITES (Ecuador) (translated from Spanish):
My delegation was unable to explain its vote in the
Fourth Committee and I should now like to state for
the record how we understand some of the terms used
in the draft resolution on Gibraltar (A/6628, para. 20).
The fundamental principles I wish to restate were put
forward before this problem was included in the As
sembly's agenda. In 1953 I argued on behalf of my
delegation that Article 73 of the Charter should be
interpreted as meaning that Non-Self-Governing
Territories are incomplete States possessing only
two of the three elements of statehood-people and

territory-and that the administering Powers are
bound to lead them to self-government whereby they
achieve definitive statehood.

My delegation believes that the Charter establishes
a people-territory relationship and that the adminis
tering Powers exercise no right over the Territory
beyond that of simple administration. We have ac
cordingly maintained from the beginning of our con
sideration of the colonial problem that the peoples of
Non-Self-Governing Territories are the masters of
their Territory, not the administering Powers. We
have used this argument to rebut the colonialists'
contention that colonial matters are within the domestic
jurisdiction of the administering Powers.

The concept of "people" has not been defined but the
Preamble of the Charter speaks of "we the peoples of
the United Nations". Article 1 speaks of the "self
determination of peoples" and Article 73 (~J refers to
respect for the culture of the peoples of the Terri
tories. This indicates that the word people is used in
the sociological sense of cultural unit and not in the
demographic sense of human agglomeration.

With regard to the people of Gibraltar I should like
to mention the followtng facts:

(1) Gibraltar was always Spanish Territory: since
1300 it has had its own municipal administration and
in 1704 it had 5,000 Spanish inhabitants.

(2) On 4 August 1704, as a consequence of e; civil
war to determine the successor of Charles I1, Gibraltar
was taken by an Angle-Dutch fleet. The 1958 edition
of the Encyclop::edia Britannica says: "The capture was
made, as the war was being fought, in the interest of
Charles, Archduke of Austria, but Sir George Rooke,
the British Admiral, on his own responsibility, caused
the British flag to be hoisted and took possession in
the name of Queen Anne, whose government ratified
the occupation." Y It follows that this was not a war
which under the international law of those times could
have created rights, according to certain opinions
which we respect but do not share. Itwas an arbitrary
personal act undertaken by Admiral Rooke during the
course of a civil war.

(3) Article 10 of the Treaty of Utrecht only ceded
the city, the port, and the fortifications but not that
part of the Territory upon which England later in
stalled the people whose descendants now call for
political self-determination.

(4) The report of the Secretary of State for Foreign
Affairs published in April 1965 in London by Her
Majesty's Stationery Office says:

"When the British captured Gibraltar in 1704 al
most the entire Spanish population left the town and
settled in the neighbouring countryside. The present
population began to establish themselves inGibraltar
from 1727 onwards and consisted of time expired
British, Genoese and other foreign elements. There
was further an influx of Genoese refugees from the
Napoleonic wars. By this time the population was
predominantly of Genoese origin, although it con
tained British, Maltese, Moroccans and Portuguese
as welll"V

'§j Quoted in English by the speaker.
2J Gibraltar-Recent differences with Spain, 1965. London, H.M.

Stationery Office, Cmnd. 2632 (quoted in EngH''Snby the speaker).
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I shall not try to assail the opinions of others which
I respect but I wish to state that for these reasons my
delegation cannot accept the validity of a Treaty which
has an illegal basis and which in the opinion of my
delegation is null and void ~lb initio; and that we con
sider that this matter should be settled by the peaceful
moans mentioned in the Cha rte r and that in any case
.he population of Gibraltar should be granted all the
rights held by national mino rtttes living on the Terri
tory of another state.

Mr. Endalkaohew MAK( 1NNEN (Ethiopia): I thank
you for the opportunity to explain the position ot my
Government with regard to the recommendation of
the Fourth Committee on this item concerning so
called Pror.ch Somnliland, [A/658:~, para. n.]

In deference to your wish, Mr. President, that we
make our explanations of vote as brief as possible,
I shall make mine' very brief indeed, and will not go
into the well-known details regarding my country's
special and genuine inte rest in this question of the
future of a territory 80 closely interrelated to our
own. My delegation has had occasion to present its
views on many ocoastons, both he re and in all othe r
organs where this item has been under consideration.

Let me say first of all that my dolegatton is happy
to note that the report of the Fourth Committee is in
broad agreement with the resolution which the Third
Ordinary Session of the Assembly of Heads of state
and Government of the Organizatton of African Unity
passed not so long ago. We are particularly happy
that due recognitton has been given to the role and
effort of the Organization of African Unity in tilt'
reference made to that organization's resolution in
paragraph 4 of the preamble of the present draft
resolution.

My explanation of vote will deal with two specific
points of the Fourth Committee.

The first has to do with the title "French Somaliland
(Djibouti)". This is a name for the territory which has
been accepted by the Fourth Committee as the best
of p..issfble compromises. The Organization of African
Unity, in tts resolution referred to above, agreed on
calling the territory "so-called French Somali1and
(Djibouti)", and we would have preferred that name
as it. takes all aspects into account.

We have always made reservations in the past on
the name "French Somaltland", as used by the Com
mittee of Twenty-four, because not only is it a name
invented by colonialism but also, like all colonial
chnrnotcrtzatton, it is one which is full of questionable
motives, carrying within it a number of implications
and pre-suppostttons to which my Government cannot
subscribe. For this reason, we make our reservation
now, as we have done before, on the name given to
this item.

As regards operative parag t:aph 4, dealing with a
United Nations presence, my delegation wishes to
state in the most categorical terms that we support
the principle of a United Nations presence as we have
indeed always supported it in the past. We do not
contest the desirability and usefulness of a Uuited
Nations presence in colonial territories emerging
to independence and we acknowledge the vital 1'01 e

that the United Nations has played and continues to
play in the process of decolontzutton,

When considering the questton of a United Nations
presence in relation to the referendum that is going
to he held soon in the so-called Territory of French
Sornultland, we find that there is an important con
sideration of time and ttmeltness which needs to be
weighed most carefully lest, by insisting on a United
Nations presence in this particular case and at this
parttcula r stage, we inadvertently hamper or retard
the very process of decolonizut ion that we all want to
see expedited,

I may perhaps recall in this connexion that the
question of a United Nations presence was raised at
the recent African Summit Conference and that, after
consideration, the Heads of State and Government did
not insist on a United Nations presence and this re
quest did not appear in the final resolution adopted by
the Summit Conference.

Moreover, this is a referendum which has been
called on the initiative of the administering Power,
with a fixed date of before July 1967 and with part
of the preparation well under way. My delegation
feels, therefore, that under these circumstances,
when things are moving in the right direction, we
should avoid posing any precondition of United Nations
presence with respect to this welcome initiative which
should be allowed to take its course unreta rded, un
hampered and undisturbed. Indeed, had the United
Nattons posed its presence as a precondition in the
case of other colonial territories we would not have
today so many independent States in both the African
and the Asian groups.

'in the view of my delegation, operative paragraph 4,
as it now stands. of the draft resolution recommended
by the Fourth Committee [A/6583, para. 11] could lend
itself to misunderstanding and misinterpretation and
this is the reason why my delegation has chosen to
abstain from voting on it.

1\11'. VINeI (Italy): We wish to explain very briefly
our vote on resolution I on Ifni and Spanish Sahara
contained in the report of the Fourth Committee
[A/6623, para. 20].

When the Committee of Twenty-four adopted its
resolution on Ifni and Spanish Sahara on 1') November
1966 the Italian delegation stilted that the draft gave
rise to certain mlsgtvtngs in that it did not place
enough emphasis on the necessity of ascertaining the'
views and safeguarding the interests of the indigenous
inhabitants of the Territories.

The present resolution, with its more repeated
references to other parties, confirms our misgivings
and we wish to reserve our position on this point.

The Italian delegation welcomes the statement made
by the representative of Spain on 7 December in the
Fourth Commi uee with regard 10 the sending of a
visiting mtsston 10 Spanish Sahara with the purpose
to make a first hand, objective survey of the situation
in the Territory.

We would have hoped that the terms of reference of
the mrsston might have been more concise and without
pr-ejudice to the outcome of the visit to the Territory.
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The Committee of Twenty-four should, in our view,
examine the report of the nuaston when it returns
from the Territory and submit recommendations on
the further steps to be taken in order to secure the
free exercise by the tuhnlutants of their right to se1f
deterrulnnt ion.

Wl~ are conf'Ident , however. that nothing in the
present resolution will prevent the Spanish Govern
ment from confirming the acceptance of a United
Nations visiting" mission and of extending to it, as
011 other occastonu, its full co-operatton.

We wish, in conclusluu, to expr-ess 0110(,' more tilt'
hope that the decolonizattou of Ifni and the Spanish
Sahara will not he a factor of dissension liut rather
a factor of conciliation and an element of neace and
stuhi li ty in the area, and that it will further till' co
operation and understanding among all parties
concerned,

Mr. OllLD DADDAII (Mauritania) (translated 1'1'01"

French): My dolegauon would like to join with all those
delegations which have warmly congrntulated the
Af'ro-Aaian group on its constant efforts to find till.'
best soluttons to the numerous and Irequent ly very
complex problems raised by decclontzutton,

My delegation would like in particular to thank till'
Chairman of the Afro-Astnn g roup , 1\'11'. Khannohnt t,
and all those who have devoted so much effort and
so much time to the question of so-called Spanish
Sahara. As everyone knows, this question is of the
greatest importance to my country.

My delegat ion by no means wlshcs to detract from
the positive aspects of the resolution [A/662:3, para. 20,
draft resolution I] which the Generul Assembly has
just adopted and for which my de legat ion voted. Al
though this resolution is the result of a painstaking
compromise between conflicting views, it contains
many constructive elements.

My delegntton would like to st ress-e-and I request
that this be included in the record of this mel'tin~

that the resolution we have just adopted does not
brtng out with sufficient clarity one of the (;,1-1sent1al
aspects of the question of so-called Spanish Sahara.
Indeed, while neighbouring countries have an interest
in the matter by virtue of their gcographtoal posi
tion, we for our part can churn that, so far as the
sovereignty of so-called Spanish Sahara is concerned,
Mauritania is the only country Involved, The rcsolu
tion should have made that fact more plum.

In this connexion we should like to recall and con
firm the statements made by Mnurttuniuu spokesmen
and the Mauri taninn delegation on this suhjcct in the
Committee of Twenty-four , in the Fourth Committee
and in the GPIll' rnl A~"'l'mbly. My dell'gation quite
rightly expected to see that ment ioned in thi s reso
lution. The fact that 1\101'0000 has been mentioned in
this resolution in couuexion with the Sahara by no
means implies that the Government of the Islamic
Republic of Mauritania reeog-nizps that it has any
rights whatRolwer ovt'r this n~~ion.We regard Morocco
simply as a country bordering on so-ealled Spanh.h
Sahara which has an intereRt in tIlt' fate of thiH l'l'gion
hy virtue of that fact aIOllt.'.

Furthermore, Mr. President. Ho-callpd Spanish
Sahara and !fni arc two entirely different regions.

These ~t'op; rnphivally separate arl'tL~ e reute prob
lems of a fundnnientufly diffurent uature, They should,
ther-efure , for the :-1al\(' of (darity in the dt.'lllltt' on
euch OIW, hp de-alt with in two suparnt« r 'solutions.
That if! why my dt'h~ation would lilw to express some
reservattons concerning the inclusion of Sahara. and
Ifni ill till' snnu- rvsoluuon. My d(~lt'~~ation notes that
Ifni and so-called Spanish Sahara art' cleurlv Hl'pa
rated in tilt' body of tll(' resolunon WP have just adopted.
Hilt WP coustde r that it would have heon more logical.
strnpler-, and hence e1t'arl~r 10 deal with Ifni and H(}

culled SpaniHh Sahara in two separute resoluttons,

Furthurmorv, till' Ih>h'g'ation of the Islamic Repuhlic
of Mauritania is in favour of the honest and democrntlc
application of the principle of sclf-deterrntnation to
till' indigenous population of so-ua lled Spanish Sahara.

Whi lo ea rnest lv dl'siring that all the indip:l'nous in
habitants of so-culled Spani:-;h Sahara will be nhle to
participate ill till' propoaed cousulratton , my delegntion
would like to draw at tent ion today to the danger which
might ur-l se from a rntstntcrpretutlon of operative
parug ruph 4 (~) of tho resolution we have just adopted.

l\ly dvlegut ion conaidm-s that operative purugruph
·1 (~) of this resolution l'l'fers exclusively to the few
indigt.'IIlHlS inhabitants of so-called Spanish Sahara
who have no commil ment towards a foreign country.
1 am refl'lTing to the indigenous inhabitants of so
l'alled Spanish Sahara who, for one reason or another,
art' temporarily living away from home. Operative
paragraph 4. (a) of the resolution can and must,
rat ionu lly H!wal<''ing. apply to them and to them alone.

1\11'. PEON DE L vAl.LE (Mexico) (translated from
Spanish): Both in till' Fourth Committee and in the
Asaemhly , tllt' Mexican dclegution abstained from
voting' on the resolutions referring to the terrttortes
under Spurn sh administration (A/662:~, para. 20) and
nIbrultur (A/GG28. para. 20).

Wt' wish to state for the record that our abstention,
which was duo solely to special reasons of a bilateral
diplomat Ic nat ure , does not imply any disagreement
with the contents of those resolutions rl'garding mat
ters within the competence of the Fourth Committee.

Mr. sun BABA (Morocco) (translated from French):
After till' vote which has just taken place on the ques
tion of Spanish Sahara and Ifni , I should like, on behalf
of my dl'll'p;ation, to clarify our POS11 ion on the subject
of the resolution [A/66~:~, ppragraph 20, draft resolu
tion T} which has just boon unanimously adopted by the
General Asaembly, with till' exception of Portugal and
Spain.

First of all. I should ltke to thank the Afro-Astan
count rtcs and Yugoslavia which were tho sponsor-s of
this rcsolut ion , and all those who supported them.
The cornmcudahle effort s expended, sometimes in the
Ince of dtfflc-ulties , on preparing this resolution cm
phusizo huyond all doubt the g reut Importance which
countr-ies elll'rishing' f'roedom, [ust ice and peace attach
to the snl'rl'd right of peoples to f1'pp themselves frOlu
eolonial domination and to exerelHc fully their natural
sov('rpi~ntyOVt'r their own tl'rritory.

My dt.'lt.'~ation hl'lil~vl'H that tlwse l'fforts-the ex
pression of an u\\'art'Ill~HH which has hl'cOllle firmly
rooted in intt'rnutional opinion-will not hp in vain,
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and that the administering Power, despite the negative
vote of its delegation, will in the end co-operate sin
cerely with the United Nations and agree to put into
practice the pertinent General Assembly resolutions,
thus, I hope, proving its indisputable goodwill in the
matter of decolonlzatton, This is a matter of law and
justice, but it is also a matter of poli tical wisdom. I
venture to hope that the continuing colonial situation,
which has unfortunately remained unchanged for ten
years, that is, since Morocco gained its independence,
will finally change so that the Moroccan territories
may be liberated from colontultsrn, \Ve still desire a
settlement between the two countr-ies concerned, a
settlement conducive to ending the Moroccan-Spanish
territorial dispute, the existence of which cannot be
denied. However, if such a settlement cannot be
reached, my delegation considers that the administer
ing Power should, at the very least, agree to the de
colonization of Sahara and Ifni, in accordance with its
obligations under the Charter and in execution of reso
lution 1514 (XV) as well as the not less relevant reso
lutions specifically relating to this matter which have
already been adopted by the United Nattcna, Moreover,
no colonial Power has the right to shirk its duty to
emancipate the Territcries under its administration
or to rest content with simply making promises which
have no practical application,

In the case with which we are concerned, the Spanish
delegation, in voting against this resolution, gave us
serious grounds for concern about Spain's true inten
tions with regard to decolonization in those Territories
whose populations have made known their grievances
and their anxieties about their country's future through
qualified petitioners. We are particularly worried be
cause, as everyone knows, the Government of His
Majesty the King of Morocco has assumed the respon
sibility of agreeing that so-called Spanish Sahara,
which is still, whatever one may say, a Territory
seized from Morocco, may free itself from colonialism
by application of the principle of self-determination.

By agreeing to adopt this new attitude concerning
the means by whichour Terri tories are to be liberated,
we were anxious to side with a large number of coun
tries which consider that the process of decoloniza
tion could have no more appropriate framework than
that laid down by the General Assembly of the United
Nations itself in adopting resolution 1514 (XV).

In a letter to the Secretary-General, dated 10 Sep
ternber 1966, did not the administering Power welcome
this new attitude and announce that it had decided to
implement resolution 2072 (XX) which was adopted
by the General Assembly on 16 December 19657

We cannot, therefore, but be perplexe;' by the nega
tive vote of the Spanish delegation on th a resotutton
just adopted. It is, after all, a particularly moderate
text in which remarkable concessions have been made
to the administering Power. No regret or disapproval
has been expressed with regard to its colonial policy
which, nevertheless, leaves a great deal to be desired.
In submitting the draft resolution, the sponsors were,
above all, motivated by the desire to see this serious
colonial problem settled under the best possible con
ditions and to ensure that, through the presence of
United Nations, no complications would be allowed to

impede the free exercise of the indigenous population's
right to freedom and self-determination.

Nevertheless, my delegation hopes that, when the
Spanish Government has considered the measures de
cided upon, it will realize how much it is to Spain's
advantage to co-operate ful ly with the United Nations
in implementing that resolution. We believe, or at
least hope, that the full implementation of the resolu
tion will help to solve a serious problem which has
been hanging' in the air for some years, and will thus
put an end to a colonial situation through the effective
presence of the United Nations in the Territory of
so-called Spanish Sahara, and also through the co
operation of the two parties most directly concerned,
that is to say, Morocco and the administering Power.

I should like to say here and now that, although my
delegation voted in favour of the text, it entered some
reservations regarding the reference made in the
operative paragraph of the resolution to a party which
we feel is not and should not be directly concerned.

In the Iight of what was said in the Fourth Commit
tee when the vote was taken on the question of Spanish
Sahara and Ifni , I should also like to make it clear
that my delegation considers the end of colonialism to
be a major necessity for all peace-loving and freedom
loving nations, and that the continuation of any form of
foreign domination in any part of the world represents
a danger for international peace and security, and
Spanish colonialism in the Spanish Sahara and Ifnl
is no exception to this.

I should like to quote the fourth and seventh pre
ambular paragraphs of the Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples
(resolution 1514 (XV)), which solemnly proclaims
this truth in the following terms:

"Aware of the increasing conflicts resulting from
the denial of or impediments in the way of the free
dom of such peoples, which constitute a serious
thrt «t to world peace,

"Convinced that the continued existence of colo
nialism prevents the development of international
economic co-operation, impedes the social, cultural
and economic development of dependent peoples and
militates against the United Nations ideal of uni
versal peace".

We therefore firmly believe that the liberation of
these Moroccan regions will be particularly beneficial
for the peace and security of the region as a whole.
It will also help very much to further progress, under
standing and co-operation between States; three prin
ciples on which my country's policy is based.

Consequently, my delegation cannot understand how
any country, especially one which declares itself to
be antb-coloniall st and even demonstrates this atti
tude from time to time in a spectacular fasbton, can
imagine that the requirements of its own security are
incompatible with the sacred prmciple of the right of
a colonized territory to free itself and determine its
own future.

Thus we can only express our amazement at these
paradoxes. For our part, we believe that what is now
known as the security of a country, rather than adapt-
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ing itself to an outmoded colonial presence, should be
based on ideas of law and justice and on the primacy
of the moral and material Interests of a population
which is defending a just cause in struggling to free
itself from colonial dominat ion.

It is my delegation's opinion that the new interest
now being shown in the question of Spanish Sahara and
Ifni should have expressed itself as an attitude of
support and understanding of an inalienable and sacred
right, instead of impatience at the idea of the General
Assembly's resolutions being implemented. In this
matter we tberefore believe thut political wisdom re
quires us to avoid creating false problems and that we
should, above all, be guided by the wishea of the people
concerned.

Finally, I should like to draw the attentiou of the
General Assembly to the fact that some representa
tives, in their explanations of vote in the Fourth
Committee, appeared to lay a great deal of stress on
the trunshumance of the nomads of the Spanish Sahara,
perhaps for the purpose of showing their new interest
in this matter. I believe tha t we should not exaggerate
this state of affairs, not use it as an argument. In this
connexion we must make it clear that, contrary to the
impression which the administering Power was trying
to create, there are other people besides nomads.
There is also a settled urban population. The town of
Aioum , with about 20,000 inhabitants, and Villa
Ctsneros , with about 10,000, are clear proof of the
existence of a working population which should not be
overlooked.

The petitioners who, on behalf of that population,
contributed to the work of the Fourth Committee during
its consideration of this item gave clear evidence of
their political maturity and their competence.

It is true that part of the population is s till nomadic,
but the areas over which they move are fairly limited;
the route the nomads traditionally follow with their
livestock takes them either northwards as far as the
River Draa or southwards. We can therefore say ad
visedly that the nomadic inhabitants of the Spanish
Sahara do not move in the neighbourtng region of Tin
dour, since their pastoral life, in normal times, de
pends on the existence of pastures and the moderate
climate of the Atlantic zone. They obviously find none
of these things in the eastern regions, which are nothing
but desert and lie outside their traditional nomadic
area.

Before I conclude, I wish to make it clear that, even
though my delegation voted in favour of this resolution
and expressed its appreciation to all those who con
tributed to its preparation, this does not mean that my
country's vi aws coincide entirely with some of the
paragraphs. Indeed, we feel that it would have been
better to avoid introducing factors which, in our opin
ion, are irrelevant to the question. The only parties
involved are the people themselves and the two States
which, each in its own way, are bound by obligations
based either on the political and historical realities
of this Territory, or on a colonial situation which the
United Nations is trying to change in an orderly and
peaceful way.

In any case, my delegation wishes to emphasize
Morocco's desire to co-operate fully and sincerely

in implementing this resolution which we regard, in
spite of everything, as a practical working instrument.

Mr. NtlH (Somalia): My delegation has supported the
resolution on F'rench Somali land [A/6583, para. 11] as
it reaffirms the right of the people of French Somali
land. to self-determination and independence and also
out lines the modalit iea which would enable the people
of the Territory to achieve their political aspirations.

\Vi th regard to the safeguards for the fairness of the
refereudum , my delegation is glad to note the emphasis
which the resolution lays on these requirements. Al
though the resolution does not specifically enumerate
these safeguards, as we would have preferred, it does
emphasize the need for free expression of the will of
the people in full respect for their fundamental human
rights and freedom. Furthermore, the resolution
underlines the need for a "proper political climate"
so that the referendum can be conducted "on an en
tirely free and democratic basis".

What my delegation regards as a proper climate
was outlined by my Prime Minister in this Assembly
on 18 October', He called for the people of French
Somalrland to be given the right to form and adhere
to political organizations of their own choosing; for
political detainees to be released; and for all citi
zens who had been exiled from the Territory to be
allowed to return without fear of retribution, and of
course, to be allowed to participate in the referendum.

We attach the greatest importance to operative
paragraph 4: requesting a United Nations presence
before and during the referendum. Indeed my delega
tion was gratified to note that in the Fourth Com
mittee an overwhelming majority voted in favour of
the paragraph. We regret, however, that some of our
African sister nations found it necessary to abstain
on it. As was made clear by several speakers in the
debate in the Fourth Committee, the purpose of the
paragraph is not to offend the sensibilities or to ques
tion the stncertty of the French Government. These
are by no means the issues at stake: the matter is
simply one of decolontzancn,

The sole aim of operative paragraph 4-·and in fact
of the whole resolution-as my delegation understands
it, is to show the interest and concern of the United
Nations in the execution of the referendum in such a
manner that the doubts and criticisms and, above all,
the dangerous political tensions created by the 1958
referendum in the Territory should not be repeated.

Within the next few weeks essential decisions re
garding the referendum will have to be taken which
will profoundly influence its outcome. It should be
acknowledged that a United Nations participation in
the preparation of the referendum is, therefore, in the
interest of all, including the administering Power. The
same is true of the actual holding of the referendum.

Finally, my delegation wishes to reiterate that we
consider it neither necessary nor proper to introduce
at this stage a modification in the designation of the
territory by adding the name of the capital, Djibouti,
in brackets, after the name French Somaliland. The
internationally accepted nomenclature of the terri
tory is "The French Coast of the Somalis" or in
short "French Somaliland",
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In the view of my delegation no outside organ, in
cluding the United Nations, is entitled to change or
modify the name of the Territory. This is exclusively
the right of the people, and action on the part of any
other body in this respect is tantamount to an undue
interference in the affairs of the people of the terri
tory. If the people of French Somaliland wish to change
the name of their Territory they will no doubt do so
after having gained independence.

In conclusion, it is the hope of my Government that
the Government of France will respond to the pro
visions of this resolution in the spirit in which they
have been formulated.

Mrs. ANDERSON (United States of America): Mr.
President, the United States delegation abstained on
draft resolution IT on the implementation of the Decla
ration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial
Countries and Peoples in the smaller territories
[A/6628, para. 19]. We of course share its main ob-

Litho in V.N.

jectives, but we found it difficult to accept some of
the preambular paragraphs and several operative
paragraphs.

In particular, we have reservations about the por
tions of the fourth preamhular paragraph and of opera
tive paragraph 4 which concern the establishment of
military installations. My delegation knows of nothing
in the United Nations Charter which in any way abridges
the right of a Member nation to establish and main
tain military installations deemed essential for se
curi ty. I might also refer to the fact that this question
of military bases came under discussion in the First
Committee during this session, and that the Assembly
subsequently adopted 11 proposal to refer this matter
to the Conference of the Eighteen-Nation Committee
on Disarmament for study. My delegation spoke in
detail on this subject in the Committee, and our views,
together with those of other delegations, are to be
made available to the Disarmament Conference for
its study.
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