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The meeting was celled to order et 11,35 a.m. ’

DECISION COHCERVING COMDRO (A/AC.109/1.1059)

The CHATRMAN: The first item on the agenda of this meeting relates

to developments concerning Comoro. Menmbers have before them the text of a dralt
decision, econteined in document A/AC.109/L.1059, prepared by me in consultation
with the officers of the Committee. This text has teen the subject of
long infornmel consultations with the members of the Committee.

Are there any comments on the draft text?

If T hear no objection, I shall take it thsat the Committee endorses the
text proposed by the Chairman.

It was so decided.

DECISION CONCEENING PAPUA NEW GUINEA (A/AC.109/L99; A/AC.109/1.1060)

The CHATRMAN: The second item on the agenda of this meeting relates

to developments concerning Papua New Guinea,

With respect to the invitatic:: received from the Chief Minister of Papua
New Guinea, which has been circulated in document A/AC,109/Lgg, unless L hear any
objection, I shall take it that the Committee agrees to accept the invitation and,
in accordance with established practice, to authorize me to wundertake the

necessary consultations with e view to the dispatch of g delegation from
this Commi:tee.

It was so decided,

The CHATRMAN: As regards the text of a draft decision to be taken

by the Committee on this question, in the light of the consultations held in
this connexion, unless I hear views to the contrary, I shall teke it that the
Conmittee adopts the draft text proposed by the Chairman and contained in
document A/AC,109/L,1060.

It was so deecidead,
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QUESTION OF THE SEYCHELLES (A/AC.109/474, 483, A/AC.109/1.1010, L.1061}

The CHAIRMAN: I wish, on behalf of the Committee, to welcome emongst
us the representatives of the Government of the Seychelles, Mr. Chamery Chetty,
Minister of Agriculture end Natural Resources and Minister for Finance designate,
and Mr. Guy Sinon, Minister of Education and Sociel Development.

I now call on the representative of the United Kingdom as the administering

Power to make the opening remarks.

Mr, RICHARDSON (United Kingdom): This is, I think, the last occesion

turing this current session of the Committee on which my delegaticn will have the
Pleasure of making an opening statement on one of our remaining dependemt
Territories, and I should therefore like to take this opportunity to thank the
fonmittee and, in particular, Sub-Committee II, which has borne the main burden
of listening to my delegation's statements, for the close interest that members
have shown in the political, econcmic and social progress of our remaining
fependent Territories. It has been a useful and productive session, ard we are
indebted to you, Mr. Cheirman, for your wise guidance and keen apprecistion of
the problems which our smaller Territories face.

It gives my delegation great pleasure to welcome to New York the two
listinguished Ministers from the Seychelles coalition Covernment, who are here to
sttend this debate. Mr. Chetty, the Minister of Agriculture and Natural Rescurces,
¥ill be no strenger to some members of the Committee, since he was here for last
year's debate on the Seychellee. Mr. Sinon, the Minister of Educetion and Sccial
kvelopment , Joined the Government when a coelition was formed on 2 June this
¥ear between the two main parties, the Seychelles Democratic Party and the
beychelles People's United Party. We are glad to welcome both Ministers here, the
Wre so as they represent the two parties in a mnited coalition Government which

vill, we hope, shortly lead the Seychelles to independence.
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(Mr. Richardson, United Kingdom)

As both Ministers have expressed the desire to address the Committee,
I think it would be gquite wrong for my delegation to make a long stetement
at this stage in the debate. Our distinguished visitors can inform the
Committee far better than I can about the important events which have taken place
recently in the Seychelles. I should, however, like to remind members of this
Committee very briefly of the salient facts, a number of which were set out in
my Ambassador's letter of 4 April to you, Mr. Chairman. The Constituticnal
Conference was nheld in London between 1L and 27 Mareh this year. Delegatiovns
from the two Seychelles parties were present. Some of the prineiples ard details
of an independence constitution were agreed upon at the Conference, but other
guestions remained unresolved. These were, in particular, the question of
the systen of elections in the Seychelles and the size and composition of the
legislature. Miss Joan Lestor, who at that time was Parliamentery Under-Secretary
in the Foreign and Commonwealth 0ffice, said thet she would reccmmend to
my Government the appointment of an electoral review commission, on lines
which had alveady been discussed with the two party leaders, as a possible
means of resolving the remaining points at issue. I should like to inform
the Committee that the Electoral Review Commission was duly established
yesterday, It will convene on 1 October in London, proceeding to the
Seychelles about the middle of that month. The members of the Commission are
The Honourable Tun Tan Siew Sin, Chairman and former Minister of Finance of
the Malaysian Government; Mr., Harvey Lloyd De Costa, former Attormey-General
of the West Indies; and Sir lLeslie Monson, a former Deputy Under—Secretery in
the Foreign and Commonwealth Cffice, The terms of reference of these
Commissioners, to whom we are most grateful for their agreement to participate,
are:
"Do examine the system of elections in the Seychelles and the size and
composition of the Seychelles legislature and, before the end of 1975, to
make recommendations to the Secretary of State for Foreign and Commonwealth
Affairs sbout the provisions concerning such matters which might be
included in a constitution for an independent Seychelles and in electoral

regulations made thereunder’.
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(Mr. Richardson, United Kingdom)

During the Iondon Conference, the leaders of the two parties in the
Seychelles agreed to form a coalition on the imtroduction of internal self-
government, in a spirit of netional reconciliation. It goes without saying
that my Government wholeheartedly welcomes this importent development, which
came into effect, as I have slready mentioned, on 2 June, I am sure that our
tvo distinguished visitors from the Seychelles will be giving the Committee
further information on the deteils of the coelition agreement.

The Electoral Review Commission which has just been established hes
been asxked to make its recommendations to the Foreign Secretary before the
end of 1975, with & view to further discussion of them at a renewed constitutional
conference around Jenuary 1976. Tt is my Government 's sim to determine the
remaining provisions of an independence constitution for the Seychelles at
that conference so that, subjeet as always to the approval of Parliament, the
Seychelles could proceed to independence, as both its parties wish, not later
than 30 June 1976. We believe that the recent formation of the coelition
Covernment should greatly ease the task of agreeing upon an independence
constitution, and I can essure the Committee that it is my Government's firm
intention to adhere to the agreed time-table for independence. In doing 8O,
one further step will have been taken in the process of decolonization. We
vish the menmbers of the coalition Government every success in the tasks that
lie ahead of it. They can count upen my Government's comtinuing friendship

and assistance, both before and after independence.

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on Mr. Chetty, the Minister for Agriculture

and Natural Resources and the Minister for Finance designate.

Mr. CHETTY: In May last year I had the privilege of being present
when the Chief Mirnister and the leader of the Seychelles Democratic Party,
¥r. James Menchem, addressed this Committee of the United Nations, He traced
the higstory of politics in the Seychelles and explained why we were nct anxious
t0 embark on independent nationhood until we were ready for it and mwmtil our

litical institutions and experience coupled with our economic development had
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{Mr. Sinon)

It is certain that considerable time will be devoted to this particular
issue at the next round of talks due to take place in London im January 1976,
pricr to the independence of the islands later the same year.

Much bas already been said of BIOT. Suffice it to remind representatives
that this colony was created in 1965 after the United Kingdom Government had,
vithout the consent of the Seychelles peoples, detached the three aforementioned
islands frcm the Seychelles group and joined them together with the much
talked about Diego Garcia. This Territory has since its ereation become &
foreign country to the people of the Seychelles,

And although some sources say that the British Covernment is willing to hand
back the islands to the Seychelles upon attainment of independence, Britain igself
has to date never said so in terms clear enough to offer assurance.

To the Seychelles People's United Party,the return to the people of the
Seychelles of those islands, detached in 1965, is of vital importance not
merely beczuse several countries in Africa and Asia, or the Organization of
African Unity and the United Nations or other organizations, have called for
the demilitarization of the Indian ocean and for the creation of a zone of
peace; SPUP is 4180 so committed for a number of reasons,

First, SPUP feels that the Seychellee is among the %tiniest countries of
the world, and as such needs all the aveileble space that we, the peopie of
these islands, cen rightly claim es our own for economic development after
our independence.

Secondly, SPUP strongly feele that the Seychelles will not be truly
independent as long as part of it is still subjected to foreign domination.

Thirdly, SPUP regards it as the legitimate right of the people of the
Seychelles alone to decide what to do with every inch of ocur country, without
interference or hindrance or undue influence from any foreign sources
whatscever, .

Fourthly, SPUP is fully aware of the fact that continued foreign occupation
of part of the Seychelles even after independence will constitute a danger
to the total liberation, as well as to the progress, prosperity end security
of the entire African continent.

Fifthly, SPUP also feels that the people of the Seychelles will not be

able to afford participation in the game of big-Power supremacy.
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(Mr. Budhiraja, India}

We have listened with great attention to the very important statements
which have been made by the two Ministers. My delegation was indeed happy
to hear fromw the representative of the administering Power that this would be
the last time that his delegation would be making the opening statement in
this Committee on the Seychelles.

My delegation is very glad sbout the constitutional developments that have
faken place in the Seychelles and is particularly happy o note that this beautiful
island group will soon achieve its independence. We were heppy to note that
all the political parties in the Seychelles are agreed on becoming independent
not later than June 1976, My country, India, is a neighbour of the
Seychelles and we look forward to developing good and friendly reletions with
the Seychelles. We were happy ebout the statement that the Seychelles intends to
pursue & policy of pon-zlignment and that it will support the concept of the
Indian Ocean as a zone of Dpeace.

It is now my pleasant duty,on behalf of Afghanistan, Australia, Denmark, FEthiopis,
¥iji, Indonesia, Iran, Irag, the Ivory Coast, Trinided and Tobago, Tunisia,
United Republic of Tanzenia and Indie, to introduce a dreft resolution on
the Seychelles {AfAC.109/1.1061}. This draft resolution takes into account
the constitutional developmente that have taken plece in regard to this
Territory and requests the administering Power to assist the people of the
Seychelles so that they can exercise their right to self-determination and
can achieve their independence. It takes into account the stated position of
the Seychelles Governmment with regard to the territorial integrity of that
Territory. It alsc calls on the United Nations to give all possible assistance
to the people of the Seychelles in their efforts to consolidate their national
independence. It invites the specialized agencies and the institutions
associated vith the United Nations to work out conerete progremmes of
assistance tu Lhe Seychelles.

The sponsors hope that our Committee will be able to adopt this

draft resolution unanimeusly.
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(The Chairman)

I may add that the successive resolutiong adopted during the past few
years t@‘the General Assembly and the Special Coumittee, as well as by the
Economic and Social Council, contained the same gécommendations eddressed
to the executive heads. It may also be pertinent to recall that several
agencies and organizations have in the past modified their rules of procedure,
and in some instances even their constitutions, to meet the various
recomnendations of the General Aesenbly regarding the provision of assistance
to the national liberation movements and their representation of those movem%?tﬂ$
in the releted proceedings of those organizations.

As Chairman .of the Special Committee, and especially taking into
consideration our particular interest mnd desire to see all the specialized
agenecies co-operate with the United Nations in implementing the relevant

decisions, T thought this clarification was necessary.

Mr. ARAIM (Ireq): My delegation was pleased to see the representative
of the World Bank present at our meetings yesterday and again today,
and we hope to see the representative of the World Bank
co--operating more and more with thr Special Committee and the Working Group
on the Tmplenentation of the Declaration by the specialized agencies.

The Special Committee and its Working Group have been anxious for the
Bank's co--operation and t¢ have the Bank and its affiliated bodies participating
in the efforts to alleviate the sufferings of the peoples in the coleonial
Territories and to help the host countries, especially those on the Africar,
continent, to cope with the problems resulting from the large influx of
refugees frow the coloniel Territories.

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, I should like to address the follo¥ing
question to she representative of the World Bank: What are the constitutichal
difficulties facing the Internatinnal Develapment Agency in providing assisfanes
to the refugees from the colonial Territories and to the countries which are

hosting those refugees?









HP/neo AJAC.109/EV.1010

27
{Mr. Garvalov, Bulgaria)

At the pame time,we acknowledge with appreciation the co—operation
which a certain nurber of specialized agencies have been extending in
varying degrees to the United Nations in the implementation of the
Declaration. There still remains, however, the requirement for all
the specialized sgencies, including in particuler the International Bank
for Reconstruction and Development and the International Monetary Fund,
to seek the full emci speedy implementation of the Deglaration; and this is
our formulation in operative paragraph 4. This provision qualifies the
responsibility of the specilalized ageneies in the process of decolonization.
There can be no justification whatsocever for any one of them staying awey
from the United Nations struggle against colonialism. Al11l of them are
required, a&s part of their duty and moral obligation, to join the United
Vations efforts towards decolonization by teking the necessary ateps within
their spheres of ccmpetence.

The urgency of this action remains, snd we cannot absolve any agency
of its responsibility, nor can we condone delayed action, COperative
paragraph 5, in this respect, is very explicit: it stipulsates what the
3gencies should do now, and not later. '

Related to this situstion is our provision in operative paragraph 6.
Ve request that the Special Committee urge the specialized sgencies &nd
other organizations within the United Nations system 1o extend all moral
end material assistance to the nevly independent end emerging States.

Operative peregraph 7 refers to the need for assistance to be
provided to refngees from colonial Territories.

Operative peragraph 8 is a reaffirmation of the United Nations
Position that the specialized agencies should take all measures to
vithhold any finencial, eccnomic, technical or other assistance from
the Covernment of South Africe and the illegal régime of Southern
Fhodesia, to discontinue all support for them until they restore to the
peoples of Nemibia and Zimbabwe their inaliensble right to self-determination
and independence, and to refrain from teking any action which migut imply

Tecognition of the legitimecy of the domination of the Territories by those

régimes.
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(Mr. Grenfell, World Bank)

If I may, while T s5till have the floor, T would also just respond in &
few words to the statement that you, Mr. Chairman, made a few moments
ago. I should like once more to quote from document A/10080 on the
subject of the Declarstion. We did note in paragraph 3 the following:
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(Mr. Alarcon, Cuba)

“Camo no hay otros oradores y teniendo en cuenta la sesidn anterior
del Comité, doy por entendido, si no hay objeciones, que el Comité ha
concluido de esta memera el debate scbre la cuestitn.” (1015th meeting, p. 16}
There follows a sentepce, underlined by the Secretariat, which reads as follows:

Y461 queda acordado, ™

The exact verion in English is the following:
(spoke in English)

"SBince there are no further speakers, and in the light of the
decision reached eerlier, I take it that the Committee has concluded its
debate on the questien.” (Ibid.)

{ continued in Spg.gish)

And the following is added:
(spoke in Fnglish)

"It was 50 decided,”
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The CHAIRMAN: There are twe possible ways to solve this problem.

One, of ecourse, is to wait and have the Legel Counsel come to the Committee
since the representative of Cuba has stated that he would have preferred the
Legal Counsel to be present to give such en opinion., Perhaps it would be the
better course of action to ask the Legal Counsel to give his interpretation. On
the other hand, if members wish to proceed right awey to take a decision, the
Committee is the master of its own procedures. Frankly, I believe that since it
is almost . o'clock, end in order to be quite clear upon what we are deciding, it
may be prudent to postpone a decision on this mstter snd to ask the Legal Counsel
to come and give the legal opinion in person on the point raised by ouf colleague

from Australia. The Committee could then take a decision.

Mr. CAMPBELL (Australisz): I thank the representative of Cuba for not

having interrupted my initial proposal. I congratulete him on the elaborate
cigar smokescreen he is contriving to throw over cur proéeedings.

I should just like the position clarified. As I understand it, I have
made a procedural motion, which has precedence. The representetive of Cubae
has objected on & point of order. You, Mr. Chairman, have given a ruling on thst
point of order on the basis of the advice presently available to you. The
representative of Cuba has appealed ageinst that ruling. It therefore seems to me
that we are in the position presented under rule 113 -- thet the appeasl shall be
immediately put to the vote and the Chairman's ruling shall stand unless overruled
by a majority of the members present and voting.

We have already had the benefit of legal advice. I do not see what two lots
of legal sdvice are going to achieve, I should like to ask, Sir, that you proceed

under rule 113.

The CHAIRMAN: The rule our colleague from Australia is invoking
stipulates that the appeal shall be immediately put to the vote and that the

Chairren's ruling shall stand unless overruled by a majority of the members

present and voting. I must, however, peint out that, though inclined to do 50,
T did not make s specific ruling because, in this particular case, although I

neve heard a legel opinion T have no experience of a precedent to go by.
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(The Cheirman)

On the basis of the point raised by our colleague from Cuba I thought it would
be only proper to have the Legal Counsel's opinion before I could even make a
gpecific ruling on the matter.

I call on the representative of Cuba on & point of order.

Mr. ALARCON QUESADA (Cuba) {interpretation from Spenish): I do not
intend to complicate this matter. My delegation did participate in the general

discussion and expressed its viewpoint. It does not want to use the kind of
weapon that is emerging here towards the end of our deliberations, and it will
therefore not insist upon its objections to the Australimn proposal, but we
should like it to be clearly stated in the record that it considers the Australian
proposal to be entirely out of order, illegitimste and part of a very long,

broad process thet is well known to us all vis—a-vis the consideratione of this
type of guestion within the United Nationms.

I shall not strees my point because I do not feel thet it ie worth while to
have a diplomatic battle, so to speak, concerning a matter that involves sc many
resources and so many efforts on the part of some powerful persons as regards
a purely legal question. On the other hand, I should like to point out clearly
that my delegation was not chellenging or questioning the Chairman's ruling,
because it did not feel thet the Chairman hed mede & concrete proposal with regard
to the point of order. It notes with gratitude the Chairman's acknowledgenent
that no precedents exist in this matter, We are not challenging the unaninous
opinion of the Legal Counsel since in any case he has no authority to meke a
ruling but can merely give a reccmmendstion or provide advice.

I shall not insist upcn the Legal Counsel being present and giving his
opinion. We believe the Committee should in any case base itself on its own
decisions or on the opinion of the Chairman. Consequently, while stressing the
basic illegisimacy of the Australian motion, my delegation will not meke eny
objection to the Committee considering his proposal to postpone something -~ I dO
not know what -- under the circumstances, but we believe thet rule 116 should be
considered as valid in this case. In other words, the Cheirman should permit two
representatives to speek against the motion. I believe he can also authorize two

representatives to speak in favour of the said motion, though 1 think one has
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(Mr, Kouame, Ivory Coast)

Since that date, we have adopted procedural resolutions simply because

we did not have sufficient information to enable the Committee to make such a

recommendation. Bven today we are still in the same position, and all will

agree with me thet the special report which was sutmitted on this question was

a Tactual report. I think that we still need information snd, taking this into

account, the possibility should be given to the Committee to consider this

matter more in depth. That is the reason why ve feel that it is appropriate

to respond favourably to the request which was formulated by the representative
of Australia.

The position that we shall take and which we are taking in no way prejudges
the position of the Member States on the substance of the problem and on what

will happen next year when the Committee will again be seized of the same

guestion.

The CHAIRMAN: Two speakers have already spoken in support of the

proposal for adjournment. I am now ready to call on two other speakers, if

there are two, who wish to speak against adjournment.

Mr. ALARCON (Cuba) (interpretation from Spanish)}: My delegation
would 1like to clarify the fact, first of all, that it did not insist on its
objections being followed up concerning the validity of the Australian motion
procedurally, so to speak, not because we withdrew our objections concerning
this motion --- since we continue to believe that +he motion is totally
illegitimate and out of order --- but because we do not wish to continue playing
the game of postponing questions of principle, substantial questions vwhich bear
on the very terms of reference of this Committee, and submitting them to a kind
of diplomatic or procedural battle.

Having said thet, I should like to exXpress our most categorical rejection
of that motion in substmnce, for reesons which the members of the Committee can
easily understand. It would be advisable, above all, to recall some antecedents
vith regard to the matter which the Committee was debating until 15 August. I

m referring to the meeting of our Committee of 1 November 1974, dealing with
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(Mr. Alarcon, Cuba)

Puerto Rico, as the agenda states. In 1973 this Committee discussed the

Puerto Rican matter, approved a resolution and decided to continue discussing
" the subject at the beginning of the year 1974, Because further time was given
to some delegations which needed it to familiarize themselves with the matter,
“the beginning of the year” turned out to be 1 November 19T4. And et that time
the Special Committee decided once again to postpone consideration of this matter
until the beginning of its 1975 session. Now this "beginning of the 1975
session” .~ once again to give sufficient time to certain delegations —— has becoue
something that is in fact nearer the end of the 1975 session.

In 1975 we did resume the discussion and, the discussion being concluded, as
is shown clearly by the record, this motion emerges from the Australiam delegation,
a motion which, it seems, counted in advance on automatic sympathy on the part of
the United Nations Legal Department. It is a motion to postpone something
although we do not know exactly what it is. In other words, is the representative
of Australia referring to discussions that are already ending, or is he
referring tc the consequence of the continuation of the discussion?

My delegation does not stress the legal. aspect because it is very much aware
of the fact that, in so far as the Puerto Rican question is concerned, there
are mahy elements that go far beyond the reading or the interpretation of some
of the rules or the rules of procedure. They are of such a nature that a great
imperialist Power has resorted, as it always does, and as it has been doing Tor
two decades now, within and without this Organization, toc the use of all the
weapons in its hands precisely to prevent the Special Committee from being in a
position to adopt categorical and definitive decisions on the Puerto Rican affeir.

In our opinion, and respecting the attitude taken by each end every ane of
the delegations concerning the heart of the matter, we have at stake at this very
moment something that should be specified clearly for all the members of the
Committee --- namely, the prestige of this body, its own self-respect, end the
degree to which we members are capable of handling the Committee, in keeping with

our obligations and owr capability of making of the Special Coemmitiee a body that
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(Mr. Alarcon , Cuba)

In our opinion, this is a matter of very great importance to the Special Committee
vhich goes far beyond our dealing with the matter that we considered last week.

The Puerto Rican people, like all peoples subjected to coloniel rule, will
exercise its inalienable rights to self-determination and independence, regardless
of the means and resources which imperialism will use to endeavour to prevent it
from doing so, It seems to us that history clearly shows that this is so. Many
great financial, diplomatic, military end other means have been used against the
Indochinese people, and we all know what the results were.

We are not so much concerned over the fact that this Speciel Committee or any
international organ may not be in a position to cerry out its mandata vis—d-vis
these people or any other people, because in the long run history will prevail.

In the long run it is the struggle of the people that will prevail. This is a
deep conviction of my delegation which is such that we almost optimistically
welcame -- and with a smile, so to speak - motions such as the one tabled here
this morning.

But what is importent, what we must decide on today, what will have a
definitive impact on this Special Committee so far as concerns its prestige, its
moral authority and its self-respect, which we shall endeavour to maintain in a
reasonable uanner, is the opinion that will remain for history and for world opinion
of the skill or the capability of this Committee to resist the pressures, the
threats and the hostile campaigns or its capability of at least respecting or
fulfilling the mandate entrusted to it.

Regardless of the intentions of the Australian delegaticon or the arguments
that it or other delegations which favour its motion may voice here, the truth
is that objectively, in so far as facts are concerned, this motion for postponement
will have no result other than to contribute to the success of the coloniazlist and
imperielist cempaign to prevent the Committee from carrying out its duty.

It is not here so much a matter of voking on 2 substantive motion regarding
Puerto Rico, but rather the taking of a decision that affects the very foundations
of this organ of the Gemeral Assembly. And because of this my delegation cannot
accapt snything other than a categoriecal rejection of the said motion. Tn any case,

and even if the discussion is postponed, what will not be postponed by virtue of
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(Mr. Alarcon, Cuba)

any rule of the rules of procedure or any arbitrary interpretation of any legal
counsel is the will of the people to fight end the unbreaksable decision of these

people to end colonialist rule with or without the Special Comnittee on

Decolonization.

The CHATRMAN: As no other representative wishes to spesk against the

rotion, I shall put to the vote the proposal by the delegation of Australia,
supported by the delegations of the Ivery Coast and Fiji, to the effect that the
Srecial Committee adjourn the debate on the item under discussion, namely, the
“Special Committee decision of 1 November 1974 concerning Puerto Rico", until
the 1976 session of the Special Committee.

The proposal was adopted by 11 votes to 9, with 2 abstentions.

Mr. WU (China) (interpretation from Chinese): The Chinese delegation
12 conaistently supported the just struggle of the people of Puerto Rico. However,
in view of the major differences that exist between the third-world countries in the
Jeciel Committee on Decolonization on whether o vote now on the draft resolution
toncerning Puerto Rico, the Chinese delegation decided not to participate in the

wting on the motion to adjourn the debate on the item until 1976.

Mr. BACHROUCH (Tunisia) (interpretation from French): In voting in

fevour of the procedural motion of the delegation of Australia, the Tunisian
delegation simply sought to respond to the wishes expressed by certain delegations
wich wanted the Committee to have more time to examine the question of Puerto Rico.
iy dedlegation would like to state that the nature of its vole todsy dees not
wejudge in any menner the Tunisian position with regard to the substance of the
question.

Mr. PAVICEVIC (Yugoslavia): My delegation would like to use this
tbportunity to express its appreciation to the co-spensors of the draft resoclution
in document A/AC.109/L.1055 for their co-operative snd flexible attitude in
decomuodating various suggestions and antendments to their draft, and would add that

mr ghstention in the vote on the procedural matter does not prejudge our position

@ the substance.
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Mr. CAMPBELL (Australia): I just wanted to make one brief point in the
nature of a right of reply. I do not think that the comment was rezlly intended

to come out as it did, but there was at one peint in our proceedings a little
while ago what I took te be an implieation of c¢ollusion in scme form between my
delegation and the Legal Counsel. What might be said sbout my delegation is, I
suppose, fair game in a situation like this, but, for the sake of the Legel Counsel,
I wish tc make it absolutely clear that at no time, anywhere, to my knovledge, hes
any member of the Australian delegation ever discussed this matter with the Legal

Counsel or any member of his office, past or present.











