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lJ.AURITIUS" SEYCHELLES M"'D ST. HELENA (A/AC.I09/L.279 and Add.l.~d Add.l/Corr.l)
( cOl1tinu~)

Mr. SAULI (Tunisia) recalled that the question of Mauritius" Seychelles.

end St. HeJ.ella had already been considered by the Sp,:;cial Committee andhad also

been the .;;ubject of Gene:;.-al Assen;bly resolutions 2066 (XX) and 2069 (XX). These

resolutio~s re~firmed the inalienable ~ight of the people of those Territories to

fr~edom a.'1d ir.,!epenclence and invited the arlminlstcring Power to ta,ke effective

measures with a view to the immediate anà full implementatlon of resolution 1514 (XV).

Recalling that the United Kinedom representative hed outlined the future of

the islarlds at the previous meeting, he expressed the hope that the proposed

electoral system "lOuld not have the effect of accentua.ting radal differences in

the Territories but might, on the contrary" promote the interests ~f the various

sectors of the population. l'feverthe1ess, a serious economic arld social problem

remained. The main features of the ecouomy of Mauritius, Seychelles and St. Helena,

which was rudimentary and colonial in nature, were a heavy loss of revenue" the

impossibility of increasing emplOJ~ent and the impossibility of bringing payment~

into balance, because exports .,ere less then' importa. The sitUation was 50

unsatisfactory that 3,250 workers had gone on strike i~ the Seychelles on

13 June 1966, and tl1e administering PQi?er had had to use troops to break the strike.

In addition, while resolution 2066 (XX) invited the administering Power totake

no action which would dismember the Territory of Mauritius and violate its

territorial integrity, it was clear that such dismemberment had already taken place.

On 10 November 1965, the Secretary oi' State for the Colonies had stated that new

arrangements had been made, with the agreement of the ..Governments of Mauritius and

Seychelles, for the administration of the Chagos Archipelago and of Aldabra,

Farquhar and Desroehes. Those Territories, which had formerly been administered by

the Governments of Mauritius and Seychelles respectively, were now called the

British Indian Ocean Territory, and the United Kingdom and United states Governments

wo~ld be able to construct defence facilities there. The administering Power had

therefore dismembered Mauritius and Seychelles in order to set up a military.base

on the islands. The establishment of sueh bases in coU!ltries which were still

/ ...



A!AC.l09/SC.2!SR.30
English
Page 4

(!.1r. Sahli, Tunisi a)

colonized was reprehensible in every respect, and he recalled that his Otm co~~try

had experienced the s~e problem with the base of Bizerta. The Sub-Committee

should therefor~ recommend to the Special Committee the:,t i t should invite the

administering Power to take steps to implement resolution 1514 (XV), to lead the

populations of the islands to independence, to abandon the plan to dismember

Mauritius and Seychelles and to install military bases there, and to :'permit and

encourage the sending of United Nations visiting missions to the Territories.

Nr. MTINGI'lA (United Republic of Tanzania) said that the United Kingdom

representative t s statement at the previous meeting seetled to mean that, because

they had been uninhabited when the French and the English had arrived, Mauritius,

Seychelles and st. Helena belonged to nobody. vathout going into detail on that

matter, he believed that the inhabitants of the islands, whatever their origin,

were none the less subjected to colonial domination. It ,.,as precisely that

domination, depriving them as i t did of the right to choose their own form of

government, which the Government of the United Republic of Tanzania condemned.

There had been nothing new in the statement of the United Kingdom representative:

he had merely avoided the main issue, the obligation to allow the populations of

those Territories to exercise their right of self-determination. There could be

no possible doubt on that matter: that obligation .Tas one of those laid upon the

administering Power both by resolution 2066 (XX) on Mauritius and by resolution

2069 (XX) on, inter alia, the Seychelles and St. Helena. So far as the latter

Territories were concerned, resolution 2069 (XX) also requested the administering

Power to al10w United Nations visiting missions te visit the Territories, and to

extend to them full co-operation and assistance. T'hose were perfectly natural

requests and there should be no difficulty in implementing those resolutions if

the administering Power were to honour its obligations and respect the decisions

which the General Assembly had taken in accordance with the Charter. But what had

happened since the adoption of those resolutions? The Chagos Archipelago had

become part of the new British Indian Ocean Territory. That decision had been

taken scarcely a month before the adoption of General Assembly resolution 2066 (XX),

which invited the administering Power to take no action which would dismember the

territory of Mauritius and violate its territorial integrity. The present

1···
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situatinn therefore made it highly unlike::'y that Mauritius wC'uld accecle to

independence in 1966, as nad been e!1visaged. Inste ad of iœpl€:J!enti,ng the General

Assembly resolutions, the United Kingdoru C~vernment had endeavoured ta delay the

i.m:Portant steps 1'lhich it Sh01Ùd have taken by formir..g &n elec;toral commission,

which had produced what might be callecl a scient:; fic ~ons+.ibnticn.. The strong

opposition ta t!'lat strange cOl,stitution was the:::'efore quite naturaJ., and indeed it

iolas reost unlikely that the Uniteo. K~.ngc3.om Government hOO ever expected the

Mauritians to accept i t. In that <.:onnexl.on, the agI èen:ent ",uich ~ad been ree.ched

between the Under-Secretary of State for Colonies and oppcsitio~ rcpresentatives

in Mauritius was of no significance because there was no evid.enee that the

discussions had been held freely. The United K:l.ngdom Government sho'.Ûd remember1

however, that every time it had endeavoUl'ed to draw up the constitution of one of

its former colonies without taking due rcgard of the interests of the population,

those constitutiOT:3 had a.lways come to nought alld had been re?lc.ceè.. by genu:!.nely

democratic instr\..lIllents.

The mroh~er in which the British Indirn Ocean Territory had been set up ~~d

the haste "Tith i-Thich it had been done could not but engender suspicion. His

delegation had reason to believe that the Territory vas to beccme a military base.

Apart from the threat Fosed by such bases to neighbouring countries in the event of

war, the example of Ascension Island, ",hich had been used. by m8rccnarîes as a base

for a.ttaclting the Ccngolese freedom-fighters, could not be 'for'gdlJten. ,The S"pecir~

Comnittee sbould therefore aim at guaranteeing th2 territorial integrity of

Mauritius, Seyc:'lelles and St. Helena, and ensuring that they would not be used for

military purposes.

The economic situation of those Territories was scarcely satisfactory at the

moment. There he.d been a considerable decline in èa~:~l agriculture and iLdustry,

which in 1964 had represent.ed 24 and 15 pcr cent, res~"cctively, of the gross

national product of Mauritius, while unemployment was increasing rapidly.

Monoculture should therefore be a·bandoned on Mauriti-as, as 'Tell as on Seychelles

and St. Helena, if social disturbances "T2re to he avoiJed ~ vllllle i t was doing

nothing te stop the Southern Rhodesia.~ Government from dep~iving 4 million Africans

of the right to rule their own country, the United Kingdom Government had seen fit

to send two warships to the Seychelles to compel strikers to resun:e Vlorlt.

la ••
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In conclusion, he hoped that reason ~fOuld prevail and t1:at the ac1.min~.stering

Power vToulè. eventuaUy leave the peoples of Ilaut'it::"us, Seychelles t'lXid St. Helena

to rule their cour.try as they wisheG.

Er. JANEVS}:I (Yugoslavia) reccl-led. General AEsenbJ.:' rcsolution 2066 (XX)

on the question of' Hauritius" in which t l1e Ass0tibly hac1, 5.4 J:al'tic111ar, invited the

administe:::-J.n3 Power to take no action '-Thieh lTOu2.d vio:"atc the integrity of the

Territo:ry; the Assem'bly hac' l:U{e"!ise aè.opted resolllti.on 2ü69 (iŒ) concerning a

number of small ~erritories, inclù-iing Se~r(;helles and st. HeJ.ena. It seemed that,

in spite of the provisions of those resolutians, the aO!l'lir.i..:;-t:sri.ng Poyer had not

only failed ta taJŒ effective measures for ensuting the independence of those

Territories, in accordance with the provisions oï the Decla:::-ation on the Granting

of Independence to Colonial Countries and Feoples, but it haù even undertaken sorne

measures contrary to thos~ provided for in the Declaration.

His delegaticn considereci that the deve::'0plaent oZ t:10se 'Ie:rritories was still

very slow, èecause or the interests which the administering Power hoped 00 preserve

there as long as possible. As earl~r as 1964, the Conference of Non-1Uigned

Countrics, held in Cairo, had condèffined the intentions expressed by imperialist

Powers of establishir-g military bases in the Indian Ocean, holding that Guch bases

would constitute a threat to the new Ai'ro-Asian cottntries and impede the process

of decolonization. 1he course of events had shown that the Conference had been

right, for in November 1965 the United I:ingo.om had decided to establish the new

British Indian Ocean Territory as the site of defence bases for the United ICingdom

and the United States of America. In spite of the res:!.gno.tion of three Ministers

of the Mauritius Social Democratie Party and the protestsraised in }~uritius

followi!~ that decision, the administering Power h~d not chm1ged its position on the

establishment of those bases, as was evident from tl;'0 sta'cement of the United

Kingdom Defence Secretary, contained in the Sccretari&t working paper

{AjAC.109!.L.279, ~ara. 34).
As it had already stated, his delegation held th~t the United I~ngdom was not

entitled to dismember the Territory of Mauritius for ~he purpose of militnry

installations. It considered tllat the 8ub-CornLlittec was duty bound to reco~~end

to the Special Committee that the peoples of the Territories in question ahould
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accede without delay to independence, in accordance with their freely expressed

wishes and with the provisions of the Declaration contained in resolution 1514 (XV).
It further thought that the problem of the establishment of military bases through

the dismemberment of Mauritius should be gi.ven paJ.~ticular attention, in accordance

with the provisions of resolution 2066 (XX).

Br. ICOFOD (Denmark) expressed his satisfaction that the Territory of

Mauritius was to accede ta independence the following year, in accordance with

the agreement established at the Constitutional Conference in London in

September 1965. Fol10wing nego-ciations bet.veen the administering Power and the

island'sthree main political parties, the electoral provisions made in the

original draft Constitution, which had aro~sed some criticism by the parties, had

been modified and subsequently approved by all concerned.. In that connexion, the

electoral system drawn up for Hau:r.-iti1.!s mi ght aeem at first to be unduly elaborate,

but a simi1ar and equa.lly eléJ.borate fYS ~em [;.(-.,]. been fGnctioning in Denma:::'l~ for a

long tilne, to everyone's satisi'actio:.. Exper:'ence b2,J. shmffi that the system

fulfilled i ts. purpose perfecCy, 'i.vhid1 ï-la,S to assUl'e fair and equal representation

of all voters. The e1ections \~licb wcre ta take vlace on Mauritius would ensure the

establishrr:c'r.t of an autoDomous Gov~rr.ùl1ent and subsequentl~T, after an interval of

six mont:1;:;, 2.ccession to j.ndepenllt::;1'~eo 'lDe cconooic and social situation in the

'ferritory seer:1ed séltisfactcr:~l, tha.Y)~:s ta tte determined efforts made by the

author.lti.es and the people ta ove;.~come ti:~ sevel'e difficulties due to the lasses

caused a :t'evf yesrs aga by tvlO cyclones. Norevci~, the a.uthorities had been trying

for some ye~s to diversify the i l:!lcnd 1 s econcmy, which, at present,' de1'~~r.ded

largely on its sugar production. The D<3ni::h Government thought, therefore, that

the Territory of Mauritius could t.dvance cOflfidently towards independence, and it

was looking forward to mair.tai~in~ the best of relations with the new State.

Vith regard to Seychelles and St. Helen~, his delegation considered, as it

had often stated, that it was for the people of those Territories, and for them

alone, to determine their constitutional future. The size, population and economy

of those Territories might justifY the adoption of special constitutional

arrangements, which should not be ruled out, provided they met wi th the support

of the population.

/ ...
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His delegation thought that ~.n its repc.rt to the Special Committee, the

Sub-Cornmittee should express i ta satisfaction wi th the considerable progress made

by the Territory of Mauritius on the path tm!<'\rds independence and should express

the hope that the farthcoming elections wocl<l be another praof' af the population' s

desire ta accede to independence. IIith regard ta Seychelles and st. Helena, the

Sub-Cornmittee's recommendations &loQld take account of the special circumstances

prevailing in those Territaries and shotùd, therefore, not contain any propos81s

which might be incompatible. with those cirCUlD stances and perhaps with the 11i;.shes

of the population concerned.




