
United Nations 

GENERAL 
ASSEMBLY 
TWENTY-FIRST SESSION 

Official Records 

CONTENTS 

Agenda item 23: 
Implementation of the Declaration on the 

Granting of Independence to Colonial Coun
tries and Peoples: report of the Special 
Committee on the Situation with regard to 
the Implementation of the Declaration on the 
Granting of Independence to Colonial Coun
tries and Peoples: Ifni, Spanish Sahara and 
Equatorial Guinea (continued) 

Page 

Statement by the representative of Spain • • 441 
Question of procedure. . • • • • • • . • • • . • • 444 
Statement by the representative of Spain 

(concluded) . . . . . • • • . . • • • • • • . . • • • 444 

Chairman: Mr. FAKHREDDINE Mohamed 
(Sudan). 

AGENDA ITEM 23 

Implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of 
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples: 
report of the Special Committee on the Situation 
with regard to the Implementation of the Declaration 
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Coun
tries and Peoples: Ifni, Spanish Sahara and Equa
torial Guinea (continued) (A/6300/Rev.l, chaps. IX 
and X; A/C.4/677 and Add.l-3) 

STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF SPAIN 

1. Mr, DE PINIES (Spain) said that, since its first 
statements pursuant to the General Assembly's inter
pretation of Article 73 e of the United Nations Charter, 
Spain had never faltered in its determination to 
proceed with the decolonization process which had 
been going on since the end of the Second World War. 
Spain had initiated the decolonization process one 
hundred and fifty years before in the Americas, a 
continent to which it had brought its civilization, 
culture, language, religion and in some cases also 
its defects. That was part of Spanish history, and 
Spain was proud of it. Spain was not opposed to decolo
nization, for it was itself a victim of colonialism, 
which was trying to maintain its position by continuing 
to occupy a portion of Spanish territory. He would say 
more on that subject at the appropriate time, 

2, Spain had for a long time been transmitting to the 
United Nations information on the Territories for 
which it was responsible, as a first step towards 
decolonization. When the desirability of transmitting 
political information had been discussed in 1962, some 
administering Powers had asserted that the General 
Assembly was not empowered to request such infor-
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mation. Spain, however, had transmitted the infor
mation and its co-operation with the United Nations 
was proof of the sincerity and honesty of its intentions. 
Furthermore, Spain had taken the initiative ofinviting 
a committee to visit Equatorial Guinea, a step which 
the Chairman of the Special Committee on the Situa
tion with regard to the Implementation of the Declara
tion on the Granting of Independence to Colonial 
Countries and Peoples had praised recently, at the 
1485th plenary meeting of the General Assembly. 

3. In the case of the Sahara, Spain had solemnly 
promised to apply the principle of self-determination 
and had reaffirmed that promise in the letter dated 
8 September 1966 from the Permanent Representative 
of Spain to the Chairman of the Special Committee 
(A/6300/Rev.1, chap. X, annex). Spain wished the 
people of the Territory to decide their own future; in 
order to avoid any misunderstandings on that score, 
he wished to reaffirm unequivocally that self-deter
mination would be exercised by the indigenous in
habitants only. There was nothing to prevent any 
indigenous inhabitants who wished from returning to 
the Territory and any statement to the contrary was 
untrue. The Territory had a population of 25,000, 
mostly nomads. There were 10,000 troops in the 
Territory, including officers, and 9,500 non-indigenous 
Spaniards. The assertion that the Territory had a 
population of 250,000 was untrue and designed to mis
lead the Committee. The accusations which had been 
levelled against the Spanish Army were also untrue, 
as could be seen from the records of the Special 
Committee (A/ AC.109/SR.479). He would indue course 
reply to all the inaccurate statements which had been 
made during the debate. 

4. Spain had nothing to hide in the Sahara. As proof 
of its sincere intention to apply the principle of self
determination in that Territory, his delegation was 
ready to begin conversations with the Secretary
General with a view to the appointment of a committee 
to visit Spanish Sahara. The committee would make a 
first-hand, objective survey of the situation in the 
Territory and form its own opinions on the problem. 
A group of impartial and disinterested persons, who 
did not represent countries which had shown a direct 
interest in the Spanish Sahara or which had any terri
torial ambitions in that regard, would assess the 
true situation and the characteristics of the Territory. 
That would make it possible to ascertain what Spain 
had accomplished so far, to obtain precise information 
or plans for the future and to determine the real views 
of the indigenous inhabitants on their future destiny, 
views which would be given concrete expression in 
due course through the process of self-determination. 

5. Mr, EASTMAN (Liberia) asked whether the Spanish 
Government did not think it was its duty under General 
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Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) to initiate constitu
tional changes in the Spanish Sahara, instead oflea ving 
it entirely to the population of the Territory. 

6. Mr. APPIAH (Ghana) said that the statement just 
made by the Spanish delegation created a new sit·ua
tion. There was now no necessity to continue hearing 
the petitioners, The Committee must instead take 
advantage of the Spanish suggestion that the United 
Nations should send a visiting mission to the Terri
tory. Spain's willingness to assist the process of 
decolonization had been similarly evident in the case 
of Equatorial Guinea, with results apparent to all. 
The Spanish representative's historical observations 
were incontrovertible; indeed, many delegations in 
the Committee spoke Spanish, which testified to the 
positive aspect of Spain's colonial past. His delegation 
congratulated Spain on taking a bold step, in keeping 
with the Committee's aims, and expressed the hope 
that other administering Powers, especially Portugal, 
would follow its example. In view of the importance 
of the Spanish statement, he proposed that it should 
appear in extenso in the record of the meeting. 

7. The CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objec
tions, he would take it that the Committee accepted 
the proposal made by the representative of Ghana. 

It was so decided. 

8. Mr. ISMAIL (Malaysia) wished to rectify an 
apparent misunderstanding by the Colombian dele
gation of his own remarks at the previous meeting 
about the possibility of the Spanish Sahara's "inte
gration" with some other State. His question to the 
petitioners had been prompted by General Assembly 
resolution 1541 (XV) on the principles which should 
guide Members in determining whether or not an 
obligation existed to transmit the information called 
for under Article 73 e of the Charter. According to 
Principle VI, set forth in the annex to that resolution, 
a Non-Self-Governing Territory could be said to have 
reached a full measure of self-government by emer
gence as a sovereign independent State, free associa
tion with an independent State or integration with an 
independent State. The primary objective of the 
Fourth Committee was, of course, to ensure that all 
peoples wishing to accede to sovereign independent 
statehood should be enabled to do so; in drawing 
attention to the possibility of "integration", his 
delegation had in no way intended to distract the Com
mittee from that objective. 

9. His delegation had been sadly disappointed by the 
performance of the second group of petitioners at 
the previous meeting. There was of course a guiding 
hand behind the scenes, but the clumsiness of their 
act had ensured the failure of what was already a 
lost cause. 

10. Mr. UMANA BERNAL (Colombia) thanked the 
Malaysian representative for his explanation. He 
agreed that, while the Committee's primary respon
sibility was to assist peoples to become sovereign 
and independent, the exercise of self-determination 
might legitimately point in a different direction. 
The purpose of his remarks had simply been to 
return the debate to its normal channels. He shared 
the Malaysian representative's views on the second 

group of petitioners from the Spanish Sahara, ·whose 
lack of sincerity was quite obvious. 

11. He associated himself with the Ghanaian repre
sentative's expression of satisfaction at the Spanish 
statement, which opened a new stage in the debate on 
the Territory. The Committee should as soon as 
possible adopt a resolution recommending the dis
patch of a committee to the Spanish Sahara, in ac
cordance with the Spanish delegation's suggestion. 

12. Mr. SIDI BABA (Morocco) said that his delegation 
would state its views on the Spanish statement as 
soon as the Moroccan Government had had an oppor
tunity to give it the attention it deserved. His dele
gation could not but deprecate the tragicomic spectacle 
presented by the second group of petitioners from the 
Spanish Sahara, who had so vividly illustrated the 
bankruptcy of the policies too long pursued by 
the administering Power in the Territory. His dele
gation hoped that it would never again have to listen 
to the so-called ~lite of the Territory praising the 
Spanish administration in Saguia el Hamra and Rfo de 
Oro, which were particularly dear to the hearts of 
all Moroccans. His delegation was confident, how
ever, that Spain was too generous not to withdraw 
from a Territory that did not belong to it and not to 
give the people independence. Morocco would be the 
first to applaud any Spanish initiative in that direction. 

13. Mr, KAYUKWA (Democratic Republic of the 
Congo) said that his delegation had been surprised 
and reassured by the Spanish statement. It was 
rarely that the Fourth Committee met with such a 
co-operative attitude on the part of an administering 
Power. Spain agreed to decolonize the Spanish Sahara 
and agreed that a visiting mission should proceed to 
~he Territory and report on the situation to the 
General Assembly: if those professions of intention 
were sincere, his delegation could ask for nothing 
more. In the circumstances, there was no point in 
continuing to hear the petitioners. 

14. Mr. ESFANDIARY (Iran) welcomed the Spanish 
statement, which testified both to the statesmanship 
of the Spanish Government and to the increased effec
tiveness of the Organization's efforts towards decolo
nization. He congratulated Spain on its enlightened 
policy and said that the statement vindicated his 
delegation's confidence in the sincerity of Spanish 
intentions. The important step just taken by the 
Spanish delegation would be most useful to the Fourth 
Committee and it was to be hoped that other adminis
tering Powers, especially Portugal, would follow suit. 

15. Mr. DIALLO Seydou (Guinea) recalled that t~e e 
was a hero in Spanish literature-Don Quixote- o 
tilted at windmills. He himself knew little a out 
SJ:lanish literature, but his country did not t' t at 
windmills. He did not like to see cock-fights during a 
debate on decolonization. He apologized to the inter
preters, who had told him that he should speak into 
the microphone and\ not move his head all the time; 
but in the present \case he had to look at the peti
tioners. He had to turn his head a little to tell them 
that even if they did ~ot want independence, they were 
condemned by history-and the Fourth Committee and 
the Special Committee-to take it. 
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16. He had a further comment to make. He agreed 
with the representative of Iran that the information 
collected by the Fourth Committee was of inestimable 
value, for individuals and for future generations. 
France said: "I want to do my own decolonizing; don't 
come to Djibouti, I don't want to see you there. I am 
doing my own decolonizing. Trust me". The United 
Kingdom said: "Mine is the best kind of decolonization; 
don't come to Fiji, leave it to me; I don't need any 
inspectors or supervisors". Portugal said: "Angola 
and Portuguese Guinea are mine; they are my pro
vinces". All of that could be read in the summary 
records of the Committee. Those countries were 
members of the Committee. In 1885, they had met at 
Berlin in order to carve up Africa and divide it among 
themselves. That was what was meant by the artificial 
boundaries drawn by colonialism. Every time they 
felt strong enough, those distinguished colleagues 
met,' carved, divided and drew their maps to suit 
their sordid economic interests. 

17. That was the trouble in the Sahara. For his part, 
he had one picture in mind: nomads from Mauritania, 
Spanish Sahara-and why not?-Morocco, meeting 
under a palm-tree after saying evening prayers, after 
giving thanks in their own tongue, talking about their 
common destiny; there they were together, sharing 
the same language, the same culture, the same 
religion. That was Guinea's dream. 

18. Often the only thing which separated Guineans 
from their brothers in Sierra Leone was a stream 
small enough to be jumped across. One could see 
two Sou-8ou women, speaking the same language; one 
of them washing clothes on the bank of the stream 
called out to the women on the other bank: "Lend me 
your laundry paddle so that I can wash my clothes". 
When the paddle had been on one side of the stream 
it had been French; when it had been on the other, 
English. It no longer had any colour. But in the 
evening, when the English were not there, the people 
jumped across the stream and danced in the moon
light to the same music, the same tamtams. 

19. Africa had inherited those onerous separations, 
and the Organization of African Unity wished to 
adjust the frontiers, in an atmosphere of rediscovered 
understanding, cordiality and brotherly love, and not 
with the sword. 

20. Who was able to say that the statement made by 
Spain had no impact of value to the Committee? Or 
deny that it was an historic event which the Com
mittee was recording? Spain accepted supervision, 
There were others who did not accept it, who main
tained their claims to the Africans' own territories. 
Spain was saying, "Come, come tomorrowifyoulike". 

21. As he had said at the beginning of his statement, 
Guinea did not tilt at windmills. In his view, that was 
what was happening. He had confidence in his brothers 
on the Special Committee. The Spanish statement 
must be taken as unique, and the process of inde
pendence and self-determination for those Territories 
must be started at once. 

32. In any event, the Guinean delegation saw no need 
to wait for the petitioners; as soon as they were there, 
he would present his excuses to the Chairman, take 

his briefcase and leave the meeting for a while until 
they had returned to their places. 

23. When an administering Power said "Come when 
you like; come and supervise betore, during and after 
the referendum", he could no longer doubt its good 
faith. He hoped that no one on the Committee would 
have to cross swords with Spain. However, he had 
one small misgiving, which he hoped Spain would 
help him to clear up. Spain should not try to lay down 
the membership of the group. The United Nations had 
the right to appoint any delegation to serve. Guinea 
did not want any country whatsoever to be barred. The 
United Nations, the Secretariat and the Committee 
should be free to appoint any delegation. That was 
the small reservation which he would ask Spain to 
withdraw. Spain was not entitled to decide the member
ship for itself. If that slight prior condition was with
drawn, he himself would abandon the role of Don 
Quixote and stop tilting at windmills. A principle 
which meant "I agree to your coming but on condition 
that this or that delegation does not come" should 
not be accepted. That was the only small reservation 
he had noted. If it was withdrawn, the Guinean dele
gation would be fully satisfied. That did not mean 
that the debate could not be reopened if the adminis
tering Power gave the slightest indication of trying 
to elude its responsibilities. 

24. He had wished to unburden his mind; he had 
done so. 

25. Mr. HUNEEUS (Chile) said that his country was 
grateful for the heritage left to it by Spain. Spain's 
positive attitude towards decolonization and willing
ness to co-operate with the United Nations were most 
welcome. A visit by a committee would facilitate the 
decolonization of the Spanish Sahara. He agreed that 
there would be no point in continuing the hearing of 
petitioners. 

26. Mr. PINTO ACEVEDO (Guatemala) said that 
Latin America would always be linked to Spain by 
the cultural and spirtual legacy it had inherited from 
that country. While Spain's co-operation with the 
United Nations was most welcome, the sacrifice of 
the Latin American patriots who had fought for the 
decolonization of their continent should not be for
gotten. It was encouraging to note that Spain was 
complying with Article 73 e of the Charter, but the 
administering Power should also implement para
graphs a, b, c and d of the same Article and the 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colo
nial Countries and Peoples. In the new spirit of co
operation which now prevailed, the United Nations 
should work with the administering Power to promote 
the rights of the people of the Spanish Sahara, in 
accordance with the Charter. 

27. Mr. OULD DADDAH (Mauritania) said that his 
delegation had taken note of the important statement 
made by the representative of Spain. Mauritania had 
excellent relations with Spain and had never doubted 
that country's good intentions. The Spanish Sahara 
was, however, an integral part of Mauritania. In the 
context of decolonization all over the world, Mauri
tania was prompted by a desire to promote the in
terests of the population of the Spanish Sahara and 
their inalienable right to self-determination and inde
pendence and to further Mauritanian national unity. 
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28. Mr. CARRASQUERO (Venezuela) said that he did 
not think that the statement just made reflected a new 
attitude on the part of the Spanish Government. In the 
Fourth Committee and in the Special Committee, Spain 
had always shown itself in favour of decolonization 
and had never obstructed that process: it had never 
opposed a United Nations presence in any of its Terri
tories. For the Venezuelan delegation, there were no 
exceptions to the right of self-determination. It was 
to be hoped that the other administering Powers would 
follow the example set by Spain. 

29. Mr. ABDULDJALIL (Indonesia) expressed ap
preciation of the co-operative attitude displayed 
by Spain, which should facilitate the work of the 
Committee. 

30. Mr. KANAKARATNE (Ceylon) associated his 
delegation with the tributes paid to the Spanish repre
sentative, whose important statement would make the 
Committee's task easier. 

31. The statement made by the representative of 
Guinea had shown the administering Powers that some 
sectors of the Fourth Committee were not as intrac
table as they were sometimes made out to be but 
were willing to recognize any response on the part 
of the administering Powers to suggestions made in 
the Committee. He proposed that the statement of the 
Guinean representative should appear in extenso in 
the record of the meeting. 

32. The CHAIRMAN said that if there were no objec
tions, he would take it that the Committee accepted 
the proposal made by the representative of Ceylon. 

It was so decided. 

QUESTION OF PROCEDURE 

33. Mr. QUARLES VAN UFFORD (Netherlands) em
phasized the importance of the statement made by 
the Spanish representative. A visit to the Spanish 
Sahara by a United Nations committee would provide 
a better indication of where the future of the Terri
tory lay than would the testimony of petitioners. He 
therefore thought there was no need to centinue hea:ring 
petitioners from the Spanish Sahara. The first duty 
of the committee-particularly in view of the important 
remarks made by the representatives of Morocco and 
Mauritania-should be to ascertain the wishes of the 
population of the Territory. He hoped that a draft 
resolution on the subject would be submitted. 

34. Mr. SID! BABA (Morocco) noted that some dele
gations thought that the Committee should not con
tinue to question some of the petitioners who had 
SlJoken at earlier meetings. 

35. The CHAIRMAN said that he still had a list of 
delegations which had asked to put questions to the 
petitioners representing the Comisi6n elegida por el 
pueblo del S§.hara. 

36. Mr. KAYUKWA (Democratic Republic of the 
Congo), Mr. JOUEJATI (Syria), Mr. AZOUNI (Saudi 
Arabia), Mr. SIDIBE (Niger) and Mr. EASTMAN 
(Liberia) said that they no longer wished to question 
those petitioners. 

37. The CHAIRMAN suggested that the Committee 
should not continue the hearing of the petitioners. 

It was so decided. 

STATEMENT BY THE REPRESENTATIVE OF SPAIN 
(concluded) 

38. Mr. SHAKHOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics) said that praise had been lavished on Spain's 
policy of decolonization but his delegation saw no 
sign of such a policy. Spain had not liberated a single 
one of its colonies. The Spanish representative had 
mentioned consultations with the Secretary-General 
about the visit of a committee to Spanish Sahara: he 
had not, however, said that his country accepted 
General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) and intended 
to grant independence to its colonies. Spain's past 
record and the Latin American countries' struggle 
against Spanish domination were well known. 

39. Mr. KANAKARATNE (Ceylon) expressed surprise 
at the Soviet Union representative's remarks. The 
Fourth Committee had so often had occasion to con
demn the administering Powers' lack of response to 
its suggestions that it would be churlish not to recog
nize a valuable contribution when one was made. The 
important statement of the Spanish representative was 
a contribution, however small, to the process of de
colonization. No colonial Power-not even the United 
Kingdom-had shown such a degree of willingness to 
co-operate with the Committee. Colonial empires did 
not disappear overnight; Spain had taken a first step 
in the right direction and its example should be 
followed by other administering Powers. 

40. Mr. APPIAH (Ghana) thought that past history 
was not relevant to the task at hand, which was to 
create a good future for mankind. Colonialism was 
evil and should be uprooted. The statement made by 
the Spanish delegation was extremely important in 
that connexion. The willingness to decolonize ex
pressed by that administering Power was in sharp 
contrast with the intransigence displayed by other 
administering Powers concerning visits to their 
Territories. There should be some expression of 
appreciation for that progressive step, which would 
encourage others to follow suit. 

41. Mr. KA YUKWA (Democratic Republic of the 
Congo) said that his delegation's praise for Spain's 
policy had not been hastily bestowed but had been the 
fruit of careful thought. The Spanish delegation had 
made a historic declaration such as no other colonial 
Power had ever made and it was to be congratulated 
on that score. Spain should, however, explain its 
reference to countries with an interest in the Spanish 
Sahara. All the members of the Committee had an 
interest in the Territory. 

42. Mr. SHAKHOV (Union of Soviet Socialist Re
publics), speaking in exercise of the right of reply, 
said that he maintained his position on the Spanish 
representative's statement, although. he respected the 
views of the Ceylonese and Ghanaian representatives. 

43. Mr. DE PINIES (Spain), replying to the question 
put by the Guinean representative, said that his 
Government's position on the membership of the 
committee that was to visit Spanish Sahara was ex-
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pressed clearly in his statement, which would be 
reproduced in full in the records. As in the case of 
the Sub-Committee on Equatorial Guinea, his dele
gation would play no part in appointing the members 
of the committee, but countries which had territorial 
ambitions or a direct interest in the Territory should 
not be represented. 

44. Mr. CARRASQUERO (Venezuela) praised the 
gesture made by Spain, which set an example to those 
countries which practised apartheid and were waging 
colonial wars. Venezuela, which had sacrificed more 
than half its population in its struggle for independence, 
wished to avoid useless loss of human lives. 

45. Mr. KARASIMEONOV (Bulgaria) said that he had 
been disappointed by the statements of the petitioners 
at the previous meeting. It was perhaps the first time 
in the history of the United Nations that petitioners 
had not requested independence. The Spanish repre
sentative's statement undoubtedly represented a step 
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forward, but he agreed with the Guinean represen
tative that no prior conditions should be imposed 
regarding the membership of the committee. As the 
Soviet Union representative had pointed out, the crux 
of the matter was whether Spain was prepared to apply 
the provisions of General Assembly resolution 1514 
(XV) to Spanish Sahara. 

46. Mr. DE PINIES (Spain) said that his Government 
had already accepted the provisions of that resolution 
and of related General Assembly resolutions such as 
2067 (XX), 2070 (XX) and 2072 (XX). It had agreed to 
apply the principle of self-determination in Spanish 
Sahara. 

47. Mr. KARASIMEONOV (Bulgaria) observed that 
the representative of Spain had not stated categorically 
that his Government was prepared to grant inde
pendence to Spanish Sahara. 

The meeting rose at 11.30 p.m. 
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