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The meeting was called to order at 3.45 p.m. 

AGENDA ITEM 18: IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE 
TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES (continued) (A/35/23 (Parts III, V and VI); 
A/35/222, 223, 261 and 413; A/C.4/35/5 and Add.l-10; A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.1, L.7, L.8 
and L.lO; A/AC.109/593-597, 602, 603, 606, 608, 610, 613, 615, 617 and Corr.l, 618, 
621 and 640) 

(a) 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 (continued) 

(b) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued) 

AGENDA ITEM 85: QUESTION OF EAST TIMOR (continued) (A/35/23 (Part V); A/35/233 
and 524; A/C.4/35/2, 3 and Add.l-8, A/C.4/35/6; A/AC.l09/623 and 634; A/C.4/35/L.9) 

(a) 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 (continued) 

(b) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued) 

AGENDA ITEM 87: IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE 
TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES BY THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND THE INTERNhTIONAL 
INSTITUTIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE UNITED NATIONS (continued) (A/35/23 (Part III), 
A/35/178 and Add.l-4; A/C.4/35/L.3) 

(a) 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 (continued) 

(b) 'REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued) 

AGENDA ITEM 84: IMFORMATION FROM NON-SELF-GOVERNING TERRITORIES TRANSMITTED UNDER 
ARTICLE 73 e OF THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS (continued) (A/35/23 (Part III); 
A/35/233 and 511; A/C.4/35/L.6) 

(a) REPORT OF THE SECRETARY-GENERAL (continued) 

(b) 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 (continued) 

Question of Western Sahara (A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l and A/C.4/35/L.7) 

1. The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee would take up the two draft resolutions 
relating to western Sahara. 
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2. Mr. MOTAHARI (Iran) said that the adoption of the Declaration on the Granting 
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, of which the thirty-fifth 
session of the General Assembly marked the twentieth anniversary, had clearly 
demonstrated the dedication of Member States to eradicating colonialism and had 
broadened the responsibility of the United Nations in helping the people of 
Non-Self-Governing and colonial Territories to attain self-determination and 
national independence. The Declaration had reflected the need to put an end to the 
subjection of peoples to alien domination and exploitation, clearly emphasizing 
that all people had the right to self-determination and independence and expressing 
the conviction that the continued existence of colonialism had militated against 
the United Nations ideal of universal peace. United Nations decolonization 
achievements, particularly since the adoption of General Assembly resolution 
1514 (XV), were encouraging. The Organization's success in implementing that 
important resolution was shown by the rapid growth of membership, in which the 
majority of new members had formerly been under the colonial yoke. 

3. It was, however, a matter of serious concern that in some cases the 
Declaration had remained unfulfilled and that some Member States which had 
committed themselves to the full implementation of General Assembly resolution 
1514 (XV) had ignored that commitment and pursued a policy of colonization. The 
situation in Western Sahara was one of several examples. The Moroccan occupation 
was in flagrant violation of the United Nations Charter and the Declaration on 
Decolonization. In signing an agreement on 14 November 1975, the former colonial 
Power had paved the way for Morocco's illegal occupation of the territory, thus 
depriving the Saharan people of their elementary right to self-determination, 
freedom and independence. That agreement, which was contrary to General Assembly 
resolutions 1514 (XV) and 1541 (XV) and to the Charter of the United Nations, must 
be considered as null and void. 

4. The United Nations had spared no effort to induce the colonial Government of 
Morocco to put an end to its occupation and enable the Saharan people to live in 
peace and freedom. In adopting resolution 34/37, the General Assembly had 
explicitly recognized the legitimacy of the struggle of the people of Western 
Sahara, had emphasized that the Frente POLISARIO should participate fully in any 
search for a just, lasting and definitive solution to the question and had urged 
Morocco to terminate its occupation. Morocco had ignored the resolution and had 
resorted to every means to maintain its hold on Western Sahara. It must recognize 
that its aggression and occupation could not last for ever and that justice would 
prevail, as it had done in many colonial issues, since no one could turn the tide 
of history. After many years of struggle by Zimbabwe, . its representative had now 
taken his place in the Committee, and there was no doubt that the representative of 
the Saharan Arab Democratic Republic would one day do the same. 

5. His delegation's position on the question of Western Sahara was one of 
principle. It remained committed to the principle of self-determination as set 
forth in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). Morocco could not impose itself on 
the people of Western Sahara, since those people had already decided their 
political future by forming the Saharan Arab Democratic Republic, which had been 
recognized by many countries, including Iran. 
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(Mr. Motahari, Iran)

6. His delegation extended its full moral and political support to the Saharan 
people in their just struggle under the leadership of the Frente POLISARIO to 
emancipate their country from Moroccan colonial occupation. There could be no 
peace, security or justice unless the rights of the Saharan people were fully 
respected and the occupation of Western Sahara was terminated. His delegation 
could never compromise on basic principles, but would continue to support the just 
struggle of the colonial peoples for freedom, justice and human dignity. 

7. With regard to East Timor, his delegation welcomed the initiative of the 
Government of Portugal to resume its responsibility as administering Power, and 
urged the Government of Indonesia to respond constructively and to co-operate in 
implementing General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). 

8. Mr. DABO (Guinea) said that, since the main concern they had wished to express 
in the third preambular paragraph of draft resolution A/C.4/L. 7 was covered in the 
seventh preambular paragraph, the sponsors of the draft resolution had agreed to 
delete the third preambular paragr!ph. 

9. Mr. NEIL (Jamaica) speaking on behalf of the sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C .4/35/L. 2/Rev .1, said that the word "the", before the word "representative", in 
operative paragraph 10 of that draft resolution should be deleted. 

10. The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee would now proceed to voting on draft 
resolutions A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l and A/C.4/35/L.7. He would first give the floor to 
representatives wishing to explain their vote before the vote. 

11. Mr. ABDALLA (Sudan) said that his country's position on the question of 
Western Sahara was well known. At the OAU summit in Monrovia, President Nomeiri 
had stated that the question was composed of two elements: first the belief by the 
parties concerned that the OAU would find an appropriate settlement and, secondly, 
the concern and determination of the OAU, represented by its Committee of Wise Men, 
to solve the problem, which threatened peace and security in that part of the 
continent. The President had further expressed his conviction that the 
reinforcement of the two elements would result in a fraternal and peaceful 
settlement. 

12. That conviction had been reflected in General Assembly sessions, particularly 
since the time of the thirty-third session, when the Sudan had been the Chairman of 
the OAU Committee of Wise Men on Western Sahara. His delegation's vote on all the 
relevant General Assembly resolutions had been based on its respect for and 
commitment to the mandate of the OAU Ad Hoc Committee, which called for 
impartiality and open-mindedness to the views of all parties involved in the 
conflict. The Sudan would continue to follow that course by voting in favour of 
the two draft resolutions before the Committee, while making reservations on 
certain elements of both draft resolutions. As far as draft resolution 
A/C,4/35/L.2/Rev.l was concerned, his delegation considered that operative 
paragraphs 2, 3 and 9 failed to comply with the spirit of either the Monrovia or 
Freetown Declarations. 
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(Mr. Abdalla, Sudan) 

13. Turning to draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7, he observed that, despite the fact 
that the Ad Hoc Committee had welcomed Morocco's willingness to engage in 
discussion with all the interested parties and to participate fully in its work, 
the draft resolution made no mention of the Monrovia Declaration that laid the 
foundation for a peaceful settlement to the conflict, or of any of the relevant 
General Assembly resolutions, which had welcomed and supported all the OAU efforts 
to solve the · conflict. 

14. As an active member of the OAU Ad Hoc Committee on Western Sahara, the Sudan 
upheld the principle of impartiality and recommended that the question of Western 
Sahara should be solved peacefully within the OAU on the basis of relevant OAU and 
General Assembly decisions and resolutions.. The Sudan would remain committed to 
those principles and resolutions and would spare no effort, in co-operation with 
other members of the Ad Hoc Committee, to find a peaceful solution acceptable to 
all parties concerned. 

15. Mr. DZOGBEKLO (Togo) said that his Government's position on decolonization in 
general, and on Western Sahara in particular, was well known. It was based on the 
peaceful settlement of disputes, dialogue and the right of peoples to self
determination. His delegation had therefore co-sponsored draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l and wished to reiterate its full support for the Frente POLISARIO 
and the Saharan Arab Democratic Republic. 

16. Mr. AFSARUDDIN (Bangladesh) said that his delegation supported draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. It would also vote in favour of draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.7 which, in its view, also reflected the decolonization aspect of lhe 
problem and included the Frente Popular para la Liberacion de Saguia el-Hamra y de 
Rio de Oro as one of the organizations originating in Western Sahara that were 
welcome to participate in the Ad Hoc Committee of the Organization of African 
Unity. It was his delegation's considered opinion that the problem could best be 
solved by the regional parties themselves. The Ad Hoc Committee of the OAU should 
provide all possible assistance and facilities for a just and honourable solution. 

17. Mr. LINDAHL (Sweden) said that the right of the people of Western Sahara to 
self-determination was crucial to the achievement of a lasting solution to the 
conflict in the area. That principle had been the basis of the continuing efforts 
of the OAU to find a peaceful political solution to the conflict. The fact that 
both draft resolutions before the Committee appeared to support the mediating 
efforts of the OAU might give some hope that all parties would eventually comply 
with the recommendations of the Ad Hoc Committee. Only one of the draft 
resolutions, however, clearly advocated the principle of self-determination as a 
basis for a solution and, accordingly, the application of the relevant United 
Nations and OAU resolutions. Despite reservations on some of its aspects, his 
delegation would vote in favour of draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, while 
abstaining in the vote on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 although it welcomed the 
amendment to the preamble. 

/ ... 
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18. Mr. LOVALD {Norway) said that his country had consistently given its full 
support to the principle of self-dettermination as set forth in General Assembly 
resolution 1514 (XV). It had also strongly supported the efforts of the OAU to 
find a peaceful settlement of the conflict in Western Sahara. It supported, in 
particular, the OAU proposal that a referendum should be held in the territory to 
enable the people of Western Sahara to decide their own future in accordance with 
the principles of General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). 

19. His delegation would, however, abstain on both draft resolutions under 
consideration, since it considered that nothing should be done to prejudge the 
peace process envisaged by the OAU, and both draft resolutions had some 
deficiencies in that respect. 

20. Mr. KHALAF (Somalia) said that, since the question of western Sahara was under 
consideration by the Ad Hoc Committee of the OAU, his delegation would abstain in 
the vote on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. He understood that the Ad Hoc 
Committee had made some progress and had drawn up a number of recommendations for 
the next meeting of Heads of State or Government. Since an acceptable solution 
might thus be reached at the regional level, it would be premature for the 
Committee to take a decision at the present stage. His delegation would vote in 
favour of draft rsolution A/C.4/35/L.7. 

21. Mr. GARCIA MORITAN (Argentina) said that his delegation maintained the 
position it had taken at the thi~ty-third and thirty-fourth sessions of the General 
Assembly and would therefore vote in favour of both draft resolutions under 
consideration, which merely emphasized different aspects of the question and were 
not mutually exclusive. 

22. His delegation supported the steps taken by the Assembly of Heads of State and 
Government of the Organization of African Unity at its fifteenth and seventeenth 
sessions and the efforts of the Ad Hoc Committee to find a peaceful solution. 

23. The question of relations between two States with which it maintained 
excellent ties was a matter of special concern to his Government. It therefore 
noted with regret that the Committee was having lo deal with two further draft 
resolutions on the problem, which it hoped would not create further tension in the 
area but would be solved in a spirit of mutual understanding. 

24. Mr. BLOKLAND (Suriname) said that his delegation, whose Government had always 
fully supported the struggle of the people of Western Sahara for self-determination 
and independence, would vote in favour of draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. 

25. He wished to draw attention to his delegation's consistent position on the 
relevant General Assembly resolutions, and in particular to its vote in favour of 
General Assembly resolution 34/37. The discussion on the question by the Sixth 
Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-aligned Countries had also 
received his Government's unqualified approval. 

26. In dealing with it, however, his Government continued to follow the leaders of 
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(Mr. Blokland, Suriname) 

the African States who, at the sixteenth session of the Assembly of Heads of State 
and Government of the Organization of African Unity, had adopted some very wise 
decisions, which were reflected in draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. Bearing in 
mind its friendly relations with the Kingdom of Morocco on the one hand and its 
support for the sacred rights of the people of Western Sahara to self-determination 
and independence on the other, his Government attached particular importance to the 
emphasis in that draft resolution on the need for direct negotiations between the 
two belligerents. 

27. His delegation had carefully studied draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 and would 
have no serious difficulties with it but for the absence of any reference to the 
right to self-determination of the people of Western Sahara and of the role of the 
Frente POLISARIO. The mere reference to General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) was 
insufficient to overcome his delegation's qualms about those serious omissions. It 
would therefore abstain in the vote on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7. 

28. Mr. CABRAL (Guinea-Bissau), speaking on a point of order, said he had 
understood that, when announcing that the Committee would take up consideration of 
draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, the Chairman had invited delegations wishing 
to do so to explain their votes on that draft resolution. Some delegations, 
however, had spoken on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7. He would welcome some 
clarification on that point. 

29. The CHAIRMAN said that the voting process had begun on both draft resolutions, 
and he had invited delegations to explain their votes. 

30. Mr. CABRAL (Guinea-Bissau) asked whether he had rightly understood the 
Chairman to say that voting had already begun on the two draft resolutions. 

31. The CHAIRMAN said that that understanding was correct. 

32. Mr. BEDJAOUI (Algeria), speaking on a point of order, said that he, like the 
representative of Guinea-Bissau, had understood that the Committee would begin the 
process of voting on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l and that delegations could 
speak in explanation of vote before the vote. If that was the case, it was no 
longer possible for delegations to amend the draft resolutions. Furthermore, it 
was clear that the Committee could not vote on the two draft resolutions at once 
and that rule 131 of the rules of procedure applied to the situation. He hoped 
that the Chairman shared his understanding of the situation and that there was no 
doubt as to which procedure the Committee must follow; otherwise the Committee 
might be forced to vote on procedure. 

33. The CHAIRMAN said that after the representative of Jamaica had spoken he had 
announced that the Committee had begun the process of voting on draft resolutions 
A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l and L.7, and he had given the floor to those delegations that 
wished to speak in explanation of vote before the vote. In their statements some 
delegations had referred to both draft resolutions on the matter and he had chosen 
not to interrupt them nor to insist that they speak only on the first draft 
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resolution. In any case, after delegations had finished speaking in explanation of 
vote before the vote, the Committee would then proceed to vote on draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, and then turn its attention to draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 in 
accordance with the rules of procedure. 

34. Mr. KAMARA (Senegal) said that it was his recollection that the Chairman 
had called for delegations to consider and vote on the two draft resolutions. 
Delegations had followed the Chairman's suggestion with regard to procedure and had 
spoken on both draft resolutions. The point raised by the representative of 
Guinea-Bi?sau seemed to call into question his own understanding as to the 
Chairman's intentions with regard to the two draft resolutions. He was sorry to 
report that he had heard runours of a plot to prevent the Committee from 
considering draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 by involving the Committee in a 
procedural debate after the vote on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l with a view 
to forcing a vote against the consideration of draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7. He 
hoped that the Chairman, who enjoyed the confidence of those delegations that had 
nominated and elected him to his post, would not yield to the procedural plot and 
would abide by the procedure he had announced at the beginning of the meeting. 

35. The CHAIRMAN asked whether the representative of Guinea-Bissau was satisfied 
with the answer he had given to his question. 

36. Mr. CABRAL (Guinea-Bissau) said that there seemed to be no ambiguity or 
contradiction between the rules of procedure and what the Chairman had said. 

37. Mr. KOH (Singapore) said that there seemed to be two issues that should not be 
confused. One was whether delegations might, in speaking in explanation of vote, 
explain in a single statement their votes on the two draft resolutions dealing with 
the same matter. In his view, the answer to that question was yes. The second 
issue was whether, after the vote on the first draft resolution, the Committee was 
free to decide whether it wished to proceed to consider the second draft resolution 
on the same matter. In his view, the answer to that question was also yes. He 
therefore proposed that delegations which requested to speak in explanation of vote 
do so on one or both of the draft resolutions as they chose. After the vote on the 
first draft resolution, the Committee could then decide the second issue, namely 
whether it wished to proceed to consider the second draft resolution. 

38. Mr. MISHRA (India) said that he could accept the proposal made by the 
representative of Singapore. However, with regard to the voting, it was also 
necessary to consider whether the time for proposing amendments had passed, a point 
on which the Chairman had made no ruling. 

39. Mr. RABETAFIKA (Madagascar) said that there did not seem to be any specific 
rule in the rules of procedure that dealt with the submission of amendments. The 
point raised by the representative of India was important because the consideration 
of proposals also entailed the consideration of any amendments. At what point 
could amendments to draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 be submitted? It would not seem 
that the process of voting on that second draft resolution had begun and, even if 
it had, he wondered whether further amendments were necessarily ruled out. 

/ ... 
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40. Mr. AMINI (Comoros) said that the Chairman had announced that the process of 
voting of the two draft resolutions had begun and had given delegations the floor 
to explain their votes on either draft resolution. It was clearly impossible to 
vote on two draft resolutions at the same time, so they would have to be voted on 
in sequence. In his view, the Committee should continue the process of voting. 

41. Mr. DABO (Guinea) agreed with the representative of Comoros that the process 
of voting had begun. It was not clear to him, however, why delegations should be 
forced to speak only on the first draft resolution, since they both dealt with the 
same matter, or why the proceedings had been interrupted in the first place. 

42. Mr. MRANI ZENTAR (Morocco) said that it was sad to see efforts to manipulate 
international organizations. The Chairman, who had the respect of the Committee, 
had used his authority properly to announce that the Committee would consider the 
two draft resolutions on the item. The Chairman had then called for statements in 
explanation of vote, which could only mean that the texts of the draft resolutions 
were final and could not be further amended. There was no need to move backwards; 
the procedure was clear. 

43. The CHAIRMAN said that after his election to be a servant of the Committee he 
had stated his desire to remain impartial on all matters. He reiterated that 
commitment. All delegations could recognize that the Committee was faced with an 
objective problem. There was, however, no need for insinuations about his 
interpretations of the rules or of the procedural situation. He announced he would 
suspend the meeting briefly for consultations. 

44. The meeting was suspended at 4.50 p.m. and resumed at 5.20 p.m. 

45. The CHAIRMAN said that he wished to clarify his statement made in response to 
the question raised by the representative of Guinea-Bissau. When the meeting had 
begun he had invited the Committee to take up the two draft resolutions on the 
question of Western Sahara, namely A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l and L.7. Some delegations 
had then submitted their views on the draft resolutions and the representative of 
Guinea had revised draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. He (the Chairman) had then 
said that the Committee would proceed to vote on the draft resolutions and had 
announced that the process of voting had begun, which meant that rule 128 of the 
rules of procedure had been put ito application. He had given the floor to various 
delegations that had wished to speak in explanation of vote before the vote. Some 
delegations in so doing had spoken about both draft resolutions. 

46. Mr. MISHRA (India) said that, since the Chairman had just read out his 
statement from the earlier part of the meeting and in view of the application of 
rule 128, his own earlier suggestion that amendments could be submitted was no 
longer valid. 

147. Mr. BEOJAOUI (Algeria) said that it was his clear recollection that the 
Chairman had said that the Committee would proceed to vote on the two draft 
resolutions. Since all delegations had understood that there would be a vote on 
.each draft resolution, they had spoken about both draft resolutions in speaking in 

I ... 



A/C. 4/35/SR. 21 
English 
Page 11 

(Mr. Bedjaoui, Algeria) 

explanation of vote before the vote. If there was some uncertainty as to the 
proper procedure, the Committee was master of its own procedure and could decide on 
the proper course of action. He proposed, therefore, that the Committee vote on 
the procedural matter, i.e., that the Committee should be asked whether it wished 
to accept amendments on either of the draft resolutions. It was absolutely normal 
at the present stage that there should be a discussion of the proposals and any 
possible amendments. In any case, the Committee should be asked to express its 
will on the matter. 

48. The CHAIRMAN asked whether the representative of Algeria accepted or wished to 
make a formal challenge to the ruling of the Chairman. The Committee could only 
vote on a proposal as to whether it accepted the ruling of the Chairman. 

49. Mr. BEDJAOUI (Algeria) said that he was not making a formal challenge to the 
ruling of the Chairman. His proposal had been made only in the interest of 
delicacy, since neither the c~airman nor the Committee was to blame for the present 
awkward procedural situation. He was proposing only that the Committee should be 
asked whether it refused at the present stage to accept amendments to either draft 
resolutions. 

50. The CHAIRMAN said that he stood by his ruling and that the Committee would 
therefore have to proceed to vote on the first draft resolution. 

51. Mr. MRANI ZENTAR (Morocco), speaking on a point of order, said that he was 
distressed by what seemed to be an attempt to distort the rules of procedure in 
order to produce a desired outcome. The Chairman had said that delegations could 
speak in explanation of vote before the vote, which made sense only if the texts of 
the draft resolutions were final. The sponsors had made their revisions and other 
delegations had had an opportunity to submit amendments. Once the Chairman had 
announced the beginning of voting, rule 128 on conduct during voting was quite 
clear. The Committee could not vote on some other matter in violation of the rules 
of procedure. Furthermore, if the texts were further amended, some delegations 
might have to retract their statements in explanation of vote in order to 
reconsider and possibly reconsult their Governments. 

52. Mr. KOROMA (Sierra Leone) agreed with the representative of Morocco that the 
Committee could not overrule the rules of procedure. In his view, the relevant 
rule was rule 131, which applied, whatever the Chairman might have said, even 
inadvertently, concerning the voting on the draft resolutions. 

53. Mr. BEDJAOUI (Algeria) said he agreed with the representative of Sierra Leone 
that the relevant rule was rule 131. The argument that Governments had sent 
instructions with regard to a specific text of a given resolution and that 
amendments could therefore not be submitted at the present stage was, however, 
completely worthless. There had been many precedents to the cont~ary in the past. 
Finally, he pointed out that there was ~ fundamental mistake in the text of draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.7, which could not be allowed to stand. 
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54. The CHAIRMAN said that he had given his ruling and had even given further 
clarification of it. Delegations had the right to challenge his ruling but, if 
none did so, then the Committee must continue the voting process. 

55. Mr. DABO (Guinea) said he agreed with the Chairman. 

56. Mr. REMEDI (Uruguay), speaking in explanation of vote before the vote, said 
'that his delegation supported draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 for reasons that were 
,fundamental to the foreign policy of his country. His Government believed, that 
!international disputes must be solved by peaceful means. Furthermore, his 
~overnment supported any procedure that could lead, without prejudice to the rights 
'of the parties involved, to a just and final solution of a dispute. Finally, his 
Government believed that solutions to international disputes should be based on the 
·provisions of Chapter VI, Article 33, paragraph 1, of the Charter urging resort to 
regional organizations. 

:s?. Mr. BOCOUM (Mali) said that his delegation had reservations regarding draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.7, notwithstanding the deletion of the third preambular 
paragraph, which had referred to Article 33 of the Charter. Both OAU and the 
United Nations had admitted that the problem of Western Sahara was one of 
decolonization and that the people of western Sahara had the right to 
self-determination. Both those aspects must be emphasized in the draft 
resolution. The reference in what was now the fifth preambular paragraph to 
organizations originating in the Territory was confusing. Furthermore, the draft 
resolution made no reference to General Assembly resolution 34/37. 

58. His delegation would therefore abstain in the vote on draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.7. 

59. Mr. ALBUQUERQUE (Portugal) said that his delegation viewed the situation in 
Western Sahara with concern and would like to see it resolved as quickly as 
possible. The decision of OAU to appoint an Ad Hoc Committee of Heads of State 
with a view to reconciling the parties to the conflict had represented an important 
step. History had shown that regional organizations could play a useful role. His 
delegation would support OAU's efforts for a prompt solution. 

60. His delegation had welcomed the statement by the Minister for Foreign Affairs 
of Morocco to the effect that no pre-conditions would be set if the Ad Hoc 
Committee wished to hear the voice of the people of Western Sahara. Such an 
attitude could contribute to a cease-fire and assist the conciliatory efforts 
of OAU. A satisfactory solution would only, however, be possible if the legitimate 
interests of all parties and peoples concerned were taken into account. 

61. His delegation would abstain in the vote on both the draft resolutions as long 
as OAU was seized of the matter and had not exhausted all possibilities for a 
peaceful solution. 

62. Mr. RODRIGO (Sri Lanka) said that his delegation would have preferred a single 
resolution on western Sahara - but would nevertheless vote in favour of draft 
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resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. It would abstain on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7, 
as its text mad~ no mention of the fact that Western Sahara was a d~colonization 
issue. He welcomed the deletion of the third preambular paragraph of the latter 
draft resolution but regretted the omission of any reference to General Assembly 
resolutions on Western Sahara. His delegation nevertheless did not underestimate 
the impact which the efforts of OAU might have on the issue. 

63. Mrs. OBODE (Liberia) said that her delegation would support both draft 
resolutions, although both were flawed. 

64. Self-determination was clearly the solution to the problem of Western Sahara. 
Her delegation welcomed the initiative of OAU, which would complement that of the 
United Nations. The Fourth Committee and Africa could not afford to undermine the 
efforts of the OAU Ad Hoc Committee of Heads of State. It was important that the 
Fourth Committee should take no action that might lead to the prolongation of the 
situation, which all wished to see resolved. 

65. Mr. FOURATI (Tunisia) said that his delegation would abstain in the vote on 
both draft resolutions. It welcomed the efforts of the OAU Ad Hoc Committee, which 
would hopefully contribute to the restoration of friendly relations in the area. 

66. Mr. FLEMMING (Saint Lucia) said that his delegation would vote in favour of 
draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, as it had always supported the right of 
self-determination of the people of Western Sahara. 

67. His delegation accepted the initiative of the OAU Ad Hoc Committee but would 
nevertheless refrain from voting on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7, because it made 
no mention of the right of Western Sahara to self-determination, nor did it make 
any reference to General Assembly resolution 34/37. 

68. Mr. SKINNER-KLEE (Guatemala) said that his delegation considered that the 
thrust of draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 represented a laudable and correct approach 
to the issue of Western Sahara and would therefore vote in its favour. 

69. Mr. CABRAL (Guinea-Bissau) said that his delegation considered that the 
question of the Western Sahara should be discussed within the framework of General 
Assembly resolution 1514 (XV), in so far as the issue was one of decolonization. 
He was interested in the text of draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 but nevertheless 
must oppose it because of the errors and misrepresentations which it contained. 
The reference in what was now the third preambular paragraph to the decision taken 
by the Assembly of Heads of State and Government of OAU at its fifteenth ordinary 
session was incomplete. That decision had referred to the right of peoples to 
self-determination, a point which had been omitted from the paragraph in question. 
Indeed, the draft resolution made no reference whatsoever to the right of peoples 
to self-determination and to live in freedom. 

70. Mr. MRANI ZENTAR (Morocco), speaking in explanation of vote on draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, said that it sought to legitimize a movement which 
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had not been recognized by either OAU or the United Nations. It also referred to 
the continued occupation of Western Sahara by Morocco; the fact was that Morocco's 
presence in Western Sahara was perfectly legal. 

71. OAU was the proper framework within which the question of Western Sahara 
should be solved, and his Government would therefore co-operate fully with the OAU 
Ad Hoc Committee of Heads of State. Draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l would tend 
to thwart the efforts of OAU and his delegation would accordingly vote against it. 

72. Mr. DABO (Guinea), speaking in explanation of vote, said that the question 
must be viewed against the background of history. A group of States formed in 
December 1960 and consisting of Ghana, Guinea, Egypt, Libya, Mali, Morocco and 
Algeria had supported Algeria in its struggle for independence against France and 
had also supported the claim of Morocco in its territorial disputes with Spain. It 
had later spearheaded the drive to raise the issue of the decolonization of Africa 
in the United Nations and that drive had culminated in the adoption by the General 
Assembly of resolution 1514 (XV). Morocco's claim had also been recognized at the 
First Conference of Heads of State or Government of Non-Aligned Countries, held at 
Belgrade in 1961. 

73. Against that background, Morocco had agreed to a dialogue which would attempt 
to reach the peaceful solution to the problem of western Sahara being sought by the 
Heads of State and Government of OAU. Other interests, however, had had no desire 
for a peaceful settlement and had sought to stop Morocco in the name of progress. 

74. The delegation of Guinea had co-sponsored the draft resolution which had 
become General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) and, consistent with the spirit of 
that resolution, believed that the people of Western Sahara should be given the 
opportunity for self-determination and should be left free to choose their own 
future, whether that future was in association with Morocco, with Algeria, with 
Mauritania, or as an independent State. 

75. His delegation would be unable to accept draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. 

76. Mr. KAMANDA wa KAMANDA (zaire) said that he would have preferred the 
submission of only one draft resolution on western Sahara. Although draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l contained many interesting ideas·in its preamble, 
paragraphs 7 and 10 cont~adicted each other, and the resolution proposed no 
pra~tical means whereby the dispute might be settled. Indeed, it contained 
elements which could lead to polemics. It seemed to take shelter in the 
internationalization of the problem, which would merely complicate matters. 

77. The resolution amounted to a rejection of the recommendations of the OAU 
Ad Hoc Committee, and posed a challenge to African Heads of State. His delegation 
could not support any resolution which implied that the considered views of African 
Heads of State were mistaken, and would therefore vote against draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. 
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78. Mr. BEDJAOUI (Algeria) said it was regrettable that the Committee had been 
denied an opportunity to consider draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 and to propose 
amendments thereto. His delegation was perturbed by the incomplete reference in 
the preamble to the mandate given by OAU to the Ad Hoc Committee: it omitted to 
state that the Ad Hoc Committee had been asked to consider the question of 
self-determination for Western Sahara. Either the sponsors were attempting to 
mislead the United Nations as to the nature of the Ad Hoc Committee's mandate, or 
they were attempting to have that mandate amended by the United Nations, which 
would be intolerable. 

79. The Fourth Committee was well aware of the parties involved in the dispute. 
Yet it had heard "petitioners" speaking on behalf of the occupying Power. The very 
concept of petitioning had been perverted by such a farce. 

80. Mr. LEROTHOLI (Lesotho), speaking on a point {1f order, said it was his 
understanding that the Chairman had said that the Committee would hear explanations 
of vote before the vote on draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l. Yet the 
representative of Algeria had referred to draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7. 

81. The CHAIRMAN said that many speakers had referred to both draft resolutions, 
and he had no objection to their doing so. 

82. Mr. MRANI ZENTAR (Morocco), speaking on a point of order, said that the debate 
appeared to be developing into more than an explanation of votes. The Committee 
had already devoted many meetings to the relevant substantive issues, and 
delegations should limit their statements to explanations of votes. 

83. The CHAIRMAN said that one or two speakers had, perhaps, gone beyond a mere 
explanation of vote, but the Chair was attempting to be lenient. He appealed to 
delegations to restrict their statements to explanations of votes. 

84. Mr. BEDJAOUI (Algeria) said that the Committee was witnessing curious events 
indeed. It had heard pseudo-petitioners who were no less than traitors, and an 
attempt had been made to curtail explanations of votes. 

85. His delegation challenged the legitimacy and indeed the existence of the 
Parti de !'Union nationale Sahraoui. That "party" had been created by the Spanish 
Government in 1975. It was a mere puppet party, now under the control of Morocco 
which, ironically enough, had itself challenged the legitimacy of the party at the 
time of its creation. 

86. The OAU Ad Hoc Committee at its latest session held at Freetown, had stated 
that Algeria, Mauritania, Morocco and the Frente POLISARIO were the parties 
involved in the dispute. Draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.7 was an attempt to lend 
political stature to imaginary groups which had already been discredited by the 
United Nations itself. 
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87. The CHAIRMAN announced that the Committee would now vote on draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, as orally revised. 

88. A recorded vote was taken. 

In favour: Afghanistan, Albania, Algeria, Angola, Argentina, Australia, 
Austria, Bahamas, Bangladesh, Barbados, Benin, Bhutan, Botswana, 
Brazil, Bulgaria, Burundi, Byelorussian Soviet Socialst Republic, 
Cape Verde, Chad, Congo, Costa Rica, Cuba, Cyprus, Czechoslovakia, 
Democratic Yemen, Ecuador, El Salvador, Ethiopia, Fiji, Finland, 
Gambia, German Democratic Republic, Ghana, Greece, Grenada, 
Guinea-Bissau, Guyana, Haiti, Honduras, Hungary, India, Iran, 
Jamaica, Kenya, Lao People's Democratic Republic, Lesotho, 
Liberia, Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, Madagascar, Malawi, Malaysia, 
Mali, Mauritania, Mauritius, Mexico, Mongolia, Mozambique, Nepal, 
Nicaragua, Nigeria, Pakistan, Panama, Papua New Guinea, Peru, 
Poland, Rwanda, Saint Lucia, Sao Tome and Principe, Seychelles, 
Sierra Leone, Singapore, Sri Lanka, Sudan, Suriname, Swaziland, 
Sweden, Syrian Arab Republic, Togo, Trinidad and Tobago, Uganda, 
Ukrainian soviet Socialist Republic, Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics, United Republic of Tanzania, Venezuela, Viet Nam, 
Yugoslavia, Zambia, Zimbabwe. 

Against: Guatemala, Guinea, Israel, Morocco, Senegal, Zaire. 

Abstaining: Bahrain, Belgium, Bolivia, Burma, Canada, Central African 
Republic, Chile, Colombia, Denmark, Dominican Republic, Egypt, 
France, Germany, Federal Republic of, Iceland, Indonesia, Ireland, 
Italy, Ivory Coast, Japan, Lebanon, Luxembourg, Maldives, 
Netherlands, New zealand ·, Niger, Norway, Oman, Paraguay, 
Ph{lippines, Portugal, Qatar, Saudi Arabia, somalia, Spain, 
Thailand, Tunisia, Turkey, United Arab Emirates, United Kingdom of 
Great Britain and Northern Ireland, United Republic of Cameroon, 
United States of America, Upper Volta, Uruguay, Yemen. 

89. Draft resolution A/C.4/35/L.2/Rev.l, as orally revised, was adopted 
by 88 votes to 6 1 with 44 abstentions. 

90. The CHAIRMAN said that the Committee would continue the process of voting on 
the question at its 22nd meeting, on 31 October. 

AGENDA ITEM 87: IMPLEMENTATION OF THE DECLARATION ON THE GRANTING OF INDEPENDENCE 
TO COLONIAL COUNTRIES AND PEOPLES BY THE SPECIALIZED AGENCIES AND THE INTERNATIONAL 
INSTITUTIONS ASSOCIATED WITH THE UNITED NATIONS (continued) (A/C.4/35/L.3) 

91. The CHAIRMAN said that India had joined the sponsors of draft resolution 
A/C.4/35/L.3 
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AGENDA ITEM 84: INFORMATION FROM NON-SELF-GOVERNING TERRITORIES TRANSMITTED UNDER 
ARTICLE 73 e OF THE CHARTER OF THE UNITED NATIONS (continued) {A/C.4/35/L.6) 

92. The CHAIRMAN said that Jamaica and Uganda had joined the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.6. 

AGENDA ITEM 85: QUESTION OF EAST TIMOR (continued) (A/C.4/35/L.9) 

93. The CHAIRMAN said that Congo and Rwanda had joined the sponsors of draft 
resolution A/C.4/35/L.9. 

The meeting rose at 6.50 p.m. 




