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The meetiné was called to order at 106.50 a.m.

CORGANIZATION OF WORK

The CHAIRMAN: Before we take up our programmed agenda for today I should

1ike to remind Committee members that according to our programme of work, contained
in aide-mémoire 17/90, cur summer session is scheduled to clese on 15 Auqust.
Therefore it would appear at this stage that unless the Committee decides otherwlse
or agrees to hold some night meetings, we héve no more than six meetings, including
tﬁis one, to complete owr work, .

As members know, the remaining tasks include the following:

First, we must'take a decision on.the reports of the two seminars organized by
the Committee, in Vanuatu and Barbados, in observance of the thirtieth anniversary
oF the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonlal Countries and
Peoples.

Secondly, we must agree on az draft resclution or declaration to mark the
thirtieth anniversary. The text for the twenty-flfth anniversary, which has been
distributed by the Secretariat, could sérve acs a basis for our consideration of
this matter.

Thirdly, we still have to agree on three draft rescolutions on; the
implementation of the Declaration by the specialized agencies; Foreign economic and
other interests; and milltary activities and arrangements. The Bureau and other
Committee members have been consulting for some time on the working papers relating
to these items. I understand that very little progress has been made in thcse
conSultationé and that no agreement that could lead to a consensus decisjion is in
sight. The open~ended informal consul tation meeting suggested by some deleqations,
which was held on these ltems on Friday 10 Auguat, yielded, I understand, very
1i£tle result. Under the circumstances I can only reiterate my appeal to members

to intenslfy their efforts to reach an agreement as scon as possible on the draft
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To conclude, I respectfully invite msmbers of the Cammittee to examine very
carefully their motives and reasons for mot recognizing the right to
self-determination of my people and country as laid down by Article 1 of the United
Nations Charter. The failure of the United Nations and thie Committee to recognize
this fact is politically and morally wrong and in contravenliion of the Charter.

The CHAIRMAN: I now call on Mr. Clifton.

Mr. CLIFIDN: I thank the Special Commlttee for giving me this
o-t.portunitv to address it and to speak to the draft resolution before it.

I have been asked to speak here today by the elected members of the
Lagislative Council of the Falkland Islands. I speak a3 a resident of the Palkland
Islands.

My name is Lewila Clifton. I am a Falkland Islander of 34 years. Until
recently I was the representative of the Falkland Islands Government in London.
Prior to that I was an elected member of the Islands Legislative Council and also
gerved on the Executlve Council. In that capaclty I spoke on the guestion of tha
Falkland Islandas during the debates in 1985 and 1986 in the Fourth Committee of the
Unitad Nations General Assembly. I am currently a student.

My forebeara came to the Iglands from Great Britmin, and Seandinavia, in the
late 16008 and wy family has lived continuously in the Islands since that time.
There can be little doubt that they, with many othars of their time, chose to live
and settle in the Islands because of the opportunities and peacefulnese afforded in
a land they and their children called home.

During the early days of the Islanda' settlement, telstionships were
established with other areas of the region: Chilé, Uruguay and Patagonia.

Bowaver, the orchestration of sovereignty claims on the Islands by Argentina since

the 19408 has caused us to malntain a cauticus distance and be apprehensive of our
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In 1983 the Falkland Islands agreed to an Argentine next—of-kin visit to the
war cemetery. That offer was repeated many times, and indeed through various
forumg atforded in the United Nations. To these offers there was no
acknowledgement from the Argentines until Februacy of this year, when the Madrid
bilateral accord put the matter in a written form which was then acceptable to
Argentina. Seven months after the migning of that accord, little appears to have
happened. I therefore urge Argentina to be as positive as the United Kingdom and
the Falkland Islands and, for the prevention of human suffering, to ensure that a
further austral summer is not wasted in this regard. The matter of permanent
repatriation of Argentina's war dead should likewise be agreed upon.

Ignorant opinion would say that the Islands have evolved Intn a massive
military fortification. This is not so. We welcome the minimal presence of the
United Kingdom military forces, which provides a sufficlent deterrent to keep
aggressors distant frem our shores, and we are happy to have that presence
maintained for as long as we consider it necessary.

We are a threat to no one. We simply want to live our lives without pressure
from Argentine sovereiqnty claims, or from other countries which seek ton impose
upon us political, social, educational and cultural practices which are totally
alien to our community.

Our attitude towards Argentina 1g not negative, It 1s Argentina that seeks to
assert lts sovereignty claim. The removal of that claim would remove the annual
Falkland question from this Committee and remove our long-term apprehension about
that country.

Attendance at the Committee provides an opportunity to tell the world that we,
the permanent residents of the Falkland Islands, have nothing to hide. We are
quite prepared to continue attending sessions of the Committee to answer the

criticisms levelled against us. 1 should like to draw the Committee's attention to
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the opening remarks made last yvear by the representative of Cuba about the lack of
repregentativity from the Islanda. There is no other story to be told, or heard,
different from that given bw Mr. Peck and myself.

The Palkland Islands weloomed the bilateral accord reached between the United
Kingdom and Argentina in February. We were pleased éhat a formla could be fount_il
to put aside the Argentine sovereignty claim to our Islands under the umbrella of
that accord. But the draft resolution before the Committee does nothing to gain
islanders' confidence. It is clearly little changed from previous reaclutions and
seeks W promote negotlations on Bovereignty over our Islands between Her Majeaty's
Government and Argentina. Without exception, Falkland Islanders & not wish to see
a change of Britiash sovereign status, and 1 therefore urge the membera of the
Commi ttee not to vote for the draft resolution., For eo long as Argentina pursues
its soverelgnty clalm over my homeland, Islanders will be ever more determined to
remain forceful in their wish to malntain the status quo. In other words, we want

no cultural, political, educational o soclal relationships with Argentina.

The CHAIRMAN: I call on Mr. Thamson.

Mr, THOMSON: I am deeply grateful tc be allowed to petition the

-Cmittee, and I thank its members for listening to me.

In a brief reference to myself, I wiash to say that I was born in Buenos
Aires. My mother was a first—generation Argentine whose father came to the country
to develop an Industry at the request of hls Scottish brothers., My Eather_uas
BEnglish. I received my primacry education in the Stata schools of that time,
subeequently belng sent to Great Britain, as was usual for descen;!ants of people of
British aorigin. I returned to finish my secondary education and university studiea
in Argentina, receiving a doctorate in medicine. This was followed by

post-graduate studies at Cleveland and Boston, in the United States, and in England.
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I should like to mention that over the years we have attended — I have done 82
personally — Palkland Islands patients brought to the British Hogpital for

attention that was not available in the Islands.
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Talking of the Britigh Hoepital, I should like to say that nursing was
developed in my country, and to this day we have one of the best, if not the best,
of the world's nursing schools, to which those Islanders who had to use our
facilities can bear witness. That nursing school has just celebrated its
one-hundredth anniversary.

All of the foregoing is intended to show that we are a large and old community
if one includes the descendants of all those who came to help build a promiasing
land, a land which, like any other, has had its growing pains but which has always
regpectad liberty. But there is no doubt that this unfortunate dispute has
affected our community, especially our business community.

The principles of liberty and respect for the individual and his rights are
explicit in our Constitutlon, and these principles are repeated in the
constitutions of cur provinces. I should like to quote, because I thoroughly agree
with him, what was sald in the gtatement made by Mr. Raul Milton McBurney before
the Fourth Commlttee of this Organization in November 1985,

“Far from being a renouncement and a logs of fundamental values, the
incorporation into the Argentine Republic of the Welsh and of us, thelr
descendants, has meant for us the opening of a new horizon to live in
dignity. This experience and testimony we want to share and inform of, not
only to thls Committee but in particular to the permanent population of the
Malvinas (Falkland} Islands who are worried about the results of a negotlated

solution in the dispute between Argentina and Great Britain and what it may

mean to them."
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On repeated occasions I have sat in this Committee and in meetings of the
Fourth Committee of the General Assembly and listened to petitions from Igslanders
serving in the colony's legialature, who presented a misleading popular image of
the population of the archipelago as beilng a simple soclety, small in number,
caught in the millstones of international power politics.

This presents a false image and misrepresents the composition of a community
which, despite its size, 1s surprisingly diverse: Government employees,
independant farmers, farm managers and labourers with distinct and often
overlapping interests. This is compounded by the differences between residents of
the only town and those of the rural district and between the expatrlates and other
nationals and born Islanders, as well as differences in income levels and education
and in personal and family reputations.

in consequence, then, it is inexact to speak of a homogenous society of
Islanders when referring to the inhabitants.

I should also add that, although privately often deeply critical of the United
Kingdom Government and its handling of their affairs, they are reluctant to seem
openly ungrateful or divided in their views and, while the vast majority of the
inhabitants wish to see continued United Kingdom administration of the colony,
there are at the same time undercurrents of distrust and insecurity, which have
increased at this moment because of the renewal of relations between two countries
that have enjoyed a tradition of friendship and cormerce for more than a century.

That community, loosely termed "Islanders", should not lose gsight of the fact
that by reinstating diplomatic relations and re-eatablishlng trade links the
Governments of the Argentine Republic and the United Kingdom are simply exercising

the rights of two civilized nations in compliance with exhortations of General
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Petitioners from the Islands legislative Council, in justl fication of their
opposition to any definite solution to the sowerelgnty iscue, have made it clear on
more than one occasion that they have no wish to see the Islands decolonized,
counter-arquing that they have the right to self-determlnation, refusing to accept
the fact that United Natlons resolutions have overruled the application of this
principle in this particular case, ailnce the applicable principle is that of
territorial integrity.

It {8 useful to remember that this objection 1s based not simply on the size
and oommposition of the Islands' population, as has been freguently insinuated, but
rather on the jurilsprudence interpretation that strict application of the right of
self-determination in this dispute would be tantamount to reaffirming a colonial
rosition and legitimiz ing the uge of force and the consequent annexation of the
Territory, which was the cause of the issue.

On the other hand, the Government of the Argentine Republic never signed away
its rights of ownership to the archipelago but has, instead, consistently protested
against what it considers the illegal and continuing United Kingdom occupation of a
territory that 1s rightfully Argentine. Therefore the problem stubbornly re fuses
to go away.

But this does not imply that the Argentine Government is contemptuous of the
interests, aspirations and illusions of the archipelago's ilrhabitants, which should
be especlially taken into account. However, to presume that those iphabitants
ghould be the exclusive arbitrators in the sclution of the dispute would make a

mockery of the decolonization process and distort the nature of the principle of

gelf-determination.
With this in mind, it is particular ly gratifying for me, as a Falkland

Islander, to see that the Argentine and United Kingdom Governments have called upon
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The CEAIRMAN: I call on Mr. Wamytan.

Mr. WAMYTAN (interpretation From French): On behalf of the Front de
libération nationale Kanak soclaliste, I should like first to offer you, 3Sir, my
congr atulatjons on your re—-election to the cﬁairmnship of the Special Committee,
which bears the heavy responasibility of dealing with decolonization problems. I
should also like to welcome the other officers of the Committee, who are playing an
active role in the work accomplished by the Committee for the emancipation of
colonial peoples.

It is always a great honour for us to be heard in this venerable Chamber, a
symbol of freedom for all people ocutraged and humlliated by systems of oppress ion
that atill exist in cur world today. Please believe me when I say that we very
mich appreclate this favour extended to the Ranak r:reople. one amonyg many colonized
peoples, 1n being gliven this opportunity to come here to express its hopes and
aspirations, .

On 14 December 1960, the General Assenmbly adopted by an aovervhelming majority
the Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colenial Countries and Peoples,
in which it solemly proclaimed:

"the necessity of bringing to a speedy and unconditional end colonialism in

all {tg forms and mani festations™. (General Assenbly resolution 1514 (XV},

preanbled

The General Asserbly also reaffirmed the broad principles of the Charter of
the United Mations regarding the fundamental rights o £ human beings and the rights
of peoples to self-determination. 1In addition, it declared that immedlate steps
must be taken to tranafer all powers to the people of the colonial Territorles and

that all armed actlon or repressive measures of all kinds directed againat these

peoples must cease.
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inescapable duty of the United Mations and the administering Powers to ensure that
the obligatfions and regponsibilities undertaken vis-a-vis those peoples are
respected.
New Caledonia 1s one of thoge Non-Self-Governing Territories. After 150 years
of colonialism, a colonial Power, France, the cradle of human rights, still
exercises its soverelgnty over the Kanak people, the colonized indigenous people of

that Territory.
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It ig 8til]l lmportant for W to recall the words of ouwr late President.
Jean-Mar ie Tjibaou speaking before the Fourth Committee on 12 October 1987, on the
quea'-tion of New Caledonlia. He explained ow understanding of the term
"colonization™ in this way:

"For my people, colonization is the theft of our‘ =il, the theft of our

coun try, the theft or owr homeland, the theft of our sovereignty, the theft

of our right of self~determination, the theft of our history as a people and

the theft of our right to decide ouwr own future. BAs a historical fact,
colonization cannot be falt and lived in the same existential way by the
usurper and by the usurped.”

On 24 September 1852 the French Government took posgsession of New Caledonia
and usurped Kanak soverelignty: French colonialism was under way. For the Kanak
People it was particularly violent and had evil and disastrous effects on the
economic, social and cultural organization of the Kanak people, The policy of
cantonment, whereby the indigenc;us eople were pished into the ilnterior and
confined to sharply defined ad closed reservations, had the direct result of
- opening great opportunities to new settlers, who came from France or were released
from prison, to gettle as stockmen and farmers. The alp of that policy was to
eliminate the Kanak people or at least to marginalize It in order to make room for
the policy of rempulating and colonizing the country.

The dignity of the Ranak people was no longer recognized; it fell victim to
murder and colonial repression. Reduced to a minority, it was forced out of the
country's mlitical, economic and social life. .

Resistance to this agqression tock the form of a numbet of revolts. Since it
losing Lts sovereignty, the Kanak people hhas always vigoroualy rejected the

usurpation of {ts land and sovereignty. Owr eventful history is dotted with
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important dates mark ing bloody struggles: 1855, 1878, with High Chief Atal, and
1917, with High Chief Noel. And since 1953, with the emancipation mvement among
colonized peoples after the Second World War, the struggle has continued within the
institutions of the Territory, for it was then that the Kanak paople began to mke
effective use of the right to vote.

Throughout the past 30 years, the policy of the French colonial Government has
been to strengthen the institutional links with France, despite the fact that the
Kanak people had opted for emanci.p_ati.on and freedom. To oppose the colonial
Power's attempts at integration and to ensure its own survival, the Kanak people
organized i{tself and provided itself with an Instrument: the Kanak Soclalist
Natlonal Liberation Front (FINKS), the liberation movement and the sole legitimate
representative of the Kanak people. The aim of FINKS is independence and the
struggle against colonialism. In 1984, to oppose the status that Georges Lemoine,
the Socialiat Minlster for Overesas Departments and Territories, sought to impose
on the Territory, 1t organized an active boycott of the elections, After the
Fabiug~Pisani status arrangement, to which FINKS had agreed, we again had to fight
the pollcy of negating the Kanak people, pursued by the then Minister,

Bernard Pons, of the Rassemblement pour la République (RPR} Government of
Jacgques Chirac. That policy lamentably led to the tragilc events of May 1988 at
Ouvea, with the killing of 19 FINKS militants and the imprisonment in France of
30 other individuals.

The recent events in New Caledonia since 16 April 1988 have caused the
Govermnment, uider pressure from FINKS and in the face of an explosive- eltuation
that is close to elvil war, to undertake, by means of a dlalogue misaion, the talks

that led to the negotistion of the Matignon accords.
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they gave it an opportunity to make up for the time lost during the long yeara of
undiluted colonialism.

"A new statue was then proposed for the Terriltory - the latest in a long serles
initiated by succeesive French Govemments, That status granted broad powers to
the three provinces, It established bodies, such as tl-le Rur al Development and Land
Management Agency {ADRAP}, needed for implementing a truly equitable land policy as
a means for the recogqnition and promotion of Kanak culture., It also set in place a
system to accelerate the trailning of local workers. Lestly, with a view to
enabling N¥ew Caledonia to be integrated into itse Oceanian environment, statutory
provisions opened possibilities for reglonal co—operation to benefit the Territory
and its provinces.

Having kept the Ranaks in total ignorance of the way in which their country's
affairs were conducted, the French Government finally gave them a new perspective
through apprenticeships in management at the provincial level.

The Matignon accords are not enocugh for starting a truve decolonizatlon process
for the Territory of New Caledonja. FINKS has said, and it reiterates today, that
"the Matignon accords do not open a clear path towards the independence we seek. At
the Gossanah Convention, on 23 July 1988, FINKS rejected the Rocard plan and asked
its political office to retum to negotiations with the French Government on the
substantive igsues, in particular the following: amesty for political prisoners,

the electorate, revision of provincial boundarles and the dwration of the plan.
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Let me express here the hope that the Special Committee will be able to take
account of the resolution of the 21st Paclfic Porum on the question of Hew
Caledonia and that special attention will be given to the proposals made by the
seminar on decclonigation held in Vanuatu, in particular the proposal relating to
the creation of a regilonal office.

In addition, we hope that information can be regularly furnished by the
administering Power concerning the situatlon of New Caledonia, under Article 73 e
of the Charter.

Lastly, I wish to expresa FLEKS'sg support of and solidaerity with all cppressed

peoples struggling for their freedom and to express offlcially the gratitude of the

Kanak people to the fraternal countries of the Paclfic Forum for their support, as
well as to the HMovement of Non-Aligned Countries. Of course, speaking in this
chamber, I also express our thanks to the United Nations delegations that hawve
always supported us by their statements and by their votes.

Once more, Mr. Chairman, I express to you the full gratitude of the Kanak
pecple for the support given to the case of New Caledonia, and I reiterate that
people's confidence in the United Nations. The United Nations remains a sure
guarantor of the Kanak pecople against belng forgotten, against negation and
intolerance in its advance towards dignity and sovereignty.

Lastly, for the information of the Commlttee, I shall submit to the
Secretariat a number of technical documents relating to the establishment of the
provincial institutions for which FLWKS is responsible, relating to the province of

Nord, of courge, but also to the province of Loyautd, whose President,
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That 10-year plan is in accordance with the colonialist anti-independence
policy of Jacques Laflenr and the Rally for Caledonia in the Republic (RPCR),
repréﬂﬁﬂting the main bulwark of Prench colonialism in the country. Through the
redistricting of the country, Lafleur regains the central region and the important
economic zones between Noumea and Pcya} encompassing ;ver half the territory. The
duration of the plan benefits his capitalist interests and strengthens
colonialism. The opening of the Common Market in 1992 and the integration of Naw
Caledonia into a troplcal Eurcpe can only contribute to the strengthening of his
policy and thus to colonialism. The anti-independence electorate set for the 1988
gelf-datermination vote ia one of the conditions imposed by RPCR for the acceptance
of the pigning of the Matignon Accords.

What are the interests of the signatories to FLNXS's Matlgnon Accords in that
plan? FLNKS has taken the position that the Rocard plan does not guarantee the
fundamental claims of the Kanak pgople. FLNKS dlsapproves of the redistricting of
the country because that radistr;cting does not respect Kanak cultural areas and it
dlgapproves of the lO0-year period because it extends beyond the lifetime of the
- present legislature.
| FLNKS disapproves of the propossd alectorate, which it regards as the
corner-stone of the plan, claiming that it will give the anti-independence option a
majority of 64 per cent in the 1998 self-determination vote. We thus find that the
Accords are negative for FINKS across the board and that FINKS has fallen into
Rocard's trap.

After only one year of implementation, the balance-sheet of the Matignon
Accords hag resulted in the demobilization of the Kanak people in its struggle for
liberation. The FLNKS components that signed the Matignon Accords, such as the
Union Calédonienne, the Parti de Libé&ration Kanak (Palika) and the Union

Progressiste Mélanesienne, in their respective congresses, have recognized that
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there has been demobilization among the Kanak people, as If the experience of the
implementation of the Pisanl plan were not enough to make them understand that to
continue on that course L& automatically to produce demobllization of the Kanak
people in its liberation struggle. How can the signatories of the Matignon Accords
still dare to complain that the house is on flre when they are the very ones who
set fire to it? They have made the Kanak pecple prisoners of the Matignon Aeccords
for 10 years.

The implementation of the Matignon Accords is accompanied by the presence of
thousands of troops stationed throughout the territory of New Caledonla. A system
of political and judicial repression has been set up by the Rocard Government
against democracy and those who have a different point of view or who trouble the
signers of the Matignon Accords. 1In this connection, we must denounce the great
media campaign belng carried on by the French Government about the Matignon Accords
and its publicity blitz on the subject of elected officials in the three
provincas.

But just what is the situation after one year of mecbllization within the
provincial institutlons? It is quite negative. The dlagnosis i3 one of failure,
reflected in the disintegration of the Kanak people's struggle; in the corruption
of people being paid without working; in the large-scale integration of European
civil servants and officlals in the provinces, particularly in the province of the
Loyalty Islands; in the allocation of land by the Agence de daveloppement rural et
d' aménagement foncier (ADRAF)}, which remains a dead letter; in the training of
cadres, which is a moot point,; in development which ls not sulted to the
circumstances and benefita only blg business; in the resurgence of alcoholiam among
cur youth since the implementation of the Matignon Accordsy in the provincial
funding being used to pay for luxury homes with swimming pools for provincial Xanak

leaderas and in an increase in immigration, with the presence of many foreigner= in
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the provinces. The problem of regtoring balance, still given only lip-service, is
far from being solved.

'This balance-sheet of development only confirms the position taken by the
Kanak United Liberation Front (FULX). We believe that there is no true development
without independence and that trying to put the cart éefore the horsgse in that
regard is simply to consolidate a development which is dependent, thus promoting
the maintenance of Prench colonlalism.

We must algo denounce the intermal scheming in the provincial institutions of
some political parties in FLNKS and the colonialist right, which have acquired
control in the three provinces. That cloge ¢ollaboration between the political
leaders who signed the Matignon Accords is reflected in Word Province's recent
acquisition of the mining holdings of the Société Minlére du Pacifique Sud, a
corporation belonging to Jacques Lafleur, and which, through Kanak intermediaries,
cost metropolitan taxpayers $18 million. Those same mining holdings had been
purchased by the company in 1987‘for 45 million, so that it made a proflt of
$12 million without paying any debts. why did Lafleur find no private buyers when
‘there are many large forelgn investment companles interested in mining?

Those are the specifics of how, in the name of redistricting and thanks to the
Matignon Accords, Lafleur, that great exploiter of the country, supported by
Rocard, was able to take advantage of the situation by using lnexperienced Kanak
leaders. At the time of the municipal elections, we already noted the marriage
between the Union Calédonienne and RPCR. Such political scheming is a threat to
the independence movement vig=3=vis the fundamental claims of the Kanak people,
because it can lead to an independence of the Rhodesian type or towards the status

of a State agsoclated with France which FULK has consistently denounced and

condemnad.
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FULK wishes to stress at this point the heavy responsibility FLNXS must bear
for its contradictory policy at the regional and international levels. FLHKS,
which itself recognizes that the Matignon Accords do not guarantee Kanak
independence, 15 calling for regional and 1nternatioﬁa1 support for that
contradictory policy, which ultimately plays into the hands of the colonial
Government, RPCR and certain countries of the region that would like to see the
situation perpetuated for the sake of their own national interests. FLNKS 1s the
only party responsible for that contradictory policy, and 1t must change its
position vis-3-vis the Matignon Accords because it 1s not loglcal that FLNKS should
go before international bodles askling them to support independence for New
Caledonia while FLNKS itself supports the Rocard plan, which does not guarantee
Kanak independence. International support thus founders in the Matignon Accords,
which are harmful to New Caledonla's independence.

Ag regards the balance-sheet of the implementation of the Matignon Accords one
year later, it is high time for FLNKS to redefine its position. Before the meeting
of the South Pacific Forum in Vanuatu, we had agreed with the Government of Vanuatu
to work together to find a new strategy, but FINKS, too involved in the provincial
institutions, did everything posaible to avold a joint meeting that would enable
us to establish a plan for unity and indapendence outside of the Matignon Accords,
to be submitted to the twenty-first South Pacific Forum. At the end of the Forum,
the question of observer status for FLNKS was brought up, but the contradiction
created by FLNKS's position provided an opportunity for certaln c¢countrles in the
region to suggest observer status for RPCR, & signatory of the Hatignoﬁ Accords, as

well. We wish to reaffirm here that the Matignon Rccords repregent the plan of



JB/15 A/AC.109/PV.1369
. 50

(Mr. Uregel)
French colonialism, and thus it 1s urgent that PLNKS should present to
international opinion its plan for unity and independence in order to make
international gupport more effective and to justify its position, which for the

present remains contradictory and favourable to the maintenance of colonialism.
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Mr. THOMPSON {(FPiji): My delegation is happy to see the representative of

PINKS, Mr. Rock Wamytan, with us again this year, as well as Mr. Yann Celene Uregel
from FULK, and I thank them both for their statements, The views on the situation
in ¥ew Caledonia held by FINES, as the raccgnized representative body of the Kanak
people, should be a major factor in the consideration of this item by the Special
Commjittee.

I wish to anticipate, and fully associate my delegation with, the statement on
the questlon of New Caledonia which will b= made by the Permanent Representative of
Vanuatu on behalf of the members of the South Pacifie forum that are Members of the
United Nations. Our leaders met in Vanuatu only two weeks ago, and New Caledonia
was an Important item on their agenda.

I have the honour t introduce the draft resolution in document
A/RC.109/L.1744 on the question of New Caledonla, which is submitted by my
delegation. The draft has the full support of the seven South Pacific Forum
countries that are Members of the United Mations - Australia, New Zealand, Papua
Mew Guinea, Samoa, Solomon Islands, Vanuatu and Fijl.

For the past two years the situation in New Caledonia has been char-acterized
by dlalogue, consultation amd co-operation between the varicus parties. In support
of that process, the purpose of the elements that have been used in formulating a
draft resolution is to reinforce the positive trends which have been established
and which aim at an act of self-determination for the people of Wew Caledonia.

The preSent draft resclution follows the same objectives as were laid down in
1988 and 1989. It contismues to endorse the spirit of dlalogue and co~operation |
adopted by the people of New Caledonia and the administering Power in accordance
with the Matignon and Rue Cuvdinot Agreements. It commends the constructive spirit

which has underpinned the valuable progress that has been made. And it calls for

continuing this approach.
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Recently, the Heads of Goverrment of the countries members of the South
Pacif ic Forum met in Port Vila, Vanuatu. At that meeting the Heads of Government
reaffirmed their commitment to the decalonialization process in accordance with the
principles and practices of the United Nations. They also discussed at length the
situation in New Caledonia, and reviewed developments in that Non-Self-Governirg
Territory. The Forum

"eo. noted the positive measures ... [being] pursved in New Caledanla by the

French awnthorities, in co—operation with all sectors of the population, to

promote political, ecconomic, and social development in the Territory, in order

to provide a framework for its peaceful evolution to self-determination”.
There was also an acknowledgement of
"

««. the ¢lose links which exist between the people of New Caledonla,

particularly the indigenous Kanaks, and other peoples of the South Paciflc











