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ABSTRACT:

In 1960, the United Nations Organization adopteeé eclaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoplesyhith was established the right to self-
determination and independence of non-self-govgrtémritories. In order to implement these
principles was created in 1961 the Special Committe the Implementation of the Declaration
on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Coastrand Peoples, widely known as
Decolonization Committee. Since the beginning sfattivities, the Decolonization Committee
elected the Portuguese colonialism as one of iig m@ncerns. As the Portuguese government,
until 1974, did not recognize its legitimacy, themdmittee turned its attention to the national
liberation movements. The relationship betweenDheolonization Committee and the national
liberation movements of Portuguese colonies washed by several important moments. The
Committee became a stage in which the nationatdtlm® movements developed a diplomatic
struggle against the Portuguese colonial domination
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Background

In the fifteenth century, Portugal began a proadssxtending the territories under its control, a
process through which it achieved dominance owveitdées geographically spread out, and
with which it maintained distinct relationships. tea on, in the nineteenth century, after
Brazilian independence in 1822, the Portuguesencdtion turned over to African continent to

establish a more effective dominion. The pursuigebdgraphic delimitation and military control

over the population shaped what is known as PoesgdThird Empire.

The existence of the Portuguese Third Empire waafig coincident with theEstadoNovo
(New State) regime established from 1926 onwardenyin the aftermath of a coup d’état, the
Portuguese First Republic was overthrown. HstadoNovq stressing a colonial ideology in
which the idea of Portuguese historical missiordtmnize and civilize had a prominent place,
carried out a tenacious resistance to decolonizaBoch resistance was expressed in the use of
military repression from 1961 onward against theirations of the national liberation
movements, which, since the end of the fiftiesrtethto emerge in the Portuguese African
colonies. It was only after the overthrow of tBstadoNovoon 25 April 1974 that a political
solution was implemented that answered to the ddmahnational liberation movements for the
independence of Portuguese colonies, which toatepdaring 1975.

One of the fields that has recently had a majore@mse in Portuguese historiography is
Decolonization Studies. Some works of reflectionvaled to the subject have stressed
Portuguese resistance to decolonization, demandatafal liberation movements and internal
and external pressure against tgtadoNovo regime. Notwithstanding their unquestionable
scientific value, these works disregard the effodsveloped by the national liberation

movements of Portuguese colonies in supranatiamglitutions such as the United Nations
Organization (UN). The limited reflection concemithis issue has been almost restricted to
analysis of the main bodies: the Security Councitl ahe General Assembly and their

condemnations of Portuguese refusal to recognize right to self-determination and

independence. Neither has the available bibliogramproached the circumstances in which the
UN became the scenario of a diplomatic campaigneldged by the national liberation

movements.

Since the subject is an area practically unknownthis paper, | intend to approach the
diplomatic activity of these movements at the UNMartigularly, in the Decolonization
Committee. Established in 1961, the DecolonizaG@mmmittee quickly became the main body
on issues related to non-self-governing territoriBeing a master of non-self-governing
territories, Portugal was an inevitable target.tBg time it was accepted as UN member in 1955,
the General Secretary questioned whether the Rarseggovernment had territories that could
be qualified as "non-self-governing”. The Portuguessponse was negative, since, according to
its revised Constitution of 1951, the non-self-gomeg territories were overseas provinces.
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Given the controversy surrounding the terminologgdiby both sides, the General Assembly
established, in late 1959, a Special Committeegdthwith settling a definition of the concept of
non-self-governing territories. Approved by Resiont1541 (XV), adopted on 15 December
1960, the Special Committee established that timesetf-governing territories definition should
take into account geographic separation in regartheé colonial powers, ethnic and cultural
differences between the territories and the ruded the administrative, juridical and historical
subordination (UN, Resolution 1541, p. 29).

One of the outcomes of this definition was Resolutl542 (XV), adopted also on 15 December
1960, in which all Portuguese colonies were quedifas non-self-governing territories. Under
the provisions of this Resolution, Cape Verde, lprese Guinea, Sao Tome and Principe and
their dependencies, Sao Jodo Baptista de Ajudaplanigpcluding the enclave of Cabinda,
Mozambique, Goa and the State of India, Macau agpkendencies, as well as Timor and
dependencies, were within the UN legal capacitybefng studied as non-self-governing
territories (UN, Resolution 1542, p. 30). As suttg President of the Decolonization Committee
invited the Portuguese government to take patsisassions, but until the middle of 1974, when
the decolonization process began, Portugal reftisecognize the Committee’s legitimacy.
That circumstance, however, did not prevent thenexation of the status of Portuguese colonies
all the more since the Committee included the mafibberation movements in its activities.

The participation of the national liberation movertse of Portuguese colonies in the
Decolonization Committee raises some questionsirfstance, were their expectations in regard
to the role that the Committee could play in theallenization of Portuguese territories realistic?
Would the Decolonization Committee be able to mtwise expectations? Would the
Committee react to the allegation that the natiibaration movements represented the peoples
of Portuguese colonies and embodied their willesistance to colonialism? Did the movements
use the Committee as a legitimating forum and ®&ater a national identity? These are the
guestions that | intend to answer in this paper.

The Establishment of the Decolonization Committee

One of the main controversies surrounding the pegjmem of the UN Charter concerned the
dependent territories. In its final version, thea@ar had three chapters devoted to the issue:
Chapter XI concerning the non-self-governing terrés, Chapter Xl regarding the Trusteeship
System and Chapter Xlll about the Trusteeship Cibudatil the beginning of the sixties, the
UN attention was focused on the trust territoried)ose situation was examined by the
Trusteeship Council with the intention of promotimgdependence. Since they practically
disappeared in the early sixties, non-self-goveyrterritories became the priority of the UN
(Barbier, 1974, p. 16). The analysis of those tigs was attached to the Committee on
Information from Non-Self-Governing Territories, ade mission was to study the technical and
statistic data provided by the colonial powers adicg to the provisions of Article 73 of the
Charter.
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This technical approach, however, did not producenpt alterations in the status of non-self-
governing territories, all the more since recentd&s point out that «the Charter, far from
supporting decolonizationjuridically organized colonialism (Lopes, 2003, p. 45). The
disruption to this commitment to colonialism wasmoted by the Declaration on the Granting
of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peomdspted on 14 December, through the
Resolution 1514 (XV). Inscribed in the agenda afterequest from the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics (USSR), the text was proposethb African and Asiatic countries, which
had the majority in the General Assembly. The Datian established the self-determination -
interpreted as the right to freely determine thétipal status and pursue economic, social and
cultural development - as something inherent tmaii-self-governing territories (Martins, 1995.
p. 186-187). It was simultaneously seen as a palitiuty to be fulfilled by the colonial powers
and as an inherent right of the colonies, accomgtishrough independence.

In order to promote its effective application wasablished by Resolution 1654 (XVI), approved
on 27 November 1961, the Special Committee onrifdementation of the Declaration on the
Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries &webples. This new organ, known as
Decolonization Committee, was a reaction to thadi@mation that took place in the UN,

whose activities concentrated more on the politdiaiension of decolonization. Initially the

mandate of the Committee was set up in indefigites, such as to «examine the application of
the Declaration, to make suggestions and recomntiendaon the progress and extent of the
implementation of the Declaration, and to reportthe General Assembly in its seventeenth
session» (UN, Resolution 1654, p. 65). This mandai® however, progressively circumscribed
and completed, allowing the Committee to inform ®ecurity Council about the situations

occurring on non-self-governing territories thatulcb threaten the world pace and security.
Around 1970, an alteration took place, accordingvtoch the General Assembly charged the
Committee to promote and strengthen its relatignshih the non-self-governing territories and

to disseminate, at international level, informatiegarding decolonization (Santos, 2008. p. 24).

The Decolonization Committee and the National Liberation M ovements

Indicative of the UN intention to intervene morecdeévely in the self-determination of the non-
self-governing territories, the establishment @& thecolonization Committee was followed by
the adoption of procedures unforeseen in the GhaNdling to maintain a close relationship
with the non-self-governing territories, the Contest insisted on the gathering of information
by direct methods, allowing the participation is gessions of individuals from the colonies.
Such participation was accomplished through hearamg petition's In the absence of criteria
for the granting of hearings and for the distribatiof petitions as official documents, there
occurred an extensive participation of nationaeddtion movements, civic organizations and
individual personalities from Portuguese coloniesthe Decolonization Committee This
extensive participation began, however, to decrdasm 1968 onward as a result of an
increasing dissatisfaction with regard to the @ficy of the Committee.
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In addition the Committee suspended the meetingsedaout in Africa, which had facilitated
the participation in its sessions of individualatthad no means to travel to the UN headquarter
in New York. In these circumstances around 197@, mational liberation movements of
Portuguese colonies more actively engaged in therfiitiee’s sessions were: the National Front
for the Liberation of Angola (FNLA), the Popular Mement for the Liberation of Angola
(MPLA), the African Party for the Independence afiga and Cape Verde (PAIGC), and the
Mozambique Liberation Front (FRELIM@)These movements had in common the commitment
to armed struggle and the perception that indepwedevould be achieved through a
combination of elements, including diplomatic ait$i¥. The significance the movements
attached to diplomacy was expressed for examplthenestablishment of external relations
departments inside the organs of MPLA and FRELIM@other example was the Ministry of
External Affairs of the Revolutionary Government Afigola in Exile (GRAE) set up by the
FNLA.

The presence of the movements in the UN was ingntimhin their diplomatic strategy. Inspired
by the hope entrusted by the UN, in the early y#aey were enthusiastic in their belief in the
efficiency of the Decolonization Committee's palti and moral contribution to the
independence of Portuguese colonies (UN, A/6000/Rep. 182). Nevertheless, the inordinate
length of the debates and the absence of viabldigo$ produced a more realistic conviction
that the decisions adopted would not, all by théwese solve the problem, since they had no
practical application. Taking into account theialienthusiasm and the subsequent adjustment
of expectations, one question arises: what bendiitshose movements intend to receive with
their participation in the Decolonization CommieeHaving in mind the inevitable
particularities, they wanted above all to: i) acquegitimacy to their claims; ii) collect material
support; iii) isolate the Portuguese government amnd international goodwill; and iv) exert
pressure upon the countries whose governmentsdllegelped Portugal.

The proliferation of movements, which stated thla¢yt embodied the true aspirations of
Portuguese colonies, forced the FNLA, the MPLA, BRIGC and the FRELIMO to request
their recognition as peoples representatives. Aguihat they were the only movements
committed to armed struggle against the Portuggesernment, the major premise on which
they based the request for recognition was thenaegti that they had conquered a portion of the
territories, the so-called held areas, in whiclytiwere implementing the democratic foundations
of the future states (UN, A/8423/Rev.1, p. 206)tHe fierce competition for recognition, they
took advantage of all opportunities granted by@Deeolonization Committee to call attention to
the reconstruction programs that, as they stateck w progress and that proved the inevitability
of their recognition as representative of Angolajr@a and Mozambique (UN, A/8423/Rev.1, p.
206).
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The development of such programs and the advaneenoéd struggle involved large sums of
money. As an essential component to the developofahe struggle, a considerable diplomatic
effort was made by the national liberation moversaitPortuguese colonies to raise funds and
obtain material support. Initially with 17 membem@nd from 1962 onward, with 24, the
Decolonization Committee was a free platform tochegotential financiers. The national
liberation movements that have been referred tovabweere assiduous in their appeals to the
members, asking for their support to the struggld®ortuguese colonies. They did not spare
efforts in order to convince the Committee to userestige to influence the UN, the specialized
agencies and other international organizations é¢oure them material assistance. In the
beginning they asked for support for the generglufation and for reconstruction programs. In
the seventies, the appeals became more audaci@sgnfing lists of armament needed in the
combatgUN, A/AC.109/PV. 856, p. 8).

The status of national liberation movement meaat they did not have the same military and
diplomatic resources that were available to Porsgugovernment. As a member of the UN
since 1955, Portugal refused to cooperate withQhganization, arguing that the subject of its
colonies was related to the country’s internal gdiction. Absent from the Decolonization
Committee, Portugal did not defend itself direalyainst the attempts to force its international
isolatiorT. Inspired by the example of the Argelian Natiohileration Front diplomacy against
France, the national liberation movements, as e lpointed out, tried to isolate Portugal
based on two arguments. Armed with strong criticesgainst the Portuguese colonial system, on
the one hand, they put the responsibility on Paitémy the delays in the political, economic and
social development of the colonies (UN, A/5288138). On the other hand, when they exposed
the methods used by Portugal in the armed conflitiey accused the government of
perpetrating atrocities against unarmed populglidv, A/9023/Rev.1p. 116).

The accusations of human rights violation were ywely used by the national liberation
movements. The FNLA, the MPLA, the PAIGC and theeERMO publicized the most shocking
aspects of Portuguese colonial wars, stressingtliegt were instigated by support received by
Portugal from a number of countries. The Committes a place where they were able to apply
pressure upon the countries that, according to tediefs, were providing armament and funds
to the Portuguese war effort. The movements didesitain themselves from making references
to institutions such as the North Atlantic Treatyg@nization (NATO), to countries like the
Federal Republic of Germany or to companies sucth@sGulf Oil Corporation, pointing to
them as Portuguese partners. On several occasiegsptesented to the Committee weapons
presumably seized from Portuguese soldiers anduprasly obtained through NATO or
acquired with the taxes of the foreign companieskimg in Portuguese colonies (UN,
A/6700/Rev. 1, p. 78-82).
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The Gradual Support to the National Liberation Movements

Having a majority of African and Asiatic countrieshe Decolonization Committee became the
most outstanding UN organ in regard to the seléaeination and independence of non-self-
governing territories. Concerning Portuguese ca®nihe FNLA'’s, the MPLA’s, the PAIGC’s
and the FRELIMO'’s expectations were gradually fidél between 1961 and 1974. In that space
of time several steps were taken until the momemerwthe Decolonization Committee gave
complete satisfaction to the movement's aspiratiditee Committee’s precaution can be
explained in part by the proliferation of natiofibkeration movements, which made difficult the
task of differentiating those that could be entities valid representatives of the population.
Another explanation can be found in the dualityhivitthe Committee where radical members
such as the USSR urged the adoption of a strongosufp the national liberation movements
(UN, A/6000/Rev. 1, p. 192), while Australia, thenitéd States of America (USA) and the
United Kingdom stressed the virtues of moderatidN,(A/6000/Rev. 1, p. 190).

Such constraints exerted their influence for a #&hibon the Decolonization Committee’s
activities. The earliest resolutions adopted ctustl a reflex of those constraints. The
Committee just reaffirmed the principles establishe the Declaration on the Granting of
Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoplesn Eseg not always was the right of
Portuguese colonies to self-determination and iaddpnce asserted explicitly. Only for Angola
and Mozambique, whose territories were analyzetiB2, that reaffirmation was explicit. For
the remaining territories, the recognition of tight to self-determination and independence was
implicit in the condemnation of Portuguese governinm the appeals to help the refugees from
Portuguese colonies and in the warnings to the tdesnto refuse all assistance, especially
military, to Portugal (UN, A/5238, p. 151).

More decisive steps to overcome the constraints dffacted the Decolonization Committee's
performance were taken in 1965, with the recogmitib the legitimacy of the armed struggle
(UN, A/6000/Rev. 1, p. 204-205). Preserving thevpas condemnations, the resolutions
adopted from that year onward had new elements;dtide of a major radicalism. Maybe one
of the most important of those new elements wasaeeals to the states to support the
population in Portuguese colonies through the natitiberation movements. The references to
NATO, whose members were urged to suspend the wugdphrmament, ammunitions and
assistance to Portuguese government, were sigas e$calade against Portugal. Regarding the
national liberation movements, the Committee exg@édts satisfaction in what concerned the
progress achieved in the struggle for independancein the implementation of reconstruction
programs. Willing to give a sign of its commitmenith the preparation for independence,
appeals were made to the Secretary General to nnepie programs designed to prepare the
Portuguese colonies population to secure the mamageof the public administration and the
economic and social development (UN, A/7200/Reyp. 1,46-147).
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In the early seventies, the constraints that wesgraining the Decolonization Committee’s
decisions were overcome. The position on the grpwdleast in Guinea, gave positive
information in regard to which movements could Imited as valid representatives of the
population. Some of those movements had achieveddbognition of several countries and
institutions, such as the Organization of Africamity (OAU). The duality within the
Committee’s members was also overtaken with thadsétwal of Australia in 1969 and of the
USA and the United Kingdom in 1971. Those withdriswampelled by the strong criticism
experienced by those countries, had effects in d@tleption of decisions concerning the
Portuguese colonies. From 1971 onward the votesnsigahe Portuguese condemnatory
resolutions disappeared. The Committee’s decismare adopted unanimously or with a limited
number of abstentions (Santos, 2008, p. 76-77).

This new scenario instigated the attribution of esber status to the national liberation
movements. Proposed by the Committee’s Resolutich ®eptember 1971, the new status was
approved by the General Assembly later on in tlearyon 20 December, through Resolution
2878 (XXVI). According to this new status, the watl liberation movements were able to
intervene more actively in the Committee’s debafEsey were granted the opportunity to
present motions and to make suggestions in regdttetresolutions proposed by the Committee
members. The national liberation movements werelamger — and this was the prime
consequence of the new status — acknowledged asnaonparticipants to which the
Decolonization Committee allowed the privilege oéking declarations in its sessions. The
practice would, nevertheless, point out that nbtted movements were eligible to the status.
Only the names of FNLA, the MPLA, the PAIGC and BFRELIMO representatives were listed
in the inventory of observers approved by the Gané&ssembly according to the OAU’s
recommendation (UN, A/8723/Rev.1, Vol. |, p. 37helcriterion to the eligibility that prevailed
was the commitment to armed struggle and the pusviecognition by the OAU.

For achieving recognition as the sole and autheeficesentative of the peoples of Portuguese
colonies, the Decolonization Committee alequired a third criterion: control over the soledl
held areas. According to this criterion, the PAI&&s the first movement to receive this status
from the Committee, whose visiting mission sent@ainea between 2 and 8 April 1972
concluded that the movement was controlling pathefterritory and was protecting the people's
interests efficaciously (UN, A/8723/Rev.1, Vol.,Ip. 116). When the Committee’s decision of
13 April 1972 was approved, the General Assembigugh Resolution 2918 (XXVII), adopted
on 14 November, enlarged the recognition giverheortational liberation movements of Angola
and Mozambique (UN, Resolution 2918, p. 76). Néwadess, the Resolution only stated that
they were representative of the people’s aspirafiand it did not distinguish which movements
received this status.
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A similar pattern was followed by the Decolonizati@ommittee the following year, when the
Resolution of 2% July was adopted. It is, however, correct to sat the recognition as
representative of the peoples aspirations wasrsssitp the same movements that had received
observer status since the engagement in armedgiratiowed them to claim control over the
held areas. On 25 April 1974, when the Portugueseoldnization process began, the
Decolonization Committee gave the same recognitimrthe National Union for the Total
Independence of Angola (UNITA) and to the Movemgtthe Liberation of Sao Tome and
Principe (MLSTP). The belated recognition of thesavements was encouraged by suspicions
of UNITA’s involvement with the Portuguese govermhéCorreia, 1990, p. 150) and by the
circumstance that armed struggle was non-existe8ao Tome and Principe.

Final Remarks

The general conclusion of this paper is that thedimization Committee had a positive
engagement in the Portuguese colonial issue. Hawngind the questions raised in the
beginning, the paper tried to explain that theipigation in the Committee was crucial to the
movements’ strategy. Concerning the question atmiexpectations of the national liberation
movement in regard to the role that the Committeald play in the decolonization of
Portuguese territories, the signs indicated that FNLA, the MPLA, the PAIGC, and the
FRELIMO were not always realistic. Overestimatirige tCommittee’s potential in the early
years, they quickly became aware that the Comnsteestivities had some constraints.

The existence of those constraints remindsthe other question concerning the ability of the
Decolonization Committee to meet the expectatidnfi® movements. In search for an answer,
it is correct to say that the Decolonization Conteaits contribution to the independence of
Portuguese colonies was far from what the natibbetation movements had wished for since it
was not able to compel Portugal to implement thencjple of self-determination and
independence. The essential condition to successReatuguese cooperation, which did not
exist, given the Portuguese government's refusatd¢ognize the Committee’s legitimacy. The
lack of Portuguese cooperation, however, did neptide the Committee of a valid engagement
in the issue. We cannot limit ourselves by onlynpiag out the fact that its decisions were not
implemented in practical terms. The political andrat support to the national liberation
movements cannot be denied and must, therefore, &droader interpretation. The FNLA, the
MPLA, the PAIGC, the FRELIMO, and lately the UNIT&nd the MLSTP, achieved political
and moral support, which, combined with engagementhe armed struggle, put these
organizations in a favourable position to discuskependence with the Portuguese government
after 25 April 1974.
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Such conclusion allows us to answer the questioethdn or not the Committee reacted to the
allegation that the national liberation movemer{zresented the peoples of Portuguese colonies
and embodied their will of resistance to colonmalisAs we saw, until the beginning of the
seventies, the Committee did not react to thosmations. It was only with the overcoming of
the constraints that restrained its activities ttheg FNLA, the MPLA, the PAIGC, and the
FRELIMO were recognized as peoples representatives.

The circumstances surrounding the recognition aplps representatives are closely connected
to our last question concerning the use of the Citeenby the movements as a legitimating
forum and to create a national identity. As faitagas possible to disclose, the Decolonization
Committee was an arena where they were able to B@itimacy as representatives of
Portuguese colonies, stressing the idea that theng wreating a national identity above the
ethnical divisions and strengthened by the unioourd the struggle against Portuguese
colonialism.

Notes

! Those procedures, according to the UN Chartenildhioe employed only in the trust territories. Thegre not
foreseen for the non-self-governing territori€é. United Nations Organization Eharter of the United Nations and
Statute of the International Court of Justitéew York: Department of Public Information, 2001

2 Among the participants from Portuguese coloniethi Decolonization Committee’s sessions, we cant it
the Mozambique African National Union (MANU}he National African Union of Independent Mozamlgqu
(UNAMI), the Mozambique National Democratic UniodENAMO), the Front for Angolan Unity (FUA), the
Movement for the Liberation of the Enclave of Caldn(MLEC), the Democratic Party of Angola (PDA)gth
Angolan Women’s Democratic Movement (MFDA), theiatice of Angolan Youth for Freedom (AJEUNAL), the
Confederation of Angolan Free Trade Unions (CSLtAg Assembly of Angolan Scouts and Guides, the tFiam
the National Independence Struggle of Guinea (FLIN(Bd the Movement for the Liberation of the Camrde
Islands (MLICV).

% Some international organizations were also preserihe Decolonization Committee’s activities ingaed to
Portuguese colonialism. Those organizations weee Rtoject Mozambique, the United Church of Chrikg
American Committee on Africa, the Dutch Angola Coittee, the Soviet Peace Committee, the World Peace
Council, the AntiApartheid Movement, the International Amnesty, the Chicagan@uttee for the Liberation of
Angola, Mozambique and Guinea, the Committee ferltitberation of Mozambique, Angola and Guinea,\therld
Federation of Scientific Workers, the Women'’s Intdgional Democratic Federation, and the Internafi@efence
and Aid Fund.

*On several occasions, some of those movements me@mesented in the Decolonization Committee by the
Conference of Nationalist Organizations of the &gutse Colonies (CONCP), whose representativesl acte
behalf of the PAIGC, the MPLA, the FRELIMO, and BeSTP.
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® Absent from the Decolonization Committee, Portuggéd some movements, such as the Ngwizani a Kando
the Ntobako Angola, in order to reveal the fragragah within the national liberation movements. $&o
movements were used by Portugal especially tossirethe Committee that independence should beethdt of
negotiations and not achieved through armed steuggl

® In the beginning the Committee was composed oftralia, Cambodia, USA, Ethiopia, India, Italy, Yshavia,
Madagascar, Mali, Poland, United Kingdom, Syriandanyika, Tunisia, USSR, Uruguay and VenezuelatHgy
end of 1962, the General Assembly appointed Budg#&hile, Cote d’lvoire, Denmark, Iraq, Iran anér& Leone
as new members. Several rearrangements were mageeipe1962 and 1974, but the Committee always,tried
although sometimes it did not succeed, to presegeographic criterion used in the selectionofiist members.

" The Portuguese colonial issue divided the Comaiittenembers. Although all the delegations stresbati the
Portuguese colonies had the right to self-detertieinaand independence, they did not agree for el@ampwhat
concerns the methods that the national liberatiowvements should use. The USSR and the African asidti&
countries stressed that the use of the armed $&rwgas the only solution to convince Portugal toognize the self-
determination and the independence. On the contfarstralia, the USA, the United Kingdom and othewsintries
expressed their preference for more pacific methods
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