
	

The	United	Nations	Security	Council	
 

Letter	from	the	Executive	Board	 

Welcome	delegates,	to	the	THSMUN’15!	

In	this	document	you	will	find	basic	information	about	both	the	agendas,please	read	the	document	
and	do	further	research	on	the	same.The	Background	Guide	helps	you	to	get	a	grasp	over	the	
agendas	and	gives	you	the	basic	outline	of	what	your	research	material	should	be.	

We	hope	that	this	document	helps	you	understand	the	issue	and	that	understanding	leads	to	better	
debate	in	the	committee.	

Best	of	Luck!	

Keshav	Gupta	 	 	 	 	 	 	 	 																			Shreesh	Chadha	

Chairperson                Vice-Chairperson 	
 

 

 

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	

	



	

About	the	UN	Security	Council	

 

Under the Charter, the Security Council has primary responsibility for the maintenance of 

international peace and security. It has 15 Members, and each Member has one vote. Under 

the Charter, all Member States are obligated to comply with Council decisions. The Security 

Council takes the lead in determining the existence of a threat to the peace or act of 

aggression.  

It calls upon the parties to a dispute to settle it by peaceful means and recommends methods 

of adjustment or terms of settlement. In some cases, the Security Council can resort to 

imposing sanctions or even authorize the use of force to maintain or restore international 

peace and security. The Security Council also recommends to the General Assembly the 

appointment of the Secretary-General and the admission of new Members to the United 

Nations. And, together with the General Assembly, it elects the judges of the International 

Court of Justice. 	

You are also advised to look into the Practice of the UN Security Council1 and how the 

Charter affects the same. This will be highly informative as to the inner workings of the 

SC and hence, debate on it.	

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

																																																													
1	 http://www.un.org/en/sc/repertoire/actions.shtml	



	

An	advised	pattern	of	research	is	the	following:		

1. Understanding of the UN and the Committee – Mandate, etc.  

2. Research on the allotted country, especially with respect to the agenda, past policies 

or actions taken  

3. Understanding the Foreign Policy of the allotted country by studying past actions, 

their causes and consequences  

4. Reading the Study Guide  

5. Researching further upon the Agenda using the footnotes and links given in the guide  

6. Prepare topics for moderated caucuses and their content  

7. Assemble proof/evidence for any important piece of information/allegation you are 

going to use in committee  

8. Keep your research updated using news websites given in the Proof  

Proof/Evidence	in	the	Council	

Evidence or proof is acceptable from sources:  

1. News Sources: 	

a. REUTERS2– Any Reuters article which clearly makes mention of the fact or is in 

contradiction of the fact being stated by a delegate in council. 	

b. State operated News Agencies – These reports can be used in the support of or 

against the State that owns the News Agency. These reports, if credible or 

substantial enough, can be used in support of or against any Country as such but in 

that situation, they can be denied by any other country in the council. Some 

examples are, RIA Novosti (Russia)3, IRNA (Iran)4, BBC (United Kingdom)5 and 

Xinhua News Agency and CCTV (P.R. China)6	

2. Government Reports: These reports can be used in a similar way as the State 

Operated News Agencies reports and can, in all circumstances, be denied by another 
																																																													
2	 http://www.reuters.com/	

3	 http://en.rian.ru/	

4	 http://www.irna.ir/ENIndex.htm	

5	 http://www.bbc.co.uk/	

6	 http://cctvnews.cntv.cn/	



	

country. However, a nuance is that a report that is being denied by a certain 

country can still be accepted by the Executive Board as credible information. 

Examples are, 	

a. Government Websites like the State Department of the United States of 

America7 or the Ministry of Defense of the Russian Federation8	

b. Ministry of Foreign Affairs of various nations like India9, People’s Republic of 

China10, France11, Russian Federation12	

c. Permanent Representatives to the United Nations 13  – Reports and other 

documents 	

d. Multilateral Organizations like the NATO14, ASEAN15, OPEC16, etc. 	

	

3. UN Reports: All UN Reports are considered are credible information or evidence for 

the Executive Board of the Security Council. 	

a. UN Bodies: Like the UNSC17, GA18, HRC19 etc. 	

																																																													
7	 http://www.state.gov/index.htm	

8	 http://www.eng.mil.ru/en/index.htm	

9	 http://www.mea.gov.in/	

10	 http://www.fmprc.gov.cn/eng/	

11	 http://www.diplomatie.gouv.fr/en/	

12	 http://www.mid.ru/brp_4.nsf/main_eng	

13	 http://www.un.org/en/members/(Click	on	any	country	to	get	the	website	of	the	Office	of	
its	Permanent	Representative.)	

14	 http://www.nato.int/cps/en/natolive/index.htm	

15	 http://www.aseansec.org/	

16	 http://www.opec.org/opec_web/en/	

17	 http://www.un.org/Docs/sc/	

18	 http://www.un.org/en/ga/	

19	 http://www.ohchr.org/EN/HRBodies/HRC/Pages/HRCIndex.aspx	



	

b. UN Affiliated bodies like the International Atomic Energy Agency20, World 

Bank 21 , International Monetary Fund 22 , International Committee of the Red 

Cross23, etc. 	

c. Treaty Based Bodies like the Antarctic Treaty System 24 , the International 

Criminal Court25	

Under no circumstances will sources like Wikipedia26, Amnesty International27, Human 

Rights Watch28 or newspapers like the Guardian29, Times of India30, etc. be accepted as 

PROOF; but may be used for better understanding of any issue and even be brought up 

in debate, if the information given in such sources is in line with the beliefs of a 

Government.	

	

	

	

	

	

	
																																																													
20	 http://www.iaea.org/	

21	 http://www.worldbank.org/	

22	 http://www.imf.org/external/index.htm	

23	 http://www.icrc.org/eng/index.jsp	

24	 http://www.ats.aq/e/ats.htm	

25	 http://www.icc-cpi.int/Menus/ICC	

26	 http://www.wikipedia.org/	

27	 http://www.amnesty.org/	

28	 http://www.hrw.org/	

29	 http://www.guardian.co.uk/	

30	 http://timesofindia.indiatimes.com/	



	

AGENDA	2	-	Non-Self-Governing	Territories

Introduction	

		

The term used in the Charter of the United Nations to define all colonial and other dependent 
territories with the exception of trust territories, for which the trusteeship system has been 
created. The status of a non-self-governing territory is set down in Chapter XI of the UN 
Charter, which contains the Declaration Regarding Non-self-governing Territories. 

According to the Charter, the UN members that bear or accept responsibility for governing 
non-self-governing territories thereby obligate themselves to promote the well-being of the 
population of these territories; secure their economic, political, and social progress; develop 
self-government; and regularly submit to the secretary-general of the UN information on the 
situation in these non-self-governing territories. The Department of Political Affairs, 
Trusteeship, and Decolonization exists within the UN Secretariat to study the situation in the 
non-self-governing territories. The principal UN agency with the responsibility to search for 
the best ways and means of eliminating colonial regimes in non-self-governing territories is a 
special committee set up to oversee implementation of the Declaration on the Granting of 
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, which was adopted by the 15th session of 
the General Assembly (1960). 

Since the founding of the United Nations, most of the non-self-governing territories have 
achieved independence. The colonial powers have frequently resisted the aspirations of 
peoples in the non-self-governing territories toward freedom and independence.	

	

The UN General Assembly, by its resolution 60/119 of 8 December 2005, requested the 
annual observance of the Week of Solidarity with the Peoples of Non-Self-Governing 
Territories. 

In the UN Charter, a Non-Self-Governing Territory is defined as a Territory “whose people 
have not yet attained a full measure of self-government”.  

In 1946, several UN Member States identified a number of Territories under their 
administration that were not self-governing and placed them on a UN list. Countries 
administering Non-Self-Governing Territories are called administering Powers.  As a result 
of the decolonization process over the years, most of the Territories were removed from the 
list. 

It urged the administering Powers concerned to take effective measures to safeguard and 
guarantee the inalienable rights of the peoples of the Non-Self-Governing Territories to their 
natural resources, including land, and to establish and maintain control over the future 



	

development of those resources, and requests the Administering Powers to take all necessary 
steps to protect the property rights of the peoples of those Territories. 

It also urged all States, directly and through their action in the specialized agencies and other 
organizations of the United Nations system, to provide moral and material assistance to the 
peoples of the Non-Self-Governing Territories. 

	

	

	

	

Non-Self-Governing	Territories	
TERRITORY 	 Administration	 Area (sq.km.) 	 Population 1	

AFRICA 

Western Sahara  2	 266,000  3	

ATLANTIC AND CARIBBEAN 

Anguilla  United Kingdom 96  14,766 

Bermuda  United Kingdom  53  68,265 

British Virgin Islands  United Kingdom 153  24,939 

Cayman Islands  United Kingdom  260  50,209 

Falkland Islands (Malvinas)4 	 United Kingdom  11,961  3,140 

Montserrat  United Kingdom  98  5,118 

St. Helena  United Kingdom 122  7,670 

Turks and Caicos Islands  United Kingdom 430  23,528 

United States Virgin Islands United States 340  109,750 

EUROPE 

Gibraltar  United Kingdom 6  28,877 

PACIFIC AND INDIAN OCEANS 

American Samoa  United States 197  66,432 

Guam  United States 549  180,865 



	

New Caledonia5 	 France 35,853 252,352 

Pitcairn  United Kingdom 5  48 

Tokelau  New Zealand 10  1,40 

	

COMMITTEES	

 

The Special Committee on the Situation with Regard to the Implementation of the 
Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples, known as 
the Special Committee on Decolonization, offers advice on the options available to the Non-
Self-Governing Territories in the exercise of their right to self-determination. For example, 
the Chairman and other members of the Committee visited Bermuda in 2005 and the Turks 
and Caicos Islands in 2006 to explain the options to the people of these Territories. 

 

 

The Department of Political Affairs, Decolonization Unit, provides substantive support to 
the Special Committee on Decolonization, prepares annual working papers on the situation in 
the Non-Self-Governing Territories, and maintains the UN website on decolonization. The 
Department’s Electoral Assistance Division can provide technical advice on a referendum to 
decide on the future status of a Territory or to observe the referendum process, should such a 
request come from the administering Power and the people of the Territory.  

 

The Department of Public Information compiles and disseminates information on the 
decolonization process. Its latest publications, prepared in cooperation with the Department 
of Political Affairs, are: United Nations and Decolonization (2005) and United Nations and 
Decolonization: Questions and Answers (2005). 

 

 

The Economic Commission for Latin America and the Caribbean (ECLAC) has accepted 
several Non-Self-Governing Territories as associate members. As associate members of the 
Caribbean Development and Cooperation Committee (CDCC), which is the permanent 
subsidiary body of ECLAC, Non-Self-Governing Territories can participate in United 
Nations global conferences as official observers, receive technical and advisory services, and 
benefit from training workshops and seminars. The following Territories enjoy associate 
member status: Anguilla, British Virgin Islands, Montserrat and United States Virgin Islands. 



	

In March 2006, the Turks and Caicos Islands was added to the list of associate members of 
ECLAC. 

 

 

The United Nations Economic and Social Commission for Asia and the Pacific (ESCAP) 
has accepted several Non-Self-Governing Territories as associate members of its Special 
Body on Pacific Island Developing Countries. The Special Body, which meets every two 
years, provides a focused forum for addressing the special issues and problems facing this 
group of countries in the spirit of regional cooperation. The Territories are: American Samoa, 
Guam and New Caledonia. Through their status with ESCAP, they can participate in United 
Nations global conferences as official observers, receive technical and advisory services, and 
benefit from training workshops and seminars. Between 2000 and 2005, a total of 17 advisory 
missions to Non-Self-Governing Territories in economic and social areas have been 
undertaken by advisers from the UN ESCAP Pacific Operations Centre. 

 

 

The Office of the High Representative for the Least Developed Countries, Landlocked 
Developing Countries and Small Island Developing States (OHRLLS) can assist those Non-
Self-Governing Territories that are small islands and face numerous vulnerabilities and 
constraints through its mandate to provide coordination in the implementation of the 
Programme of Action for the Sustainable Development of Small Island Developing States. 
The Programme of Action focuses on seven areas of commitment aimed at reducing poverty 
and the promotion of sustainable development. The OHRLLS can provide coordinated 
follow-up, undertake appropriate advocacy work, mobilize resources and provide support to 
group consultations of small island developing States. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



	

HISTORY	AND	AGENDA	OFCOMMITTEE	ON	INFORMATION	FROM	NONSELF.GOVERNING	
TERRITORIES		

 

http://www.un.org/en/peacekeeping/missions/past/etimor/docs/a4371.pdf	

 

 

 

DECOLONIZATION	COMMITTEE	PRESS	RELEASE:	

decolonization	committee	adopts	text	welcoming	assistance	to	remaining	

	

non-self-governing	territories	by	un	specialized	agencies	

	

In	Particular	Cites	Role	of	UN	Development	Programme;	

Requests	Strengthened	Support	to	Accelerate	Economic	Progress	

	

The	Special	Committee	on	Decolonization	this	morning,	welcoming	the	assistance	extended	to	Non-
Self-Governing	Territories	by	the	specialized	agencies	and	other	organizations	of	the	United	Nations	
system,	in	particular	the	United	Nations	Development	Programme	(UNDP),	urged	those	that	have	
not	yet	provided	assistance	to	the	Territories	to	do	so	as	soon	as	possible.	

	

Adopting	a	draft	resolution	on	the	implementation	of	the	Declaration	of	the	Granting	of	
Independence	to	Colonial	Countries	and	Peoples	by	the	specialized	agencies	and	the	international	
institutions	associated	with	the	United	Nations,	the	Special	Committee	recommended	that	all	States	
intensify	their	efforts	in	the	United	Nations	specialized	agencies	and	organizations	to	ensure	the	
Declaration’s	full	implementation.		The	text	(document	A/AC.109/2004/L.12)	was	adopted	without	a	
vote.	

	

By	other	terms	of	the	text,	the	Special	Committee	requested	United	Nations	specialized	agencies	
and	organizations	and	regional	organizations	to	strengthen	support	measures	and	formulate	
appropriate	assistance	programmes	to	the	remaining	Territories,	in	order	to	accelerate	progress	in	
their	socio-economic	sectors.		They	were	also	requested	to	provide	information	on	environmental	
problems	facing	the	Territories;	the	impact	of	natural	disasters;	ways	and	means	to	assist	the	
Territories	to	fight	drug	trafficking,	money	laundering	and	other	illegal	and	criminal	activities,	and	
the	illegal	exploitation	of	marine	resources.			



	

	

The	Special	Committee,	by	further	terms,	recommended	that	the	executive	heads	of	the	specialized	
agencies	and	United	Nations	system	organizations	formulate	--	with	the	active	cooperation	of	the	
regional	organizations	concerned	--	concrete	proposals	for	the	full	implementation	of	the	relevant	
United	Nations	resolutions.		It	also	welcomed	UNDP’s	initiative	in	maintaining	close	liaison	with	the	
specialized	agencies	and	other	United	Nations	organizations,	including	the	Economic	Commission	for	
Latin	America	and	the	Caribbean	(ECLAC)	and	the	Economic	and	Social	Commission	for	Asia	and	the	
Pacific	(ESCAP),	in	providing	assistance	to	the	peoples	of	the	Territories.			

	

Bearing	in	mind	the	extremely	fragile	economies	of	the	small	island	Territories	and	their	vulnerability	
to	natural	disasters,	such	as	hurricanes,	cyclones	and	sea-level	rise,	the	Non-Self-Governing	
Territories	were	encouraged	to	take	steps	to	establish	and/or	strengthen	disaster	preparedness	and	
management	institutions	and	policies.			

	

By	further	terms,	the	administering	Powers	were	requested	to	facilitate	the	participation	of	
appointed	and	elected	representatives	of	the	Territories	in	relevant	United	Nations	meetings.		The	
Secretary-General	was	requested	to	continue	assisting	the	specialized	agencies	in	working	out	
appropriate	measures	for	implementing	the	various	United	Nations	resolutions	and	to	prepare	a	
report	on	action	taken	in	the	implementation	of	those	resolutions.	

	

Addressing	the	Committee	before	the	text’s	adoption,	Carlyle	Corbin	of	the	United	States	Virgin	
Islands,	said	he	continued	to	regard	the	resolution	as	one	of	the	Committee’s	most	important	
outputs.		There	remained	little	or	no	debate	on	the	item.		He	believed	that	common	ground	could	be	
found	to	make	the	resolution	a	consensus	text.		Efforts	should	be	made	to	achieve	that	goal.			

	

There	had	been	one	substantive	change	in	the	text,	namely	the	reference	to	the	positive	role	played	
by	the	ECLAC	and	ESCAP	in	providing	assistance	to	the	Territories,	he	added.		The	commissions	were	
critical	to	regional	integration	and	to	the	linkages	with	the	wider	United	Nations	system.		The	
Committee	could	enhance	its	own	work	through	the	development	of	constructive	dialogue	with	the	
regional	commissions.		One	of	the	most	interesting	aspects	of	the	work	of	the	regional	commissions	
was	the	participation	of	the	Territories	in	various	international	conferences,	he	said.			

	

He	said	he	was	pleased	that	the	Committee	had	retained	language	in	the	omnibus	resolution	
adopted	last	week	requesting	UNDP	to	provide	for	the	participation	of	United	States	Virgin	Islands	in	
its	regional	programmes.		He	was	puzzled,	however,	by	the	deletion	of	the	request	for	participation	
of	United	States	Virgin	Islands	in	the	United	Nations	Educational,	Scientific	and	Cultural	Organization	
(UNESCO)	programme	on	archival	management.		The	Committee	could	assist	by	following	up	with	
UNESCO	in	that	regard,	and	inserting	a	reference	in	the	omnibus	resolution.			



	

	

Matters	addressed	in	United	Nations	budgetary	committees	had	significant	bearing	on	the	
decolonization	process,	he	added.		The	Department	of	Political	Affairs’	(DPA)	2004-2005	budget	
included	an	activity	to	ensure	assistance	by	the	specialized	agencies	to	the	Territories.		As	there	was	
no	such	coordination	by	the	Department	in	that	area,	it	was	puzzling	that	such	activities	were	listed	
each	year	as	part	of	DPA’s	decolonization	mandate.			

	

In	other	action	this	morning,	the	Special	Committee	adopted	the	draft	report	of	its	Pacific	Regional	
Seminar,	held	at	Madang,	Papua	New	Guinea,	from	18	to	20	May	2004.	

	

Following	its	adoption,	Special	Committee	Rapporteur,	Fayssal	Mekdad	(Syria),	thanked	the	
Committee	Chairman	and	the	Government	of	Papua	New	Guinea	for	the	facilities	made	available	to	
the	Special	Committee.		Papua	New	Guinea’s	record	in	that	regard	was	long	and	singular.			

	

Regarding	the	adoption	of	the	draft	resolution,	he	said	the	statement	by	the	United	States	Virgin	
Islands	representative	had	raised	a	number	of	important	considerations.		He	was	pleased	that	the	
text	had	been	adopted	by	consensus.		Despite	all	of	the	efforts	made	to	date,	however,	the	Fourth	
Committee	and	the	General	Assembly	had	been	unable	to	do	the	same.		He	would	welcome	dialogue	
with	delegations	that	had	reservations	with	the	text.		Such	dialogue,	however,	must	include	the	
acceptance	in	principle	of	the	need	for	specialized	agencies	to	cooperate	in	the	Declaration’s	
implementation.			

	

Committee	Chairman,	Robert	Guba	Aisi	(Papua	New	Guinea)	said	it	was	important	to	remember	that	
when	the	Special	Committee	adjourned	its	session	tomorrow,	its	work	would	not	end.		He	would	do	
everything	possible	to	ensure	that	that	the	Fourth	Committee	reached	consensus	on	the	text.		The	
issues	at	hand	were	important	for	the	remaining	Territories.			

	

The	representative	of	Papua	New	Guinea	agreed	that	with	the	Committee’s	work	finishing	
tomorrow,	it	was	important	to	think	ahead.		In	that	connection,	he	expressed	hope	that	the	regional	
seminar	next	year	would	be	held	in	Bermuda,	or	another	Non-Self-Governing	Territory	in	the	
Caribbean.			

	

The	Special	Committee	will	meet	again	at	10	a.m.	Tuesday,	22	June,	when	it	is	expected	to	conclude	
the	work	of	its	resumed	2004	session.	

 

 



	

	

	

	

	

	

(I)Against	the	self-determination	doctrine	
The	national	self-determination	doctrine	proclaims	the	freedom	of	the	people	of	a	given	territory	to	
determine	their	own	political	status	or	independence	from	their	current	state.		Daniel	Hannan	this	
morning	defends	the	right	of	the	South	Ossetians	to	self-determination,	proclaiming	that	it	applies	
just	as	much	to	South	Ossetia	versus	Georgia	as	it	does	to	Kosovo	versus	Serbia,	Bosnia	versus	
Yugoslavia,	and	the	UK	versus	the	EU.		And,	of	course,	the	logic	of	the	self-determination	doctrine	
obliges	him	to	hold	this	position.		But	the	doctrine	itself,	though	seductive	and	often	producing	
answers	that	we	like,	is	deeply	flawed	and	should	be	rejected.	

In	the	modern	era,	the	concept	of	national	self-determination	is	usually	traced	back	to	the	revolt	of	
the	American	colonists	against	the	British.		When	the	Southern	States	attempted	to	break	away	from	
the	Union,	self-determination	turned	out	to	be	a	doctrine	Americans	discovered	had	
limits.		Nonetheless,	the	doctrine	in	its	modern	form	became	pushed	heavily	towards	the	end	of	
World	War	I,	driven	by	two	closely-related	notions.		First,	there	was	the	view	of	Woodrow	Wilson,	
then	American	President.		Amongst	the	"fourteen	points"	he	and	his	team	of	150	advisors	("The	
Inquiry")	developed	were	several	that	demanded	self-determination	for	the	peoples	of	the	European	
Empires	and	the	setting	of	borders	on	"nationality"	bases.	

Many	of	Wilson's	proposals	were	unpopular	in	Europe.		This	was	surely	not	helped	by	the	fact	that	
the	Bolsheviks	also	proposing	a	"right"	of	all	"nations",	interpreted	so	as	to	include	colonies,	to	self-
determination.		Lenin,	for	example,	writing	in	1914	stated:	“[It]	would	be	wrong	to	interpret	the	
right	to	self-determination	as	meaning	anything	but	the	right	to	existence	as	a	separate	state."	

The	British	were	initially	very	sceptical	about	the	self-determination	concept.		However,	the	idea	
came	to	gain	purchase	from	the	late	1920s	and	into	the	1930s,	in	the	period	of	Imperial	
Doubt.		Much	of	the	British	establishment	was	impressed	with	Ghandi's	movement	for	self-
determination	in	India.		Similarly,	in	the	early	phases	of	German	expansion	in	the	1930s,	the	tale	
offered	was	of	the	unification	of	the	German-speaking	peoples	-	an	application	of	the	self-
determination	doctrine	that	seemed	attractive	to	many	in	the	British	establishment	uncomfortable	
about	the	treatment	of	the	Germans	at	the	end	of	World	War	I.	

After	its	entry	into	the	Second	World	War,	the	US	became	particularly	keen	that,	post-war,	the	
doctrine	should	be	applied	to	the	British	colonies.		The	Americans	were	highly	critical	of	the	state	of	
the	peoples	of	the	British	colonies,	particularly	in	Africa,	and	of	the	political	treatment	of	the	peoples	
of	India	and	Burma.		In	November	1942,	Churchill	(who	never	accepted	the	doctrine)	responded	to	
sustained	American	attacks	upon	the	British	Empire,	stating	"I	have	not	become	the	King's	First	
Minister	in	order	to	preside	over	the	liquidation	of	the	British	Empire."	



	

Nonetheless,	in	the	period	after	World	War	II,	Britain	was	financially	and	economically	impoverished	
by	the	two	great	wars,	had	become	enamoured	of	the	self-determination	doctrine	itself	and	ever-
more	doubtful	of	the	morality	of	Empire,	and	was	unable	to	resist	the	drive	towards	national	self-
determination	post-war,	stirred	up	by	and	supported	by	the	United	States,	by	the	Soviets	and	by	
China.		The	anti-colonial	movements	in	Africa,	India,	the	Caribbean,	and	East	Asia,	in	both	American-
inspired	and	Communist-inspired	forms,	were	a	major	feature	of	world	politics	between	the	late	
1950s	and	the	end	of	the	1970s.	

Self-determination	was	more	recently	a	key	feature	of	the	break-up	of	Yugoslavia	and	the	
establishment	of	the	post-Soviet	republics.		The	doctrine	is	invoked	by	nationalist	movements	in	
many	parts	of	Europe	-	in	Scotland,	Wales,	and	Cornwall,	in	Catalonia	and	the	Basque	region,	by	the	
Lombards	in	Italy.	

Although	widely-supported	when	pressed	the	doctrine	reduces	itself	to	absurdity,	as	we	see	in	
Hannan's	post.		For	who	decides	who	a	"people"	are?		If	this	to	be	done	by	some	outside	authority	-	
say,	the	state	-	then	the	act	of	denying	a	"people"	"nationhood"	is	the	act	of	denying	self-
determination.		The	only	possibility	is	that	a	people	declare	itself.		But	what	of	any	minority	within	a	
state	that	disagrees	with	the	declaration	of	the	rest	that	they	are	a	people	(as	with,	say	the	people	of	
South	Ossetia)?		This	minority's	recourse	is	then	to	declare	itself	a	people	entitled	to	be	self-
determined	(ditto).		And	of	course,	inevitably,	there	will	be	some	within	that	sub-region	that	
disagree	(vide	the	Kosovan	serbs).		These	again	must	declare	themselves	a	"people"	and	claim	their	
own	right	to	self-determination.		There	is	no	end	to	this	process,	either	in	theory	or,	indeed,	in	
practice.		Eventually	six	people	who	don't	like	the	taxes	they	are	charged,	or	the	way	local	road	signs	
are	spelt,	or	whatever,	declare	themselves	a	"people",	entitled	to	be	self-determined	and	to	opt	out	
of	the	state	under	which	they	fall.	

The	self-determination	doctrine	is	thus	absurd,	empty	and	pointless,	for	it	cannot	be	self-
determination,	really,	that	is	telling	us	why	Bosnia	and	not	Republika	Srpska	is	the	right	scope	of	a	
state,	or	Georgia	and	not	South	Ossetia.		And	once	we	know	that	"something	else"	that	does	
determine	the	proper	scope	for	a	state,	we	no	longer	need	the	self-determination	doctrine.		The	
doctrine	is	connected	to	a	deeply	flawed	concept	of	democracy,	namely	that	it	involves	a	"demos"	
ruling	themselves.		I	shall	attack	that	idea	in	more	detail	another	time,	but	for	now	I	wish	to	press	
the	thought	that	there	is	a	genuine	alternative	to	the	belief	in	self-determination,	for	its	grip	seems	
to	be	so	strong	that	the	only	thing	most	people	seems	to	be	able	to	imagine	as	an	alternative	is	
oppression.	

 

 

 

	

	

	



	

	

	

	

(II)Self-determination	of	peoples	is	a	human	right	
Self-determination	is	loosely	defined	as	the	right	of	nations	or	peoples	to	"freely	determine	their	

political	status	and	freely	pursue	their	economic,	social	and	cultural	development"1.	It	is	common	to	
hear	the	assertion	that	this	is	a	"fundamental	human	right".	But	what	exactly	does	this	mean,	and	is	
it	correct?	

Self-determination	is	an	issue	in	many	different	contexts	around	the	world.	Many	of	these	involve	
states	which	have,	through	territorial	expansion,	population	shifts,	boundary	changes,	independence	
from	or	colonisation	of	other	nations,	found	themselves	in	charge	of	minority	groups	who	may	have	
strong	ethnic,	national,	religious,	cultural	or	linguistic	differences	from	other	inhabitants	of	a	nation.	
This	can	lead	to	all	sorts	of	problems;	minorities	may	identify	more	strongly	with	a	neighbouring	
state,	or	fear	that	their	cultural	and	political	identity	is	being	diluted	by	state	policies,	while	nation	
states	are	often	concerned	about	instability	or	loss	of	their	strong	national	identity	if	minority	groups	
are	given	too	much	autonomy	or	special	treatment.	



	

 

NSGT	IN	THE	MODERN	WORLD:	

 

Special	Committee	Chairman	Calls	for	End	to	‘Unfinished	Business’,	Caribbean		

Community	Says	Work	on	Contemporary	Decolonization	Processes	at	Virtual	Standstill	

	

A	retooling	of	work	methods,	a	revival	of	spirit,	and	a	honed	capacity	to	engage	with	all	
concerned	parties	were	necessary	to	put	an	end	to	the	unfinished	business	of	
decolonization,	the	Fourth	Committee	(Special	Political	and	Decolonization)	was	told,	as	it	
began	its	general	debate	on	the	subject	today.	

	

While	nearly	750	million	people	had	exercised	their	right	to	self-determination	and	more	
than	80	once-colonized	territories	had	gained	independence,	R.M.	Marty	M.	Natalegawa,	
Chairman	of	the	Special	Committee	on	Decolonization	–-	which,	since	its	establishment	in	
1961,	had	monitored	the	implementation	of	the	Declaration	on	the	Granting	of	
Independence	to	Colonial	Countries	and	Peoples	-–	said	that	the	remaining	16	Non-Self-
Governing	Territories	were	simply	16	too	many.			

	

The	essential	task	at	hand	was	to	accelerate	the	decolonization	process	in	those	remaining	
Territories	and	put	the	process	in	the	context	and	dynamics	of	a	changing	world,	on	a	case-
by-case	basis,	he	said.		That	necessitated	the	active	involvement	of	all	stakeholders	
concerned,	as	well	as	a	renewed	commitment	to	move	beyond	business	as	
usual.		Collaborative	and	concrete	efforts	by	the	international	community,	the	administering	
Powers	and	the	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	themselves,	were	needed.		Although	there	
had	been	some	progress	this	year,	there	was	still	plenty	of	room	for	improvement.	

	

Further	guidance	was	also	necessary	from	the	international	community	on	a	future	course	of	
action	in	the	decolonization	process	in	today’s	world,	with	its	many	novel	challenges	and	
opportunities,	he	said.		That	was	particularly	crucial	in	anticipation	of	the	conclusion	of	the	
Second	International	Decade,	at	the	end	of	2010.		

	

In	a	statement	echoed	by	a	number	of	delegations,	the	representative	of	Saint	Kitts	and	
Nevis	-–	speaking	on	behalf	of	the	Caribbean	Community	(CARICOM)	--	emphasized	that	
particular	focus	should	be	given	to	reviewing	the	decolonization	mandate.		He	worried,	in	
particular,	that	United	Nations	work	on	contemporary	decolonization	processes	remained	in	
a	state	of	virtual	inertia	and	that	unless	fundamental	action	was	taken,	the	Organization	



	

would	be	complicit	in	stymieing	the	legitimate	aspirations	of	peoples	whose	human	rights	it	
was	created	to	protect.		

	

Emerging	from	the	vacuum	created	by	that	political	environment	was	an	attempt	to	redefine	
the	Non-Self-Governing	status	as	that	of	self-government,	he	said.		The	aim	appeared	to	be	
the	hurried	removal	of	those	Territories	from	the	United	Nations	list,	even	as	they	remained	
Non-Self-Governing.		The	international	community	could	not	countenance	such	acts,	but	
must	decide	if	it	was	going	to	remain	true	to	the	relevant	provisions	of	the	Charter.		If	so,	it	
was	necessary	to	restart	the	dormant	decolonization	process,	or	capitulate	to	the	dubious	
arguments	that	justified	legitimization	of	contemporary	colonization,	declaring	
decolonization	complete	and	thus	abandoning	the	people	of	the	territories.	

	

As	an	administering	Power,	the	United	Kingdom	said	that	where	independence	was	an	
option	and	the	clear	and	constitutionally-expressed	wish	of	the	people	of	its	Overseas	
Territories,	the	Government	would	give	every	help	and	encouragement	to	those	Territories	
to	achieve	it,	its	representative	said.		But,	for	as	long	as	those	Territories	wished	to	retain	
their	link	to	the	United	Kingdom,	his	Government	would	remain	committed	to	their	future	
development	and	security.	

	

Although	the	situation	in	each	Territory	was	different,	and	some	Territories	were	at	a	more	
advanced	stage	of	development	than	others,	the	United	Kingdom	would	continue	to	work	
with	all	of	the	Territories,	as	appropriate,	in	areas	such	as	good	governance,	political	and	
economic	transparency,	enhanced	security	and	reduced	vulnerability	to	natural	and	
manmade	disasters.		There	had	been	progress	on	constitutional	review	with	most	Overseas	
Territories,	he	said.			

	

Also	speaking	today	were	the	representatives	of	Egypt	(on	behalf	of	the	Non-Aligned	
Movement),	Uruguay	(on	behalf	of	the	Southern	Common	Market),	Mexico	(on	behalf	of	the	
Rio	Group),	China,	Ecuador,	Venezuela,	South	Africa,	Cuba,	Senegal,	Kenya,	Namibia,	
Indonesia,	Timor-Leste	and	Uganda.	

	

The	report	of	the	Special	Committee	on	the	Situation	with	regard	to	the	Implementation	of	
the	Declaration	on	the	Granting	of	Independence	to	Colonial	Countries	and	Peoples	was	
introduced	by	that	body’s	Rapporteur,	Bashar	Ja’afari	(	Syria).	

	

The	representatives	of	the	United	Kingdom	and	Argentina	spoke	in	exercise	of	the	right	of	
reply.	



	

	

The	Fourth	Committee	will	meet	again	at	3	p.m.	on	Tuesday,	6	October,	to	continue	its	
debate	on	decolonization	issues.		

	

Background	

	

As	the	Fourth	Committee	(Special	Political	and	Decolonization)	began	its	annual	debate	on	a	
cluster	of	decolonization	issues	this	afternoon,	it	had	before	it	the	Report	of	the	Special	
Committee	on	the	Situation	with	regard	to	the	Implementation	of	the	Declaration	on	the	
Granting	of	Independence	to	Colonial	Countries	and	Peoples	for	2009	(documents	A/64/23	
and	A/64/23/Corr.2).	

	

At	its	sixty-third	session	in	2008,	the	General	Assemblyadopted	resolution63/110,	thereby	
requesting	the	Special	Committee	to	continue	to	seek	suitable	means	for	the	immediate	and	
full	implementation	of	the	Declaration,	and	to	carry	out	the	actions	it	had	approved	
regarding	the	Second	International	Decade	for	the	Eradication	of	Colonialism	in	all	
Territories	that	had	not	yet	exercised	their	right	to	self-determination.	In	addition	to	
resolution	63/110,	the	General	Assembly	adopted	10	other	resolutions	and	two	decisions	
relating	to	specific	items	considered	by	the	Special	Committee	in	2008.		They	are	listed	in	
the	report.	

	

According	to	the	report,	the	Special	Committee	intends,	during	2010,	to	pursue	its	efforts	in	
bringing	a	speedy	end	to	colonialism,	and	to	continue	to	intensify	its	dialogue	and	
cooperation	with	the	administering	Powers	in	furthering	the	cause	of	decolonization.		The	
Special	Committee’s	members	were	particularly	encouraged	by	the	excellent	cooperation	of	
New	Zealand	and	Tokelau	at	every	stage	of	negotiations,	including	in	the	referendums	held	
in	2006	and	2007.	

	

The	report	says	that	the	Special	Committee,	in	order	to	facilitate	the	implementation	of	its	
mandate,	will	continue	to	conduct	regional	seminars	to	assess,	receive	and	disseminate	
information	on	the	situation	in	the	Territories.		It	will	hold	its	next	seminar	in	the	Pacific	
region	in	2010.		It	will	also	continue	to	seek	the	cooperation	of	the	administering	Powers	in	
facilitating	United	Nations	visiting	and	special	missions	to	the	Territories	under	their	
administrations,	during	which	it	will	collect	first-hand	information	on	the	conditions	there	
and	on	the	aspirations	of	the	peoples	concerning	their	future	status.		These	seminars	and	
missions	present	opportunities	to	disseminate	information,	and	to	mobilize	world	public	
opinion	to	assist	the	people	of	the	Territories	in	bringing	about	a	speedy	end	to	colonialism,	



	

and	to	develop	programmes	aimed	at	Territories	that	have	requested	information	about	
self-determination	options.	

	

The	report	states	that	in	addition	to	general	problems	facing	developing	countries,	Non-Self-
Governing	Territories	also	suffer	from	the	interplay	of	such	factors	as	size,	remoteness,	
geographical	dispersion,	vulnerability	to	natural	disasters,	fragility	of	ecosystems,	
constraints	in	transport	and	communications,	distance	from	market	centres,	limited	internal	
markets,	lack	of	natural	resources	and	vulnerability	to	drug-trafficking,	money-laundering	
and	other	illegal	activities,	as	well	as	from	the	current	financial	crisis.		To	address	the	specific	
problems	of	the	remaining	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	the	Special	Committee	will	
continue	to	recommend	measures	to	facilitate	sustained,	balanced	growth	of	their	fragile	
economies	and	increased	assistance	in	the	development	of	all	the	sectors	of	their	
economies.		It	further	intends	to	take	into	account	economic	and	other	activities	that	affect	
the	interests	of	the	peoples	of	the	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	and	to	continue	its	
cooperation	with	interested	States	to	ensure	that	the	interests	of	the	peoples	of	those	
Territories	are	protected.	

	

The	Special	Committee	recommends	that	the	Assembly	renew	its	appeal	to	the	
administering	Powers	to	take	all	necessary	steps	for	the	Declaration’s	implementation,	and	
requests	those	administering	Powers	that	have	not	yet	done	so	to	become	involved	with	the	
work	of	the	Special	Committee	in	the	discharge	of	its	mandate.		It	also	recommends	that	the	
Assembly	continue	to	invite	administering	Powers	to	allow	representatives	of	the	Territories	
to	participate	in	the	Fourth	Committee’s	discussions.		It	also	recommends	that	the	Assembly	
make	adequate	provisions	to	cover	the	activities	envisaged	by	the	Special	Committee	for	
2010.		Should	any	additional	provisions	be	required	over	and	above	those	included	in	the	
proposed	programme	budget	for	the	biennium	2010-2011,	proposals	for	supplementary	
requirements	will	be	made	to	the	Assembly.	

	

The	report	also	summarizes	the	conclusions	of	the	Caribbean	regional	seminar	held	in	Saint	
Kitts	and	Nevis	from	12	to	14	May	on	the	implementation	of	the	Second	International	
Decade	for	the	Eradication	of	Colonialism	(2001-2010).		The	seminar	reconfirmed	the	valid	
ongoing	role	of	the	United	Nations	in	the	process	of	decolonization	and	reaffirmed	the	
Special	Committee’s	role	as	the	primary	vehicle	for	fostering	the	decolonization	process.		It	
also	underlined	the	importance	for	the	Special	Committee	to	develop,	as	a	matter	of	
urgency,	a	proactive	and	focused	approach	in	fulfilling	decolonization	vis-à-vis	the	Non-Self-
Governing	Territories	on	the	United	Nations	list.	In	view	of	the	economic	vulnerability	
brought	about	by	climate	change	and	the	global	economic	and	financial	crisis,	it	
recommended	stepping	up	attention	to	community-based	sustainable	development	
including	developing	small	and	medium	businesses;	the	promotion	of	microfinancing	and	



	

employment-generating	activities;	and	the	empowerment	of	vulnerable	groups	in	the	Non-
Self-Governing	Territories.	

	

The	wide-ranging	report	also	outlines	the	Special	Committee’s	consideration	of	specific	
issues	and	actions	taken	on	related	draft	resolutions	during	its	2009	session,including	on	the	
dissemination	of	information	on	decolonization;	sending	visiting	and	special	missions	to	
Territories;	economic	and	other	activities	that	affect	the	interests	of	the	peoples	of	the	Non-
Self	Governing	Territories;	implementation	of	the	decolonization	Declaration;	and	
information	from	Non-Self	Governing	Territories	transmitted	under	Article	73	e	of	the	
United	Nations	Charter	and	on	specific	Territories,	including	Gibraltar,	New	Caledonia,	
Western	Sahara,	American	Samoa,	Anguilla,	Bermuda,	British	Virgin	Islands,	Cayman	Islands,	
Guam,	Montserrat,	Pitcairn,	Saint	Helena,	Turks	and	Caicos	Islands,	United	States	Virgin	
Islands,	Tokelau,	and	the	Falkland	Islands	(Malvinas).	

	

[Under	Article	73	e,	Member	States	with	responsibilities	for	the	administration	of	Territories	
whose	peoples	have	not	yet	attained	self-government	agree	to	transmit	regularly	to	the	
Secretary-General	information	on	the	socio-economic	and	educational	conditions	in	those	
Territories,	other	than	trusteeship	Territories	falling	under	Chapters	XII	and	XIII.]	

	

The	Fourth	Committee	also	had	before	it	the	Secretary-General’s	report	on	information	from	
Non-Self-Governing	Territories	transmitted	under	Article	73	e	of	the	United	Nations	
Charter(document	A/64/67),	which	includes	dates	of	transmission	by	administering	Powers	
of	information	on	geography,	history,	population	and	socio-economic	and	educational	
conditions	in	16	such	Territories.		

	

Also	before	the	Committee	was	the	Secretary-General’s	report	on	Implementation	of	the	
Declaration	on	the	Granting	of	Independence	to	Colonial	Countries	and	Peoples	by	the	
specialized	agencies	and	the	international	institutions	associated	with	the	United	
Nations(document	A/64/62).		It	contains	a	list	of	the	agencies	and	institutions	that	were	
invited	to	submit	information	on	their	efforts	to	implement	the	relevant	United	Nations	
resolutions.		Summaries	of	the	replies	received	from	those	bodies	are	contained	in	
document	E/2009/47.	

	

[Document	E/2009/47	describes	programmes	offered	to	several	territorial	Governments	by	
the	United	Nations	Development	Programme	(UNDP),	as	well	as	by	the	United	Nations	
Population	Fund	(UNFPA);	Food	and	Agriculture	Organization	(FAO);	United	Nations	
Educational,	Scientific	and	Cultural	Organization	(UNESCO);	World	Health	Organization	
(WHO);	Organization	of	Eastern	Caribbean	States;	and	International	Maritime	
Organization.		They	include	projects	to	bolster	health	services	and	to	raise	the	capacity	of	



	

territorial	Governments	to	manage	disaster	and	risk	reduction.		The	FAO’s	assistance	
focused	on	supporting	sustainable	development	policies	and	practices	in	agriculture,	rural	
development,	forestry,	fisheries	and	food	security.		The	assistance	provided	by	UNFPA	and	
WHO	included	family	planning	and	public	health	initiatives,	as	well	as	programmes	to	
prevent	and	control	communicable	diseases.]	

	

The	Committee	would	also	consider	the	Secretary-General’s	report	on	offers	by	Member	
States	of	study	and	training	facilities	for	inhabitants	of	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	
(documents	A/64/69,	A/64/69/Corr.1	and	A/64/69/Corr.2),	covering	the	period	20	March	
2008	to	24	March	2009.		The	report	lists	59	Member	States	and	the	Holy	See	as	having	
offered	to	make	scholarships	available	for	inhabitants	of	Non-Self-Governing	
Territories.		From	the	current	period,	it	describes	offers	and	awards	from	Algeria,	Argentina,	
Austria,	Cuba,	Mexico,	New	Zealand,	and	the	United	Kingdom.	

	

A	report	of	the	Secretary-General	on	the	question	of	Western	Sahara	(document	A/64/185)	
was	also	before	delegations.		It	summarizes	the	reports	he	submitted	to	the	Security	Council	
from	1	July	2008	to	30	June	2009	on	the	matter.		

	

The	present	report	recalls	that,following	the	end	of	the	mandate	of	the	Secretary-General’s	
Personal	Envoy,	Peter	van	Walsum,	in	August	2008,	the	Secretariat	held	numerous	
discussions	with	the	parties	and	other	interested	actors	regarding	a	fifth	round	of	
negotiations.		In	September	2008,	the	Secretary-General	met	with	the	Minister	for	Foreign	
Affairs	and	Cooperation	of	Morocco,	Taïb	Fassi	Fihri,	and	discussed	with	him	how	best	to	
move	the	negotiating	process	forward.		The	Under-Secretary-General	for	Political	Affairs,	B.	
Lynn	Pascoe,	visited	Morocco	on	14	and	15	October	2008	for	further	discussions	on	the	
issue.		On	4	November,	the	Secretary-General	met	with	the	Secretary-General	of	the	Frente	
Polisario,	Mohamed	Abdelaziz.		At	those	meetings,	the	Secretary-General	reiterated	to	the	
parties	the	commitment	of	the	United	Nations	to	pursuing	the	process	of	negotiations	as	
mandated	by	the	Security	Council	and	emphasized	the	fact	that	future	negotiations	would	
build	on	the	progress	made	in	the	four	rounds	of	talks	held	in	Manhasset,	United	States	of	
America,	and	that	his	new	Personal	Envoy	would	be	guided	by	Council	resolution	1813	
(2008)	and	earlier	resolutions.			

	

In	January	2009,	the	Secretary-General	appointed	Christopher	Ross	as	his	new	Personal	
Envoy.		Since	then,	Mr.	Ross	has	held	consultations	with	representatives	of	Morocco	and	the	
Frente	Polisario	as	well	as	with	representatives	of	the	neighbouring	countries,	Algeria	and	
Mauritania,	and	with	other	interested	countries.		From	17	to	28	February	and	from	22	June	
to	1	July,	he	undertook	two	missions	to	the	region	for	in-depth	consultations	with	the	
parties	and	neighbouring	States	on	ways	to	move	the	process	of	negotiations	into	a	more	
intensive	and	substantive	phase.		In	addition,	the	Personal	Envoy	visited	the	capitals	of	



	

Spain,	France	and	the	United	States	as	members	of	the	Group	of	Friends	of	Western	Sahara	
for	consultations	on	the	negotiations.	

	

Subsequent	to	his	exploratory	visits	to	the	region,	the	Personal	Envoy	informed	the	
Secretary-General	that,	during	his	meetings	in	Rabat,	Tindouf,	Nouakchott	and	Algiers,	all	of	
his	interlocutors	had	confirmed	their	commitment	to	cooperating	with	the	United	Nations	
with	a	view	to	reaching	a	solution	to	the	issue	of	Western	Sahara	as	soon	as	possible,	as	a	
prerequisite	for	the	stability,	integration	and	development	of	the	region	and	for	the	return	
of	the	Western	Saharan	refugees	to	normal	life.		The	Personal	Envoy	informed	the	Secretary-
General	that	the	positions	of	the	parties	had	not	changed	since	the	fourth	round	of	
negotiations,	held	at	Manhasset	from	16	to	18	March	2008,	and	remained	far	apart	on	ways	
to	achieve	a	just,	lasting	and	mutually	acceptable	political	solution	that	would	provide	for	
the	self-determination	of	the	people	of	Western	Sahara,	as	called	for	by	the	Security	Council	
(document	S/2008/251).	

	

The	report	also	recalls	the	maintenance	of	the	ceasefire.		The	Secretary-General	informed	
the	Security	Council	that,	overall,	the	situation	remained	calm	in	the	Territory	and	that	the	
United	Nations	Mission	for	the	Referendum	in	Western	Sahara	(MINURSO)	continued	to	
enjoy	good	relations	with	the	parties.		With	regard	to	humanitarian	activities	and	efforts	led	
by	that	office	and	of	the	World	Food	Programme	(WFP),	the	provision	by	WFP	of	125,000	
monthly	general	feeding	rations	to	Western	Saharan	refugees	continued,	along	with	school	
feeding	and	supplementary	feeding	for	malnourished	children	under	five	years	old	and	for	
pregnant	women	and	nursing	mothers.		Despite	those	efforts,	a	nutrition	assessment	study	
conducted	in	May	2008	revealed	that	malnutrition	remained	a	major	problem	in	the	
camps.		The	WFP	and	UNHCR	(Office	of	the	United	Nations	High	Commissioner	for	
Refugees)had	launched	a	joint	mission	to	enhance	the	impact	of	their	nutrition	
interventions.	

	

With	regard	to	confidence-building	measures,	36	round-trip	family	visits	were	conducted	
between	April	2008	and	March	2009,	and	free-of-charge	telephone	service	between	the	
refugees	in	the	Tindouf	camps	and	their	family	members	in	the	Territory	continued	to	be	
provided	through	telephone	centres	in	four	refugee	camps.		Between	January	2004,	when	
the	service	was	launched,	and	March	2009,	more	than	105,705	telephone	calls	were	made.		

	

The	report	also	recalls	that,	following	the	talks	held	between	the	representatives	of	
Morocco	and	the	Frente	Polisario	in	Manhasset	in	March	2008,	and	pursuant	to	Security	
Council	resolution	1813	(2008),	UNHCR	embarked	on	a	process	of	negotiations	to	expand	
family	visits	through	land	transportation,	and	would	also	consider	introducing	additional	
activities,	including	joint	summer	camps	for	children	from	the	Territory	and	the	refugee	
camps,	and	special	visits	for	social	occasions	such	as	weddings,	funerals	and	the	Hajj.	



	

	

The	report	states	that	international	human	rights	organizations	had	reported	the	alleged	
harassment	and	arrest	of	Western	Saharan	human	rights	and	political	activists	by	Moroccan	
authorities	in	the	Territory.		During	the	period	under	review,	the	Secretary-General	of	the	
Frente	Polisario	expressed	concern	to	the	Secretary-General	regarding	alleged	violations	of	
the	human	rights	of	Western	Saharans	in	the	Territory,	and	Moroccan	media	reported	
alleged	human	rights	abuses	in	the	Western	Saharan	refugee	camps	near	
Tindouf.		Additionally,	Moroccan	interlocutors	expressed	concern	over	the	deteriorating	
humanitarian	situation	and	alleged	human	rights	violations	in	the	Tindouf	camps.	

	

The	report	also	recalls	the	Secretary-General’s	invitation	to	the	parties	to	continue	the	
process	of	negotiations	as	stated	in	the	final	communiqué	issued	at	their	fourth	round	of	
talks,	and	reiterated	by	the	Personal	Envoy	during	his	visits	to	the	region	in	February	and	
June	2009.		At	the	Personal	Envoy’s	suggestion,	a	first	informal	meeting	was	scheduled	for	9	
to	12	August	2009	in	Austria.	

	

The	Security	Council	unanimously	adopted	resolution	1871	(2009)	on	30	April,	which	called	
upon	the	parties	to	continue	to	show	political	will	and	work	in	an	atmosphere	propitious	for	
dialogue	in	order	to	enter	into	a	more	intensive	and	substantive	phase	of	negotiations,	thus	
ensuring	implementation	of	resolutions	1754	(2007),	1783	(2007)	and	1813	(2008)	and	the	
success	of	negotiations.		The	Council	also	called	upon	the	parties	to	continue	negotiations	
under	the	auspices	of	the	Secretary-General	without	preconditions	and	in	good	faith,	taking	
into	account	the	efforts	made	since	2006	and	subsequent	developments,	with	a	view	to	
achieving	a	just,	lasting	and	mutually	acceptable	political	solution,	which	would	provide	for	
the	self-determination	of	the	people	of	Western	Sahara.		Additionally,	the	Security	Council	
extended	MINURSO’s	mandate	until	30	April	2010.	

	

The	Committee	would	also	consider	the	Secretary-General’s	report	on	implementation	of	
decolonization	resolutions	adopted	since	the	declaration	of	the	First	and	Second	
International	Decades	for	the	Eradication	of	Colonialism	(document	A/64/70),	which	states	
that,	at	its	sixty-third	session,	the	General	Assembly	adopted	resolution	63/108	A,	in	which	it	
requested	the	Secretary-General	to	report	to	the	General	Assembly	at	its	sixty-fourth	
session	on	the	implementation	of	decolonization	resolutions	adopted	since	the	declaration	
of	the	First	and	Second	International	Decades	for	the	Eradication	of	Colonialism.	

	

The	report	further	states	that,	in	a	note	verbale	dated	30	January	2009,	the	Secretary-
General	brought	the	resolution	to	the	attention	of	Member	States	and	invited	them	to	
provide	the	information	requested	for	inclusion	in	the	report.		The	report	includes	replies	
from	Mexico,	Russian	Federation,	and	the	United	Kingdom.		



	

	

Statement	by	Chairman	of	Special	Committee	

	

R.M.	MARTY	M.	NATALEGAWA	(Indonesia),	Chairman	of	the	Special	Committee	on	
Decolonization,	said	that	since	the	United	Nations	establishment,	nearly	750	million	people	
had	exercised	their	right	to	self-determination	and	more	than	80	once-colonized	territories	
had	gained	independence.		Yet,	decolonization	remained		unfinished	business;	there	were	
still	16	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	under	the	purview	of	the	General	Assembly	at	the	
moment,	which	was	simply	16	too	many.			

	

He	said	that	the	essential	task	of	the	United	Nations	now	was	to	accelerate	the	
decolonization	process	in	those	remaining	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	in	accordance	
with	the	Declaration,	subsequent	relevant	General	Assembly	resolutions,	and	the	United	
Nations	Charter.		Another	essential	task	of	the	General	Assembly	was	to	put	the	
decolonization	process	in	the	context	and	the	dynamics	of	a	changing	world,	on	a	case-by-
case	basis.		Some	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	could	at	present	be	said	to	have	shown	a	
decolonization	process	in	place;	other	Territories	might	be	prepared	in	the	future	to	plan	the	
constitutional	steps	that	could	lead	to	a	transformation	of	their	international	status;	yet,	at	
least	in	one	case,	there	were	also	instances	of	setbacks,	he	said.			

	

The	process	of	decolonization	required	the	active	involvement	of	all	stakeholders	
concerned,	he	said.		It	also	required	renewed	commitment	to	move	beyond	business	as	
usual.		For	its	part,	the	Special	Committee	had	taken	a	closer	look	at	the	way	it	discharged	its	
mandates.		It	might	be	true	that	some	of	its	deliberations	in	past	years	could	have	been	
more	in-depth,	some	working	papers	more	illuminating,	and	some	resolutions	more	
refined.		At	the	same	time,	it	was	fair	to	say	that	the	Special	Committee	had	nevertheless	
squarely	succeeded	in	keeping	decolonization	on	the	international	agenda.	

	

This	year,	the	Special	Committee	had	been	particularly	productive,	as	it	strove	to	strengthen	
the	quality	of	its	work	even	further,	he	said.		It	had	increased	its	level	of	engagement	and	
genuine	dialogue	with	all	stakeholders,	including	the	administering	Powers.		That	effort	had	
been	reciprocated	to	some	extent	by	the	stakeholders	concerned,	although	there	was	
certainly	still	much	space	for	further	enhancement.		It	had	also	endeavoured	to	utilize	its	
formal	meetings	in	a	more	efficient,	effective	and	accountable	manner,	as	well	as	produce	
action-oriented	recommendations	during	its	substantive	session.			

	

Yet,	the	work	of	the	Special	Committee	was	only	one	aspect	of	the	process;	it	was	not	for	
the	Special	Committee	alone	to	pursue	decolonization,	he	said.		That	process	required	a	



	

collaborative	effort	by	the	international	community,	the	administering	Powers	and	the	Non-
Self-Governing	Territories,	themselves.		Inviting	all	partners	and	stakeholders	into	the	
process	to	also	take	steps	to	improve	the	way	they	conducted	their	work	in	a	way	that	
enhanced	cooperation	from	the	administering	Powers	remained	essential.		While	some	
progress	had	been	made	in	that	area	this	year,	there	was	still	plenty	of	room	for	
improvement.	

	

Stressing	that	close	cooperation	between	the	administering	Powers	and	the	Special	
Committee	would	benefit	all	parties	concerned,	not	least	the	peoples	of	the	Non-Self-
Governing	Territories,	he	called	upon	the	administering	Powers,	particularly	those	who	had	
not	done	so,	to	intensify,	in	a	concrete	way,	their	cooperation	with	the	Special	
Committee.		He	stressed	that	the	international	community,	including	the	United	Nations	
family	of	organizations,	funds	and	programmes,	should	continue	to	explore	ways	and	means	
through	which	it	could	enhance	its	support,	on	a	case-by-case	basis,	for	development	in	the	
Territories,	including	the	capacity	for	full	self-governance.			

	

While	the	Special	Committee	had	made	–-	and	would	continue	to	make	–-	recommendations	
to	the	General	Assembly,	he	said	it	would	also	like	to	seek	further	guidance	from	the	
international	community	on	a	future	course	of	action	in	the	decolonization	process	in	
today’s	world,	with	its	many	novel	challenges	and	opportunities.		That	was	particularly	
crucial	in	anticipation	of	the	conclusion	of	the	Second	International	Decade,	at	the	end	of	
2010.	

	

Introduction	of	Report	

	

BASHAR	JA’AFARI	(Syria),	introducing	the	report	of	the	Special	Committee	(document	
A/64/23)	as	that	body’s	Rapporteur,	said	that,	in	2009,	the	Special	Committee	had	continued	
to	analyze	developments	in	the	remaining	16	Non-Self-Governing	Territories.		During	its	
regular	sessions	and	the	Caribbean	Regional	Seminar	in	Frigate	Bay,	Saint	Kitts	and	Nevis,	in	
May,	its	work	had	benefited	from	the	participation	of	representatives	from	Non-Self-
Governing	Territories,	two	of	the	four	administering	Powers,	and	a	statement	prepared	by	a	
third	administering	Power,	as	well	as	non-governmental	organizations	and	experts.		The	
seminar’s	agenda	this	year	had	sought	to	identify	approaches	and	practical	ways	of	
addressing	the	challenges	and	opportunities	in	the	decolonization	process	in	a	changing	
world	during	the	remainder	of	the	Second	International	Decade.		

	

He	said	that	part	of	that	strategy	had	included	the	strengthening	of	cooperation	with	
administering	Powers	and	encouraging	the	participation	of	the	people	of	Non-Self-



	

Governing	Territories	in	the	Special	Committee’s	work.		The	Special	Committee	had	also	
successfully	revisited	the	format	of	the	seminar	report,	in	order	to	better	reflect	the	
outcomes	of	the	seminar’s	deliberations.		In	chapters	III	to	XI,	the	report	focused	on	specific	
themes	and	on	each	of	the	Non-Self-Governing	Territories.		

	

During	its	2009	session,	the	Committee	considered	such	agenda	items	as	the	Second	
International	Decade;	information	transmitted	under	Article	73	e	of	the	Charter;	the	
dissemination	of	information	on	decolonization;	and	economic	and	other	activities	that	
affected	the	interest	of	the	people	of	the	territories,	among	others.		The	Special	
Committee’s	recommendations,	based	on	the	constitutional,	political,	economic,	social	and	
public	information-related	developments	in	the	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	were	
presented	in	the	form	of	draft	resolutions,	in	chapter	XII.	

	

Statements	

	

MAGED	ABDELAZIZ	(Egypt),	speaking	for	the	Non-Aligned	Movement,	said	that	
decolonization	and	the	exercise	of	the	legitimate	right	to	self-determination	had	always	
been,	and	remained,	a	top	priority	on	the	Non-Aligned	Movement’s	agenda.		The	exercise	of	
the	right	to	self-determination	remained	valid	and	essential	to	ensure	the	eradication	of	all	
forms	of	colonialism	and	foreign	occupation,	and	to	guarantee	universal	respect	for	human	
rights	and	fundamental	freedoms.		In	that	regard,	the	Movement	reaffirmed	its	support	for	
the	aspirations	of	all	peoples	under	colonial	rule	to	exercise	their	right	to	self-determination,	
in	accordance	with	the	Charter	and	United	Nations	relevant	resolutions.	

	

He	said	that	the	Movement	regretted	that,	despite	all	efforts	exerted	by	the	United	Nations	
and	its	different	organs	to	end	decolonization	and	to	implement	the	Declaration	since	1960,	
decolonization	remained	incomplete,	and	more	effective	efforts	from	the	international	
community	were	needed	to	achieve	it.		Colonialism	in	any	form	or	manifestation,	including	
economic	exploitation,	was	incompatible	with	the	Charter,	the	Decolonization	Declaration,	
and	the	Universal	Declaration	of	Human	Rights,	and	should	be	eradicated.		Accordingly,	the	
Movement	was	convinced	that	the	elimination	of	colonialism	had	been	and	would	remain	a	
priority	of	the	United	Nations,	bearing	in	mind	all	relevant	General	Assembly	resolutions,	
particularly	resolution	55/146	declaring	the	period	of	2001-2010	a	Second	International	
Decade	for	the	Eradication	of	Colonialism.	

	

The	Movement	urged	all	administrating	Powers	to	pay	full	compensation	for	the	economic,	
social	and	cultural	consequences	of	their	occupation,	in	order	to	fulfil	the	right	of	all	people	
who	had	been,	or	were	still,	subjected	to	colonial	rule	or	occupation,	to	receive	fair	



	

compensation	for	the	human	and	material	losses	they	suffered	as	a	result.		The	Movement	
called	on	the	United	Nations	to	ensure	that	economic	and	other	activities	carried	out	by	the	
administrating	Powers	did	not	affect	the	interests	of	the	peoples	of	Non-Self-Governing	
Territories,	but	instead,	promoted	development	and	assisted	them	in	the	exercise	of	their	
legitimate	right	to	self-determination.		It	further	urged	Member	States	to	fully	implement	
the	decisions	and	resolutions	of	UNESCO	concerning	the	return	of	cultural	properties	to	the	
peoples	who	had	been	or	still	were	under	colonial	rule	or	occupation.		

	

JOSÉ	LUIS	CANCELA	(Uruguay),	speaking	on	behalf	of	Southern	Common	Market	
(MERCOSUR),	renewed	support	for	the	legitimate	rights	of	Argentina	in	the	sovereignty	
dispute	over	the	question	of	the	Malvinas	Islands.		He	supported	the	United	Nations	
decolonization	process	and	said	that	self-determination	was	the	fair	way	of	decolonizing	the	
Territories	in	which	there	existed	a	“people”	subjected	to	alien	subjugation,	domination	and	
exploitation.		However,	decolonization	and	self-determination	were	“not	synonyms”.		A	case	
in	point	was	the	Malvinas	Islands,	where	there	was	not	such	a	“people”,	but	rather	the	
disruption	of	the	national	unity	and	territorial	integrity	of	the	Argentine	Republic.		

	

He	said	that	the	quest	of	the	Malvinas	Islands	constituted	a	special	and	particular	colonial	
situation	involving	a	sovereignty	dispute	between	Argentina	and	the	United	Kingdom	as	the	
sole	parties.		In	1833,	the	United	Kingdom	usurped	the	islands	and	expelled	the	native	
Argentine	population,	preventing	their	return.		It	then	replaced	them	with	transplanted	
British	inhabitants,	who	did	not	conform	to	the	subjugated	or	dominated	people	criterion,	
giving	rise	to	a	“colonial	territory”	with	no	colonized	population.		The	principle	of	self-
determination	was	not	applicable	to	that	colonial	situation,	as	had	been	set	forth	by	General	
Assembly	resolutions	2065	(XX),	3160	(XXVII),	31/49,	37/9,	38/12,	39/6,	40/21,	41/40,	42/19	
and	43/25,	and	all	the	pronouncements	of	the	Special	Committee	since	1964.		The	only	way	
to	end	the	sovereignty	dispute	on	the	question	of	the	Malvinas	Islands	was	the	just,	peaceful	
and	lasting	solution	through	the	resumption	of	the	negotiations	between	its	two	parties,	
Argentina	and	the	United	Kingdom.		

	

MERCOSUR	and	its	associated	States	recognized	the	permanent	willingness	of	Argentina	to	
resume	negotiations	to	reach,	as	soon	as	possible,	a	prompt	solution	to	the	sovereignty	
dispute	over	the	Malvinas	Islands,	South	Georgia	and	South	Sandwich	Islands	and	the	
surrounding	maritime	areas,	he	said,	calling	on	the	United	Kingdom	to	promptly	comply	with	
the	mandate,	in	accordance	with	the	pertinent	resolutions	of	the	United	Nations	and	other	
international	organizations	and	forums.	

	

CLAUDE	HELLER	(Mexico),	speaking	on	behalf	of	the	Rio	Group,	reiterated	the	Group’s	
support	for	the	decolonization	process	and	stressed	the	importance	of	ensuring	that	every	
person	in	the	world	could	exercise	their	inalienable	right	of	self-determination,	which	



	

constituted	the	central	objective	of	the	United	Nations	since	its	founding.		One	of	the	most	
significant	tasks	in	the	history	of	the	Organization	had	been	the	process	of	decolonization,	
which	had	made	it	possible	for	many	people	to	achieve	independence.		The	results	of	the	
work	of	the	Special	Committee	had	been	significant,	but	the	fact	that	16	Territories	
remained	clearly	showed	that	the	decolonization	process	was	not	over.	

	

He	said	that	the	Rio	Group	reiterated	its	commitment	to	decolonization,	and	he	appealed	
once	again	to	the	administrating	Powers	to	take	the	necessary	steps	to	achieve	the	
decolonization	of	each	and	every	one	of	the	16	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	taking	into	
account	their	special	and	particular	situations,	on	a	case-by-case	basis.		The	administrating	
Powers	should	also	transmit	the	appropriate	information	on	each	of	the	Territories	under	
their	administration.		The	Group	appreciated	the	Special	Committee	for	its	tireless	efforts,	
and	hoped	the	General	Assembly	would	adopt	the	recommendations	contained	in	its	report.	

	

He	urged	the	Governments	of	Argentina	and	the	United	Kingdom	to	resume	negotiations,	
with	a	view	to	finding,	as	quickly	as	possible,	a	peaceful,	just	and	definitive	solution	to	their	
sovereignty	dispute,	in	accordance	with	relevant	resolutions	and	declarations,	and	to	include	
the	principle	of	territorial	integrity.		Moreover,	it	was	necessary	to	take	into	account	the	
special	problems	of	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	such	as	hurricanes	and	other	natural	
disasters.		The	Group	was	committed	to	eradicating	colonialism	in	all	its	forms,	and	he	
reiterated	its	appeal	to	all	Member	States	to	continue	to	make	a	positive	contribution	to	
achieve	that	objective.	

	

DELANO	FRANK	BART	(Saint	Kitts	and	Nevis),	speaking	on	behalf	of	Caribbean	Community	
(CARICOM),	offered	full	support	as	the	Committee	dealt	collectively	with	the	mandate	of	the	
special	political	questions	before	it.		Particular	focus	should	be	given	to	reviewing	the	
decolonization	mandate	and	to	ascertaining	any	progress	made	since	last	year.		He	
reiterated	deep	concern	that,	while	certain	internal	reforms	had	been	enacted,	precious	
little	progress	had	been	made	in	actual	decolonization.		In	the	absence	of	progress,	
CARICOM	was	concerned	that	decolonization	continued	to	slip	further	down	on	the	list	of	
United	Nations	priorities,	as	was	evidenced	in	the	content	of	key	United	Nations	reports.	

	

Continuing	that	thread,	he	said	the	annual	Report	of	the	Secretary-General	on	the	Work	of	
the	Organization	had	not	made	reference	to	decolonization	for	several	years.		The	first	and	
only	report	on	the	implementation	of	decolonization	resolutions,	which	covered	1992	to	the	
present,	totalled	a	mere	five	pages	and	relied	solely	on	replies	from	a	few	Member	States.		It	
contained	no	information	on	United	Nations	system	implementation.		That	was	in	contrast	
to	detailed	reports	on	other	issues	that	seemed	to	have	higher	priority.		

	



	

Since	the	beginning	of	the	Second	International	Decade,	CARICOM	had	consistently	brought	
a	number	of	items	to	the	Committee’s	attention.		In	2001,	for	example,	it	had	pointed	out	
that	the	information	deficit	on	decolonization	was	made	worse	by	the	lack	of	real,	basic	
analysis	on	constitutional,	political	and	economic	situations	in	the	Territories,	despite	such	
analysis	having	been	called	for	during	the	First	and	Second	International	Decades.		Most	
elements	of	the	plan	of	action	had	yet	to	be	carried	out.		Additionally,	a	midterm	review	
conducted	by	experts	in	2006	had	revealed	little	progress	in	implementation,	and	a	2007	
United	Nations	Office	of	Internal	Oversight	report	had	concluded	United	Nations	
consideration	of	decolonization	had	effectively	stalled.		

	

Moreover,	in	2008,	CARICOM	had	emphasized	that	it	was	the	lack	of	implementation	of	
measures	adopted	by	the	General	Assembly	which	remained	the	real	impediment	to	
decolonisation,	he	recalled.		Innovative	measures	to	restart	the	process,	such	as	the	use	of	
special	mechanisms,	successfully	employed	by	other	United	Nations	bodies,	were	“curiously	
rejected”	on	budgetary	grounds,	even	though	no	budgetary	implications	were	identified.		

	

The	United	Nations	work	on	contemporary	decolonization	processes	remained	in	a	state	of	
virtual	inertia,	he	said.		Unless	fundamental	action	was	taken,	the	Organization	was	
complicit	in	stymieing	the	legitimate	aspirations	of	peoples	whose	human	rights	it	was	
created	to	protect	and	foster.		However,	decolonization	had	moved	from	“an	unfinished	
agenda”	to	an	unattended	one.		The	repetition	of	resolutions	and	processes	year	after	year,	
and	the	publication	of	reports	satisfying	bureaucratic	deadlines,	but	lacking	sufficient	
analysis,	were	not	helpful.		

	

Emerging	from	the	vacuum	created	by	that	political	environment	was	an	attempt	to	redefine	
the	non-self-governing	status	as	that	of	self-government,	he	continued.		The	aim	appeared	
to	be	the	hurried	removal	of	those	Territories	from	the	United	Nations	list,	even	as	they	
remained	non-self-governing.		The	international	community	could	not	countenance	such	
acts,	but	must	decide	if	it	was	going	to	remain	true	to	the	relevant	provisions	of	the	
Charter.		If	so,	it	was	necessary	to	restart	the	dormant	decolonization	process,	or	capitulate	
to	the	dubious	arguments	that	justified	legitimization	of	contemporary	colonization,	
declaring	decolonization	complete	and	thus	abandoning	the	people	of	the	Territories.	

	

Speaking	to	the	political	crisis	in	the	Turks	and	Caicos	Islands,	he	said	that	CARICOM	
expressed	its	profound	concern	and	disappointment	over	the	decision	of	the	administering	
Power	to	dissolve	the	Government	and	legislature	of	the	Territory,	as	well	as	to	suspend	the	
right	to	trial	by	jury	and	to	replace	the	elected	Government	with	direct	rule	by	the	
administering	Power.		

	



	

The	imposition	of	direct	rule	was	a	regrettable,	forced	step	backwards	for	the	Territory,	
which	was	an	associated	member	if	CARICOM.		The	democratic	process	could	not	be	
strengthened	by	removing	an	elected	Government.		Instead,	it	would	have	been	more	
sustainable	to	involve	the	people	of	the	Territory	through	their	elected	representatives	in	
the	efforts	required	to	strengthen	good	governance.		In	that	regard,	CARICOM	called	for	the	
urgent	restoration	of	the	constitutional	Government	of	the	Territory.		

	

LIU	ZHENMIN	(	China)	said	that	helping	colonies	exercise	their	right	to	self-determination	
remained	a	goal	that	Member	States	strove	to	attain.		Member	States	had	the	obligation	to	
care	about	the	vital	interests	of	the	2	million	people	living	in	the	16	Non-Self-Governing	
Territories	and	to	help	them	achieve	self-determination.		As	such,	China	expected	the	
administrating	Powers	and	parties	concerned	to	cooperate	more	closely	with	the	United	
Nations.	

	

He	said	that	China	also	supported	efforts	by	the	peoples	of	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	to	
exercise	their	right	to	self-determination.		It	would	remain	actively	involved	in	the	work	of	
the	Special	Committee,	in	order	to	accomplish	the	goals	set	forth	in	the	Decolonization	
Declaration.		

	

MARÍA	FERNANDA	ESPINOSA	(Ecuador),	associating	herself	with	the	statements	of	the	Non-
Aligned	Movement,	the	Rio	Group,	and	MERCOSUR,	said	that	the	principle	of	territorial	
integrity	and	the	peaceful	settlement	of	disputes	were	fundamental	precepts	of	foreign	
policy	and	were	enshrined	in	Ecuador’s	Constitution.		In	its	capacity	as	a	Member	State	of	
the	Special	Committee,	Ecuador	firmly	supported	the	sovereignty	of	Argentina	over	the	
Malvinas	Islands,	Georgia	Islands	and	Sandwich	Islands,	and	surrounding	maritime	areas.		As	
president	of	the	Union	of	South	American	Nations	(UNASUR),	Ecuador	held	that	the	General	
Assembly	and	the	Special	Committee	expressly	recognized	the	existence	of	a	colonial	
situation	in	the	Malvinas,	making	it	very	different	from	classical	decolonization.		She	
reiterated	Ecuador’s	desire	to	see	the	United	Kingdom	comply	with	the	United	Nations	
appeal	for	a	just,	peaceful	and	lasting	solution	to	that	sovereignty	dispute.		

	

She	reaffirmed	support	for	General	Assembly	resolution	1514	concerning	Western	Sahara	
and	the	right	to	self-determination	through	the	free	and	genuine	will	of	the	Saharawi	
people,	and	hoped	that	negotiations	between	the	Polisario	and	Morocco	would	
continue.		She	also	expressed	hope	that	the	question	of	Puerto	Rico	would	continue	to	be	
dealt	with,	and	reaffirmed	the	inalienable	right	of	the	Puerto	Rican	people	to	self-
determination	and	independence.		

	



	

Solving	the	16	pending	cases	of	decolonization	would	not	be	possible	without	assistance	
from	all	parties	–-	the	administering	Powers,	the	Territories,	and	the	entire	international	
community,	she	said.		Ecuador	pledged	to	work	vigorously	in	the	Special	Committee	and	in	
the	General	Assembly	to	ensure	that	all	the	peoples	of	the	earth	enjoyed	independence	and	
the	right	to	self-determination.		

	

PHILIP	PARHAM	(United	Kingdom)	said	the	British	Government’s	relationship	with	its	
Overseas	Territories	was	a	modern	one	based	on	partnership,	shared	values,	and	the	right	of	
each	Territory	to	determine	whether	it	wished	to	stay	linked	to	the	United	Kingdom	or	
not.		The	United	Kingdom	had	no	intention	of	imposing	independence	against	the	will	of	the	
people	concerned.		Where	independence	was	an	option	and	was	the	clear	and	
constitutionally-expressed	wish	of	the	people	of	the	Territories,	the	British	Government	
would	give	every	help	and	encouragement	to	those	Territories	to	achieve	it.		But,	for	as	long	
as	the	United	Kingdom’s	Overseas	Territories	wished	to	retain	the	link	to	the	United	
Kingdom,	the	British	Government	would	remain	committed	to	their	future	development	and	
continued	security.	

	

He	said	that,	although	the	situation	in	each	Territory	was	different,	and	some	Territories	
were	at	a	more	advanced	stage	of	development	than	others,	the	United	Kingdom	would	
continue	to	work	with	all	of	the	Territories,	as	appropriate,	in	areas	such	as	good	
governance,	political	and	economic	transparency,	enhanced	security	and	reduced	
vulnerability	to	natural	and	man-made	disasters.		British	Government	Ministers	and	
democratically-elected	Territory	leaders	had	regular	discussions	on	those	and	a	wide	range	
of	other	issues	of	mutual	interest.		They	would	meet	for	political	talks	at	the	eleventh	annual	
meeting	of	the	Overseas	Territories	Consultative	Council	in	London,	on	8	and	9	December.	

	

The	British	Government	was	engaged	in	a	constitutional	review	process	with	the	Territories,	
aimed	at	providing	modern	constitutional	frameworks	reflecting	the	circumstances	of	each	
Territory,	he	said.		The	British	Government	carefully	considered	all	proposals	for	
constitutional	change	received	from	the	Territories.		Those	reviews	had	updated	provisions	
for	existing	constitutions,	such	as	good	governance	and	human	rights	provisions,	and	those	
relating	to	the	role	of	the	Governor	and	locally-elected	politicians.		There	had	been	progress	
on	constitutional	review	with	most	Overseas	Territories.		New	constitutions	had	come	into	
force	in	the	Turks	and	Caicos	Islands	and	Gibraltar	in	2006,	in	the	British	Virgin	Islands	in	
2007,	and	in	the	Falkland	Islands	and	Saint	Helena	in	2009.		A	new	Cayman	Islands	
Constitution	would	enter	into	force	in	November	of	this	year.			

	

Maintaining	high	standards	of	probity	and	governance	was	a	fundamental	cornerstone	of	
the	United	Kingdom’s	relationship	with	all	the	Overseas	Territories	for	as	long	as	they	chose	
to	retain	the	link	to	the	United	Kingdom,	he	said,	adding	that	good	governance	had	been	the	



	

central	theme	in	all	constitutional	talks	with	the	Territories.		The	British	Government	had	no	
wish	to	micromanage	its	relationship	with	its	Overseas	Territories,	and	was	committed	to	
allowing	each	to	run	its	own	affairs	to	the	greatest	degree	possible.		But	that	brought	with	it	
responsibilities	on	the	part	of	each	Territory.		Where	developments	in	a	Territory	gave	rise	
for	concern,	or	where	the	United	Kingdom	felt	that	a	Territory	was	failing	to	fulfil	the	
international	obligations	that	applied	to	it,	it	would	not	hesitate	to	raise	that	with	the	
Territory	Government	and	to	intervene	where	necessary.	

	

Turning	to	developments	in	the	Turks	and	Caicos	Islands,	he	said	that	the	British	
Government,	in	deciding	to	suspend	the	constitutional	right	to	trial	by	jury,	did	not	take	such	
a	step	lightly.		The	suspension	would	last	for	a	period	of	up	to	two	years	to	allow	the	
Governor	to	restore	good	governance,	sustainable	development	and	sound	financial	
management	to	the	islands.		The	intention	of	the	United	Kingdom	remained	that	elections	
should	be	held	in	July	2011,	if	not	sooner.	

	

JORGE	VALERO	BRICEÑO	(Venezuela),	supporting	the	statements	made	on	behalf	of	the	
Non-Aligned	Movement,	the	Rio	Group,	and	MERCOSUR,	said	that	although	more	than	four	
decades	had	passed	since	the	adoption	of	General	Assembly	resolution	1514,	there	were	still	
colonial	situations	in	the	southern	hemisphere	and	some	Territories	were	still	subjected	to	
colonial	domination	or	occupation.		Although	some	progress	had	been	made,	those	
instances	were	in	violation	of	international	law	and	human	rights.		The	Special	Committee	
was	of	particular	importance	because,	at	present,	16	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	were	
still	awaiting	decolonization,	and	the	objectives	proclaimed	by	the	General	Assembly	had	
not	yet	been	achieved.		He	resolutely	supported	the	self-determination	of	peoples	struggling	
to	achieve	independence	and	recalled	that	the	cases	of	the	Malvinas,	Puerto	Rico	and	
Western	Sahara	were	still	pending.	

	

He	reiterated	the	support	on	behalf	of	the	President	of	Venezuela	for	the	legitimate	
sovereign	rights	of	Argentina	over	South	Georgia	and	the	South	Sandwich	Islands	and	the	
surrounding	maritime	areas,	and	urged	the	United	Kingdom	and	Argentina	to	continue	
negotiations	and	find,	as	a	matter	of	urgency,	a	just,	peaceful	and	definitive	solution	to	their	
sovereignty	dispute.	

	

He	supported	the	cause	of	decolonization,	in	particular	the	inalienable	rights	of	the	people	
of	Puerto	Rico,	as	they	had	“a	very	special	national	identity”.		The	final	document	of	the	
summit	of	the	Non-Aligned	Movement	of	July	2009	had	issued	an	appeal	to	assume	
responsibility	to	promote	the	process	to	enable	the	people	of	Puerto	Rico	the	right	to	
independence.		The	United	States	Government	must	hand	over	all	of	the	land	and	
institutions	of	the	people	of	Puerto	Rico	and	release	political	prisoners	related	to	their	
struggle	for	independence.		He	reiterated	condemnation	for	the	brutal	oppression	



	

unleashed	against	the	independence	movement,	also	strongly	condemning	the	2005	killing	
of	Filiberto	Ojeda.		Finally,	he	recognized	the	“independent	Government	of	the	Saharawi	
people”,	and	called	for	a	just,	lasting	and	peaceful	solution	in	Western	Sahara.	

	

BASO	SANGQU	(South	Africa)	was	concerned	that	the	Saharawi	people	still	could	not	
exercise	their	right	to	self-determination.		Indeed,	Western	Sahara	had	been	on	the	United	
Nations	list	of	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	since	1963.		The	General	Assembly	had	
consistently	recognized	the	Saharawi	people’s	right	to	self-determination	and	independence	
and	had	called	for	the	exercise	of	that	right,	in	line	with	resolution	1514	(XV)	(1960).		The	
continued	occupation	of	Western	Sahara	by	Morocco	challenged	the	principles	of	the	United	
Nations	Charter	and	the	authority	of	the	Organization.		South	Africa	stood	by	the	African	
Union	position	that	the	inalienable	right	of	those	in	Western	Sahara	to	self-determination	
and	independence	was	not	negotiable,	citing	a	1975	International	Court	of	Justice	advisory	
opinion	and	General	Assembly	resolution	34/37	(1979).	

	

Noting	that	the	Security	Council	had	sought	a	solution	that	included	the	possibility	of	a	
United	Nations-supervised	referendum,	he	reaffirmed	South	Africa’s	support	for	the	
Secretary-General’s	efforts	to	achieve	a	just,	lasting	and	mutually-acceptable	political	
solution.		In	addition,	he	was	confident	that	the	Manhasset	negotiations	could	produce	
positive	results	and,	thus,	called	on	Morocco	and	the	Saharawi	people	represented	by	the	
Popular	Front	for	the	Liberation	of	Saguia	el-Hamra	and	Rio	de	Oro	(Frente	Polisario)	to	
redouble	their	efforts.		Calling	on	the	United	Nations	to	uphold	its	Charter	principles,	
including	on	the	protection	of	human	rights,	he	urged	the	Secretary-General	to	investigate	
reports	into	incidents	of	human	rights	abuse.		

	

He	said	that	South	Africa	supported	efforts	to	find	a	just,	lasting	and	mutually-acceptable	
solution	that	allowed	for	the	self-determination	of	Saharawis,	and	remained	fully	committed	
to	ensuring	that	their	dignity	was	fully	restored.		The	United	Nations	Mission	for	the	
Referendum	in	Western	Sahara	(MINURSO)	was	crucial	to	the	peace	process,	and	South	
Africa	supported	the	adoption	of	a	resolution	on	Western	Sahara	that	reiterated	the	
principles	of	self-determination	and	decolonization.	

	

RODOLFO	ELISEO	BENÍTEZ	VERSÓN	(Cuba),	noting	that	2010	marked	the	end	of	the	Second	
International	Decade,	said	he	was	concerned	at	the	continued	refusal	of	certain	
administering	Powers	to	cooperate	with	the	Committee,	in	disregard	of	their	Charter	
obligations.		He	called	on	those	Powers	to	cooperate	fully	with	the	Committee.		Also	
concerned	at	the	situation	in	the	Turks	and	Caicos	Islands	after	the	administering	Power’s	
decision	to	abolish	parts	of	the	Constitution,	Cuba	called	for	the	reinstatement	of	the	
constitutional	Government,	pursuant	to	the	2006	Constitutional	Order.		On	Puerto	Rico,	he	
drew	attention	to	a	resolution	adopted	in	June	that	recognized	Puerto	Ricans’	inalienable	



	

right	to	self-determination	and	independence,	saying	that	the	Committee	had	already	
adopted	28	resolutions	and	decisions	concerning	that	nation.		He	called	on	the	United	States	
to	expedite	a	process	that	would	allow	Puerto	Ricans	to	fully	exercise	that	right.		Resolutions	
adopted	by	the	Committee	must	be	implemented.	

	

Concerning	Western	Sahara,	he	said	that	the	United	Nations	had	reaffirmed	that	the	conflict	
was	a	question	of	decolonization.		The	Saharawi	people	had	a	right	to	determine	their	
future.		Noting	that	four	negotiating	rounds	and	one	informal	meeting	had	taken	place	
under	the	Secretary-General’s	auspices,	he	hoped	that	the	parties	would	continue	to	work	
towards	a	solution	that	guaranteed	Saharawis	the	right	to	self-determination,	in	line	with	
the	Charter	and	General	Assembly	resolution	1514	(XV).		At	the	same	time,	Cuba	reiterated	
its	support	to	Argentina’s	legitimate	right	in	the	dispute	over	the	relative	sovereignty	of	the	
Malvinas	Islands	(Falkland	Islands),	which	were	part	of	its	national	territory.		He	called	for	a	
negotiated,	just	and	definitive	solution	to	that	question.		Cuba	would	continue	providing	
study	opportunities	to	inhabitants	of	Non-Self-Governing	Territories,	and	he	called	on	other	
States	to	do	likewise.		Finally,	he	stressed	that	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	could	benefit	
from	the	support	of	specialized	agencies	and	international	bodies	liked	to	the	United	
Nations.	

	

PAUL	BADJI	(Senegal)	said	that	near	the	end	of	the	Second	International	Decade,	it	was	
possible	to	say,	without	any	risk	of	error,	that	decolonization	was	one	of	the	most	successful	
issues	at	the	United	Nations.		A	number	of	Territories,	however,	were	still	non-self-
governing,	and	his	delegation	wanted	to	make	an	urgent	appeal	to	all	of	the	actors	of	the	
international	community	to	enable	the	people	of	the	Non-Self-Governing	Territories	the	
freedom	to	express	their	will	in	accordance	with	the	relevant	resolutions	of	the	United	
Nations.		In	that	regard,	his	delegation	echoed	the	statements	made	at	the	beginning	of	the	
meeting	by	the	Chairman	and	Rapporteur	of	the	Special	Committee.		It	also	supported	the	
statement	made	by	Egypt	on	behalf	of	the	Non-Aligned	Movement.		

	

He	said	that	the	question	of	Western	Sahara	remained	a	matter	of	particular	concern	to	
Senegal.		The	current	situation	in	that	disturbing	case	could	not	be	a	matter	of	satisfaction	to	
any	of	the	parties	directly	concerned.		He	sought	a	mutually-acceptable	political	solution	on	
the	strength	of	Senegal’s	firm	support	for	the	initiative	of	the	Moroccan	party,	aimed	at	
granting	broad	autonomy	to	Western	Sahara,	but	within	the	framework	of	sovereign	respect	
to	Morocco.		Morocco’s	reasonable	proposal	seemed	the	only	new	positive	dynamic	and	
offered	the	best	prospects	for	a	final,	mutually-acceptable	solution.		He	reaffirmed	his	
commitment	to	strengthening	and	consolidating	fraternal	relations	among	all	the	countries	
of	the	Magreb	and	the	entire	African	continent.		Senegal	believed	it	was	imperative	to	
discourage	all	forms	of	separatism,	which	threatened	stability	in	different	parts	of	the	
world.		In	that	spirit,	his	delegation	reaffirmed	its	support	for	the	Secretary-General	and	



	

Special	Envoy	Christopher	Ross	in	their	commendable	initiatives	to	bring	about	a	just	and	
lasting	solution	to	the	problem.	

	

ZACHARY	D.	MUBURI	MUITA	(	Kenya)	said	that	as	the	Second	International	Decade	came	to	
a	close,	the	task	was	not	yet	complete,	and	he	urged	the	Fourth	Committee	to	redouble	its	
efforts	at	promoting	the	implementation	of	the	Declaration.		Fulfilling	the	United	Nations	
decolonization	mandate	required	a	collaborative	effort,	and	he	encouraged	the	Special	
Committee	to	pursue	genuine	dialogue	aimed	at	finding	fresh,	concrete	and	more	creative	
ways	to	eradicate	colonialism.		

	

He	also	appealed	for	the	cooperation	of	the	administering	Powers,	saying	that	they	should	
facilitate	United	Nations	special	missions	to	the	Territories	under	their	administration.		They	
should	cooperate	by	regularly	transmitting	information	on	conditions	in	the	Territories,	for	
which	they	were	responsible,	taking	into	consideration	that	they	had	an	obligation	to	
promote	the	socio-economic	and	educational	advancement	of	the	peoples	of	those	
Territories.		The	Territories’	natural	resources	were	the	heritage	of	their	peoples,	so	there	
should	be	no	activities	that	harmed	their	rights	or	interests.		

	

Recognizing	the	rights	of	every	people	to	maintain	and	conserve	their	national	heritage	as	a	
basis	of	their	cultural	identity,	he	urged	the	administering	Powers	to	fully	implement	the	
decisions	and	resolutions	of	UNESCO	concerning	the	restitution	of	cultural	properties	to	the	
rightful	owners	still	under	colonial	occupation.		On	the	question	of	Western	Sahara,	Kenya	
supported	continued	negotiations	under	the	auspices	of	the	United	Nations	Secretary	
General,	taking	into	account	the	efforts	made	since	2006	and	recent	developments.		That	
was	the	only	path	to	achieving	a	just,	lasting	and	mutually	acceptable	solution.	

	

KAIRE	MUNIONGANDA	MBUENDE,	(Namibia),	said	that	the	right	to	self-determination	was	a	
fundamental	human	right	and	it	was	deplorable	that,	up	to	this	date,	colonialism	still	
remained	an	issue	for	this	Committee.		He	called	on	the	administering	Powers	to	speed	up	
the	process	of	granting	independence	to	the	peoples	of	the	Territories.		He	further	urged	the	
United	Nations	and	the	Fourth	Committee,	in	particular,	to	leave	“no	stone	unturned”	in	its	
efforts	to	bring	a	speedy	end	to	colonialism	and	foreign	occupation.		

	

He	said	Namibia	was	deeply	concerned	about	the	continuous	occupation	of	the	Palestinian	
land.		Despite	many	United	Nations	General	Assembly	and	Security	Council	resolutions,	the	
question	of	Palestine	remained	unsolved.		The	international	community	had	the	
responsibility	to	ensure	that	the	people	of	Palestine	realized	their	inalienable	right	to	self-
determination	and	statehood.		He,	therefore,	urged	the	United	Nations	to	“act	decisively”	by	
implementing	its	own	resolutions	in	order	to	bring	about	a	lasting	and	comprehensive	



	

solution.		He	urged	the	Government	of	Israel	to	abandon	all	illegal	activities	and	promote	
peaceful	negotiations	based	on	United	Nations	resolutions	and	the	Quartet	Road	Map	as	the	
only	viable	option	for	a	two-State	solution,	with	Israel	and	Palestine	living	side-by-side	and	
within	secure	borders.		He	called	on	Israel	to	lift	the	“unjust	siege”	imposed	on	the	Gaza	
Strip,	which	compounded	the	already	bad	social,	economic,	and	humanitarian	situation	in	
the	Occupied	Palestinian	Territory.	

	

In	the	same	vein,	he	said	that	Namibia	was	seriously	concerned	about	the	question	of	
Western	Sahara,	and	urged	the	United	Nations	to	assume	its	full	responsibility	over	that	
Territory.		He	encouraged	the	strengthening	of	the	United	Nations	Mission	for	the	
Referendum	in	Western	Sahara	to	enable	it	to	continue	monitoring	the	ceasefire	and	human	
rights	violations	in	Western	Sahara.		He	called	for	the	immediate	and	unconditional	
implementation	of	the	United	Nations	Settlement	Plan	for	Western	Sahara	and	all	
resolutions	of	the	General	Assembly	and	the	Security	Council,	with	the	aim	of	holding	a	free	
and	fair	referendum.	

	

HASAN	KLEIB	(Indonesia),	associating	himself	with	the	statement	of	the	Non-Aligned	
Movement,	expressed	support	for	the	pertinent	points	raised	by	the	Chairman	of	the	Special	
Committee.		The	right	to	self-determination	and	respect	for	territorial	integrity	of	Member	
States	were	fundamental	to	the	process	of	decolonization.		It	was	necessary	to	revive	that	
process	and	apply	it	in	today’s	context	without	undoing	what	had	been	deliberated,	decided	
and	agreed	upon	by	the	General	Assembly.		Decolonization	was	a	political	process,	with	the	
goal	of	reaching	a	permanent	political	solution,	as	freely	determined	by	the	people	
concerned	and	in	accordance	with	the	United	Nations	Charter.	

	

As	a	member	of	the	Special	Committee	of	24	on	Decolonization,	he	encouraged	all	Member	
States,	particularly	the	administering	Powers	that	had	not	done	so,	as	well	as	the	specialized	
agencies	and	other	institutions	within	the	United	Nations	system,	to	lend	their	full	support	
to	the	Special	Committee’s	work.		Anticipating	the	conclusion	of	the	Second	International	
Decade	in	December	2010,	he	called	for	positive	consideration	of	a	Third	Decade,	to	be	
equipped	with	a	plan	of	action	that	would	be	feasible,	action-oriented,	measurable	and	in	
full	accordance	with	the	guiding	documents	of	the	United	Nations	decolonization	process.	

	

NELSON	SANTOS	(Timor-Leste)	said	that	against	the	backdrop	of	a	similar	past,	his	country	
had	closely	followed	the	question	of	Western	Sahara.		All	of	the	parties	involved	were	well	
aware	that	the	people	of	Western	Sahara	were	ready	to	achieve	freedom.		Their	current	
experience	was	no	different	from	that	of	his	country	--	they	were	being	denied	the	free	and	
fair	act	of	self-determination	because	colonizers	always	bent	the	truth.		Everyone	had	heard	
dozens	of	times	that	the	right	of	determination	of	Western	Sahara	was	clearly	recognized	by	
the	United	Nations,	that	there	should	be	a	strict	respect	of	the	right	of	the	people	of	



	

Western	Sahara	to	self-determination.		Senegal	in	particular	welcomed	the	appointment	of	
Special	Envoy	Christopher	Ross,	and	fully	supported	his	efforts	to	find	a	just	and	peaceful	
solution.		Now	it	was	time	to	put	an	end	to	the	injustice	inflicted	on	the	people	of	Western	
Sahara	and	to	the	human	rights	abuses	and	suffering	of	the	people	of	the	occupied	Western	
Sahara.		It	was	also	critical	that	all	parties	abided	by	international	law	and	obligations.		

	

RUHAKANA	RUGUNDA	(	Uganda),	associating	himself	with	the	statement	of	the	Non-Aligned	
Movement,	expressed	concern	that	the	process	of	decolonization	had	not	yet	been	
successfully	concluded.		The	lack	of	resolution	to	the	question	of	Western	Sahara	was	
unacceptable	and	must	be	addressed,	with	the	requisite	attention	of	all	Member	States.		He	
remained	convinced	that	only	the	Saharawi	people	should	unconditionally	decide	their	own	
future.		Commending	the	Secretary-General’s	Special	Envoy	for	his	negotiation	efforts,	in	
accordance	with	pertinent	resolutions,	he	further	expressed	appreciation	for	the	
commitment	by	the	two	parties,	Morocco	and	Polisario,	to	continue	negotiations	as	soon	as	
possible,	calling	on	both	parties	to	overcome	the	obstacles	to	a	resolution	of	the	matter.	

	

He	also	expressed	continuing	concern	over	reports	of	human	rights	violations	in	Western	
Sahara,	and	called	for	steps	to	ensure	that	human	rights	in	the	region	were	monitored	and	
protected.		The	Secretary-General’s	report	affirming	the	Organization’s	commitment	to	that	
goal	was	welcome.		He	was	also	concerned	about	reports	about	the	illegal	exploitation	of	
the	resources	of	Western	Sahara,	and	said	that	those	merited	serious	attention.		“The	illegal	
exploitation	of	the	natural	resources	of	Western	Sahara	should	stop	and	those	responsible	
be	held	accountable,”	he	said.	

	

Following	that	statement,	the	Committee	decided	to	grant	a	number	of	requests	for	
hearings,	including	one	request	on	the	question	of	Gibraltar	(document	A/C.4.64/2);	seven	
requests	on	the	question	of	Guam	(documents	A/C.4/64/3	and	addenda	1	to	7);	two	
requests	on	the	question	of	the	United	States	Virgin	Islands	(documents	A/C.4/64/4	and	
addenda	1);	84	requests	on	the	question	of	Western	Sahara	(document	A/C.4/64/5	and	
addenda	1	to	83);	and	one	request	on	the	question	of	New	Caledonia	(document	
A/C.4/64/6).		The	Committee	also	decided	to	hear	the	petitioners	on	Tuesday	and	
Wednesday,	6	and	7	October.	

	

Rights	of	Reply	

	

Exercising	the	right	of	reply,	the	representative	of	the	United	Kingdom,	responding	to	the	
statement	by	Mexico’s	representative	on	behalf	of	the	Rio	Group,	and	Uruguay’s	speaker	on	
behalf	of	MERCOSUR,	said	that	its	position	on	the	Falkland	Islands	was	well	known.		The	



	

United	Kingdom	had	no	doubt	about	its	sovereignty	in	the	Falkland	Islands	and	that	there	
could	be	no	negotiations	on	the	matter	until	such	time	as	“the	islanders	so	wished”.		

	

In	response	to	remarks	made	by	Saint	Kitts	and	Nevis	on	behalf	of	CARICOM,	and	by	Cuba,	
the	representative	said	the	issue	of	the	territorial	Government	of	the	Turks	and	Caicos	
Islands	was	a	serious	constitutional	measure	that	was	not	taken	lightly.		That	arrangement	
would	last	for	two	years	and	would	allow	the	Government	to	sustain	sound	financial	
management	until	elections	were	held	in	July	2011,	“if	not	sooner”.	

	

Responding	to	the	statement	by	the	United	Kingdom’s	speaker	on	the	question	of	the	
Malvinas,	the	representative	of	Argentina	reiterated	that	the	Malvinas	were	an	integral	part	
of	Argentina	and	were	illegitimately	occupied	by	the	United	Kingdom.		The	sovereignty	
dispute	between	the	two	countries	had	been	recognized	by	diverse	organizations	and	in	
numerous	United	Nations	resolutions.		Such	resolutions	urged	both	Governments	to	resume	
negotiations	to	find	a	peaceful	and	lasting	solution	to	their	dispute		

 

 

 

 

 

 

Important links for better understanding of the agenda: 

http://www.caribank.org/uploads/publications-
reports/research/conference-papers/development-strategy-
forum/Governance%20Dependency%20and%20future%20Polit
ical%20Development.pdf	

 

http://ir.lawnet.fordham.edu/cgi/viewcontent.cgi?article=1073&
context=ilj	

https://www.repository.cam.ac.uk/bitstream/handle/1810/229792
/RCSEC1956AEP.pdf?sequence=2&isAllowed=y 



	

http://www.jstor.org/stable/2704736?seq=1#page_scan_tab_cont

ents	


