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Chairman: Mr. Keith JOHNSON (Jamaica). 

In the absence of the Chairman, Mrs. Skottsberg-Ahman 
(Sweden}, Vice-Chairman, took the Chair. 

Tribute to the memory of His Excellency Mr. Wasfi Al-Tai, 
Prime Minister of Jordan 

1. The CHAIRMAN expressed deep sorrow at the tragic 
death of Mr. Wasfi Al·Tal, Prime Minister of Jordan, and 
asked the Jordanian delegation to convey the Committee's 
condolences to the Government of Jordan. 

2. Mr. SERONEY (Kenya) endorsed the Chairman's senti
ments concerning the death of the Prime Minister of 
Jordan. 

AGENDA ITEMS 13, 23, 65, 70, 71 AND 12, 72, AND 73* 

Agenda item 13 (continued) (A/8360, A/8404) 

Agenda item 23 (Territories not covered under other 
agenda items) (continued) (A/8368, A/8369, A/8423 
(part IV) and (part IV)/Add.1, A/8423/Add.S (part I), 
A/8423/ Add.5 (part II) and Add.5 (part 11)/Corr.l, 
A/8423/Add.6 (parts 1-IIJ), A/8423/Add.7 (parts 1-N)) 

Agenda item 65 (continued} (A/8423/ Add.8/Rev .1, 
A/8520 and Add.l) 

Agenda item 70 (continued) (A/8398, A/9513) 

Agenda items 71 and 12 (continued) (A/8314 and Add.1-4, 
A/8403 (chapter XX), A/8403/Add.l (part III), A/9423 
(part III), A/8480) 

Agenda item 72 (continued) (A/8485 and Add.1) 

Agenda item 73 (continued) (A/8530) 

GENERAL DEBATE (continued) 

3. Mr. SERONEY (Kenya) regretted that despite the firm 
anti-colonialist stand taken by the majority of United 
Nations Members, the decolonization drive had made little 
progress in the preceding few years. The events of the 
previous week, culminating in the cynical and shameful 
betrayal of the people of Zimbabwe by British imperialists, 
confirmed that the forces of imperialism and colonialism 
were determined not only to keep -what they unlawfully 
retained but also to recover some of the ground they had 

*For the titles of the items, see "Agenda" on p. ix. 
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lost during the 1960s. One could not but deplore the 
temporary diplomatic gains afforded to the forces of 
colonialism, racism and fascism by the unholy alliance of 
the three permanent members of the Security Council-the 
United Kingdom, France and the United States, aided and 
supported by their Western European allies. The betrayal of 
the people of Zimbabwe was not an isolated phenomenon 
but part of a global strategy which covered the rest of 
Africa, the Indian Ocean, the Pacific, the Atlantic and the 
Caribbean Sea. One of the items under consideration, item 
23, concerned the decolonization of some 40 territories 
scattered around the world, outside southern Africa, which 
had been on the agenda of the United Nations for many 
years. 

4. According to chapter XXII of the report of the Special 
Committee on the Situation with regard to the Implementa
tion of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and Peoples, concerning Antigua, Dom
inica, Grenada, St. Kitts-Nevis-Anguilla, St. Lucia and 
St. Vincent (A/8423/ Add.7 (part I)), a new constitutional 
status had been invented in 1965 for those Territories 
whereby each of them had become "a State in association 
with the United Kingdom" with control over its internal 
affairs and the so-called right to amend its constitution. His 
delegation did not agree with the United Kingdom Govern
ment that those Territories had attained a full measure of 
self-government nor that the United Kingdom had dis
charged its obligations with regard to those Territories 
under Article 73 e of the United Nations Charter. It was 
regrettable that the United Kingdom, like the United 
States, had chosen to avoid embarrassing questions by 
withdrawing from the Special Committee (see A/8276 and 
A/8277). The information contained in chapter XXVII of 
the Special Committee's report (see A/8423/Add.8/Rev.l) 
left grave doubts as to whether General Assembly resolu
tions 1514 (XV) and 2710 (XXV) had been implemented. 
His delegation would give favourable consideration to any 
proposals that the Caribbean delegations in the Committee 
cared to formulate on that question. 

5. From time to time, persons would come forward with 
the contention that their country did not want indepen
dence because it was too small or too poor. Such persons 
were merely the puppets of the colonialists, even if the title 
of Chief Minister had been conferred upon them in an 
effort to raise their prestige, as in the case of the last 
petitioner from the Seychelles. The Governor of the United 
States Virgin Islands had allegedly declared, in December 
1970, that he did not know anyone in the Islands who 
wanted independence. His delegation did not believe that 
the Governor had expressed the opinion of the people of 
the occupied Virgin Islands. 
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6. His delegation fully supported the conclusions and 
recommendations concerning the Seychelles and St. Helena 
contained in chapter IX of its report (see A/8423/Add.S 
(part I)), in which the Special Committee condemned the 
construction of military bases and installations and the 
direct intervention of South Africa in the economy of these 
islands and called upon the administering Power to take all 
effective measures to enable the people to attain their 
freedom and independence, to permit the access of a 
United Nations visiting mission to the Territories and to 
provide up-to-date information on them. Those conclusions 
and recommendations had been transmitted to the Perma
nent Representative of the United Kingdom on 16 August 
1971, and the United Kingdom's only response had been to 
send a so-called Chief Minister to confuse the issue. The 
Minister must have been bluffing when he had stated 
(1927th meeting) that he would welcome a United Nations 
mission to the Seychelles, because he must have known 
that, as in the case of the other colonies which supposedly 
did not want independence, the United Kingdom Govern
ment would not allow such a visit. The Minister had been 
evasive in his replies to questions about military bases and 
installations, ownership of two thirds of commercial agri
cultural land by 56 proprietors, South Africa's intervention 
in the economy of the islands and the constitutional 
arrangements envisaged. All those points had been men
tioned in the conclusions and recommendations forwarded 
to the United Kingdom representative in August, and the 
Minister must have known that questions would be raised 
concerning them; the fact that he could not give satisfac
tory answers spoke for itself. The United Kingdom Govern
ment did not welcome United Nations visiting missions 
which might explode the myth that certain colonial peoples 
did not want independence. That could be seen in chapter 
XXIV of the Special Committee's report (see A/8423/ 
Add.7 (part III), annex I, sect. E, para. 19), which stated 
that the United Kingdom representative had said in 
Sub-Committee III of the Special Committee that while his 
delegation "appreciated the Sub-Committee's views on the 
question of a visiting mission, it could not encourage the 
belief that in general proposals for visiting missions would 
be acceptable, although there was no question of categor
ically excluding the possibility of a visiting mission to any 
given Territory for all time". 

7. The question of the United States Virgin Islands had 
been before the General Assembly since 1965, and was 
shown by its resolutions 2069 (XX), 2232 (XXI), 
2357 (XXII), 2430 (XXIII), 2592 (XXIV) and 
2709 (XXV). His delegation endorsed the conclusions and 
recommendations in chapter XXIII of the Special Commit
tee's report (see A/8423/Add.7 (part II)), and particularly 
the reiteration of its view that "the special circumstances of 
geographical location of the Territory, as well as the 
question of its size, limited population, restricted resources 
and other specific factors, should in no way be considered 
as an obstacle delaying the full and speedy impl~mentation 
of the Declaration with respect to the Territory", and its 
invitation to the administering Power "to take immediately 
the necessary measures for the transfer of powers to the 
people of the Territory". According to a decision taken on 
22 March 1971, a Constitutional Convention was to have 
been held on 7 September 1971 to formulate proposals to 
be presented to the United States President and Congress 

concerning the future and a new name for the United States 
Virgin Islands. Perhaps the representative of the United 
States could tell the Committee about the results of the 
Convention. 

8. The majority of the inhabitants of the Bahamas, 
Bermuda, the British Virgin Islands, the Cayman Islands, 
Montserrat and the Turks and Caicos Islands, the Territories 
which were dealt with in chapter XXIV of the Special 
Committee's report (see A/8423/ Add.7 (part III)), were of 
African descent. Although those islands had been occupied 
long before Western Europe had thought of colonizing 
Africa, none of them were close to gaining independence, 
and racial discrimination was being practised in Bermuda. 
His delegation fully supported the recommendations of the 
Special Committee (ibid.). 

9. With regard to chapters XIX to XXI of the Special 
Committee's report, concerning the Cocos (Keeling) Is
lands, Papua and the Trust Territory of New Guinea, Brunei 
and Hong Kong (see A/8423/Add._6 (part III)), Australia 
should be commended for the spirit of co-operation it had 
shown to the Special Committee and for inviting a United 
Nations visiting mission to the Third House of Assembly of 
Papua and New Guinea in 1972. The Australian attitude 
was very different from that of other administering Powers 
in Africa and elsewhere. His delegation urged Australia to 
grant independence ;md freedom to the people of Papua 
and New Guinea long before 1976, and exhorted it to 
discontinue its aid and support to the forces of colonialism, 
fascism and racism in southern Africa and to align itself on 
all issues of freedom and decolonization with the Afro
Asian Group to which it properly belonged. His delegation 
fully supported the conclusions and recommendations of 
the Special Committee in that connexion, but it was 
disappointed that the Special Committee had been unable 
to formulate any conclusions concerning Brunei, Macao and 
Hong Kong, whose peoples had as much right to self
determination and independence as any other people. 

10. With regard to chapters XIV to XVI of the Special 
Committee's report, which dealt with the New Hebrides, 
Niue and the Tokelau Islands, the Gilbert and Ellice Islands, 
Pitcairn and the Solomon Islands, his delegation fully 
supported the conclusions and recommendations contained 
therein (see A/8423/Add.6 (part I)). The New Hebrides, 
which had the misfortune to be a condominium of France 
and the United Kingdom,_ had made little progress politi
cally. The administering Powers had not only failed to take 
effective measures to accelerate the accession of the people 
of the New Hebrides to self-determination and indepen
dence, to which they had an inalienable right, but had also 
hampered the work of the Special Committee by failing to 
give information on the Territory and by resisting the idea 
of a visiting mission. He urged those Powers to afford full 
co-operation to the Special Committee and to allow a 
United Nations mission to visit the New Hebrides. Regard
ing Niue and the Tokelau Islands, while recognizing the 
sympathetic approach of New Zealand as administering 
Power, he urged New Zealand to give greater co-operation 
to the Special Committee so as to hasten the attainment of 
freedom and independence by the islands and to allow a 
United Nations mission to visit the islands early in 1972. 
Although the Gilbert and Ellice Islands, Pitcairn and the 
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Solomon Islands were small and scattered over a wide area, 
his delegation supported the conclusions of the Special 
Committee and the General Assembly resolutions which 
stated that the question of their size, isolation and limited 
resources should in no way delay the speedy implementa· 
tion of the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and Peoples. 

11. With reference to chapters X to XII of the Special 
Committee's report, dealing with the Spanish Sahara, 
Gibraltar and French Somaliland {A/8423/Add.S {part II) 
and Add.S (part II)/Corr.l), he was disappointed that the 
Special Committee had been unable to formulate any 
conclusions or recommendations on those Territories. His 
delegation favoured the return of Gibraltar to Spain and 
resolutely supported the right of the peoples of the Spanish 
Sahara and French Somaliland to self-determination and 
independence. 

12. Turning to the question dealt with under item 70, he 
said that despite the provisions of General Assembly 
resolution 2703 (XXV) the forces of liberation continued 
to be handicapped by the activities of foreign economic and 
other interests which were impeding the implementation of 
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to 
Colonial Countries and Peoples in southern Africa and in all 
other territories subjected to colonial domination, apart· 
heid or racism. In recent years no progress had been made 
in that regard bec1.1use three permanent members of the 
Security Council-the United Kingdom, France and the 
United States-had placed their economic interests and 
their so-called strategic military interests above considera
tions of human dignity and freedom and their obligations 
under the United Nations Charter. Before the onslaught of 
the imperialist forces of the United Kingdom, France, the 
United States, Portugal, South Africa, and now Southern 
Rhodesia, freedom-loving peoples had a duty to make a 
reappraisal of the situation and to align themselves with 
genuine forces of freedom, without compromising with 

imperialism. References to "dialogue" were only intended 
to divide and weaken. All countries must play their part in 
implementing the resolutions adopted by the General 
Assembly, imposing economic and diplomatic boycotts 
where necessary, giving moral and material support to the 
liberation forces and sending volunteers to fight for 
freedom in Mozambique, Angola, Namibia, Guinea (Bissau) 
and Zimbabwe. The struggle would be long and bitter but 
the forces of freedom would win in the end. 

AGENDA ITEM 68 

Question of Southern Rhodesia (continued) 
(A/S423/Add.l, A/8423/Add.2 (parts I and II)) 

13. Mr. LANE (United Kingdom) said that at the 1956th 
meeting, which had been held on Friday, 26 November, his 
delegation had announced that on that day a White Paper 
would be issued regarding the proposals formulated during 
the Salisbury talks and that copies of it would be sent in 
due course to all the Missions to the United Nations. Before 
the current meeting, copies of the document had accord
ingly been circulated, including its appendix III, which 
contained the new Declaration of Rights. 

Organization of work 

14. The CHAIRMAN pointed out that there was little 
time left for the consideration of the seven questions 
currently being dealt with in general debate, and requested 
that any draft resolutions should be submitted as soon as 
possible. As there were no speakers for the afternoon 
meeting, it would be cancelled. The list of speakers for the 
general debate on the seven questions would be closed at 
6 p.m. that day and she urged those who wished to speak to 
have their names placed on the list before then. 

The meeting rose at 11.45 a.m. 




