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“Deeply concerned at the climate of insecurity
and ingtability, fraught with a threat to peace and
security in the region,

. dﬁirgning the need to ensure the prerequisites
for diminating the causes of tension in the region
and creating an atmosphere of trust, peace and secu-
rity, as recommended by the Specia Mission in its
report,

“l. Expresses its appreciation for the work ac-
complished by the Special Mission of the Security
Council established under resolution 294 ( 197 1)

“2. Takes note with satisfaction of the recom-
mendations of the Special Mission contained in para
graph 128 of its report;

“3. Reaffirms the provisions of its resolution
294 (1971) condemning the acts of violence and
destruction perpetrated since 1963 by the Portuguese
armed forces of Guinea (Bissau) against the popula-
tion and villages of Senegdl;

“4, strongly deplores the lack of co-operation
with the Special Mission on the part of the Portu-
guese Government, which prevented the Special Mis-
son from implementing fully the mandate given to
it under paragraph 4 of resolution 294 (1971) ;

“5. Culls upon the Government of Portugal to
take immediate effective measures:

“(@ So that the sovereignty and territorial in-
tegrity of Senegal shall be fully respected;

“(b) To prevent acts of violence and destruc-
tion againgt the territory and the people of Senegdl,
in order to contribute to the safeguarding of peace
and security in the region;

“6. Culls upon the Goverment of Portugal to
respect fully the inalienable right to self-determina
tion and independence of the people of Guinea
(Bissawu;

“7. Calls upon the Goverment of Portugal to
take without further delay the necessary measures,
so that this inalienable right of the people of Guinea
(Bissau) shall be exercised;

“8. Requests the President of the Security Coun-
cil and the Secretary-General to keep this question
under review and report on the implementation of
the present resolution to the Council within an
approrﬁ)riate period and at the latest within six
months;

“9. Declares that, in the event of failure by
Portugal to comply with the provisions of the present
resolution, the Security Council will meet to consider
the initiatives and steps that the situation requires;

“10. Decides to remain seized of the question.”
COVPLAINT BY GUINEA

INITIAL PROCEEDINGS

By letter*®® dated 4 December 1969 addressed to the
President of the Security Council, the representative of
Guinea requested that a meeting of the Security Council
be convened to consider the “aggression recently com-
mitted by the Portuguese colonial army against the
territorial integrity of the Republic of Guinea’. In the
letter the representative of Guinea referred to his pre-

469 5/9528. OR. 24th »r. Suppl. for Oct.-Dec. 1969, p. 147.

vious Jetter*? dated 2 December in which he had in-
formed the Council of the shelling of two Guincan
frontier villages a few days previously by Portuguese
forces. The representatives of Algeria, Botswana, Bu-
rundi, Cameroon, Central African Republic, Chad,
Congo (Brazzaville), Congo (Democratic Republic of),
Dahomey, Equatoriad Guinea, Ethiopia, Gabon, Gam-
bia, Ghana, Guinea, Ivory Coast, Kenya, Lesotho,
Liberia, Libya, Madagascar, Mali, Mauritania, Mauri-
tius, Morocco, Niger, Nigeria, Rwanda, Senegal, Sicrrn
Leone, Somalia, Sudan, Swaziland, Togo, Tunisia,
Uganda, United Arab Republic, United Republic of
Tanzania, Upper Volta and Zambia subsequently asso-
ciated themselves with Guined's request in a letter™
dated 5 December 1969 in which they hoped that the
Council would take necessary steps under Chapter VI
of the Charter to end Portuguese acts of aggression.

In a further lettert’ dated 12 December 1969, the
representative of Guinea informed the Security Council
of severa incidents of bombing and other acts of “prov-
ocation and violations . . . of Guinean nationa terri-
tory” which were said to have been committed by
Portuguese forces between 13 April and 13 November
1969. These incidents had resulted in a number of
deaths and injuries as well as considerable property
damage and the Guinean motor barge Patrice Lwnumha
and twenty-one of its passengers were still being de-
tained by Portuguese authorities.

At the 1522nd meeting on 15 December 1969, the
Security Council included4?® the item in its agenda and
invited the representatives of Guinea and Portugal to
participate in the discussion 474 At subsequent meetings,
invitations were extended also to the representatives of
Congo (Brazzaville), Liberia, Madagascar, Mdli, Sierra
Leone, Syria, Tunisig 475 Lesotho, Saudi. Arahia. s
Libya, Yemen,*™7 India, 47 Bulgaria and Mauritius.47°
The Council considered the question at the 1522nd
to 1526th meetings held between 15 and 22 December
1969.

Decision of 22 Dcccmber 1969 ( 1526th meeting) :
resolution 275 (1970)

At the 1522nd meeting on 15 December 1969, tbe
representative of Guinea* sated that provocations by
Portugal against his country and against other African
States had persisted and posed a serious threat to the
peace and security of the African continent. After
reiterating the account of the incidents listed in his
letter of 12 December## and also referring to the con-
tinued detention by Portuguese authorities since March
1968 of a Guinean aircraft and its two crew members,
he expressed his confidence that the Security Council
would unanimously condemn Portugal for its occupa
tion of Mozambique, Angola and Guinea (Bissau) and
its acts of aggression against the Republic of Guinea.
It would also ask Portugal to free immediately the
Guinenn nationals being detained, return the Guinean
aircraft and motor barge, compensate the victims of its
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aggression and cease al acts of provocation on the
frontiers of the Republic of Guinea.#8!

At the same meeting, the representative of Portugal*
stated that it was Portuguese Guinea that had been
subjected to constant attacks coming from the Republic
of Guinea. After citing a number of such incidents, he
proposed that the Security Council investigate the
charges made by both sides in order to determine the
facts and to place the responsibility where it belonged.
With regard to the Guinean motor barge and its pas-
sengers and the aircraft and its crew detained in Por-
tuguese Guinea, Portuga was prepared to consider
their release only when twenty-four Portuguese military
personnel, unlawfully kidnapped and detained in the
Republic of Guinea, had been set free.482

At the 1524th meeting on 18 December 1969, the
representative of Portugal* further stated that, on the
basis of the investigation conducted since the matter
had been brought to the Council, his Government re-
jected as unfounded in fact the shelling incidents and
air raids which had been aleged by the Government
of Guinea. He emphasized that, whatever the allega-
tions, any action taken by Portugal was aways taken
within itS own territory and in the exercise of its right
of self-defence. 452

At the 1525th meeting on 19 December 1969, the
representative of Nepal introduced a draft resolution#®
jointly sponsored by Algeria, Nepal, Pakistan, Senegal
and Zambia

At the 1526th meeting on 22 December 1969, the
draft resolution was put to the vote and was adopted*8s
by 9 votes in favour, none against with 6 abstentions.
The resolution**® read as follows:

“The Secrtrity Council,

“Having noted the contents of the letters of the
representative of Guinea in document S$/9525, S/
9528 and S/9554,

~ “Observing that incidents of this nature jeopardize
international peace and security,

“Mindful that no State should act in any manner
inconsistent with the principles and purposes of the
Charter of the United Nations,

“Gravely concerned with any and all such attacks
by Portugal directed against independent African
States,

“Grieved at the extensive damage caused by the
Portuguese shelling of Guinean villages from posi-
tions in the Territory of Guinea (Bissau),

“1. Deeply deplores the loss of life and heavy
damage to severad Guinean villages inflicted by the
Portuguese military authorities operating from bases
in Guinea (Bissau);

_“2. Culls upon Portuga to desist forthwith from
violating the sovereignty and territorial integrity of
the Republic of Guinea;

“3.  Calls upon the Portuguese authorities in
Guinea (Bissau) to immediately release the Guinean
civilian plane which was captured on 26 March
1968 tozether with the pilots thereon;

4511522nd Meeting, paras. 7-39.
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“4, Further calls upon the Portuguese authorities
in Guinea (Bissau) to immediately release the Guin-
can motor barge, Patrice Lumumba, which was cap-
tured on 27 August 1969 together with the passengers
thereon;

“5, Solemnly warns Portugal that if such acts
were to be repeated in future, the Council would
have to seriously consider further steps to give effect
to this decision.”

Decision of 23 November 1970 (1558th meeting):
resolution 289 (1970)

By lettert®? dated 22 November 1970 addressed to
the President of the Security Council, the representative
of Guinea requested the convening of the Security
Council as a matter of extreme urgency. It was stated
in the letter further that that morning the territory of
Guinea had been the object of an armed attack by
Portuguese forces who had landed at several points in
the capital and that mercenary commando troops had
shelled the town, and contained a request for immediate
intervention by airborne United Nations troops to assist
the National Army of the Republic of Guinea.

In a telegram*®® of the same date addressed to the
Secretary-General, the President of the Republic of
Guinea reiterated the charge of Portuguese aggression
and the request for United Nations intervention.

In a Jetter8® also dated 22 November 1970 addressed
to the President of the Security Council, the represen-
tative of Portugal denied the accusations of the Gov-
ernment of Guinea. Stating that Portugal had no con-
nexion with the matter to which the Guinean letter had
referred, he expressed the hope that the Security Council
would reject as groundless the charges made by Guinea

At the 1558th meeting on 22/23 November 1970,
the Secur’?CounciI included the item in the agendat®®
and considered it at that meeting. The representatives
of Guinea, Mdi, Mauritania, Saudi Arabia and Senegal
were invited*! to participate in the discussion.

The Secretary-Genera informed the Council of the
messaget®? he had received from the President of the
Republic of Guinea as well as of the message from the
resident representative of the United Nations Develop-
ment Programme in Conakry, sent at the request of the
Government of Guinea, which confirmed that disem-
barkment of external forces described by the Govern-
ment as Portuguese had taken place that morning in
Conakry and that the representative had personnaly
sgcnmfaour ships disembark and fighters fly over the
city.

After calling the Council’s attention to earlier com-
plaints brought before it by his Government and by
a number of other African States against Portugal, the
representative of Guinea® informed the Council that
the Republic of Guinea had that morning been the
object of premeditated armed ag?ron by Portuguese
colonial forces. Mercenaries had lft Guinea (Bissau)
on ten Portuguese ships and had landed at severa
points in Conakry and fighting was continuing. In view
of the serious situation, he requested that the Security
Council should demand the immediate cessation of the
aggression and the immediate withdrawal of all Portu-
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guese and mercenary troops and all military equipment.
The Council should aso unequivocaly condemn the
Government of Portugal for the premeditated attack
against the sovereignty and territorial integrity of the
Republic of Guinea and should decide to send the
trooeg‘ necessary to restore peace and security in the
area.

After a suspension of the meeting for purposes of
consultation, the President (Syria) called the Council’s
attention to the draft resolution*®® which had been
submitted jointly by Burundi, Nepal, Sierra Leone,
Syria and Zambia and which had been revised by the
co-sponsors. 498

The representative of Nepal, in introducing on behalf
of its co-sponsors the revised five-power draft reso-
lution,'*’ whereby the Security Council would, inter alia,
send a special mission to Guinea to report on the situa-
tion, stated that it was interim in nature and expressed
confidence that the Council would take appropriate
decisons upon receipt of al avalable evidence. He
requested that the draft resolution be put immediately
to the vote, 498

The representative of the United States, referring to
paragraph 4 of the draft resolution which provided
that the special mission would be formed after consul-
tation between the President of the Security Council
and the Secretary-General, said that the Security Coun-
cil might request the Secretary-General to send a
representative to the area, a procedure which had often
been used in the past. If, on the other hand, the
sponsors preferred that the mission bc composed of
representatives of Governments, his delegation con-
sidered it important that al members of the Council
be consulted. Accordingly, he proposed an amendment
whereby the special mission would be formed after
consultation among members of the Security Council.49?

The United States amendment was put to the vote
and was not adopted. %9 The vote was 3 in favour,
none against, with 12 abstentions. The draft resolution
was then put to the vote and was adopted*! unan-
imously. The resolution read:“*

“The Security Council,

“Having heard the statement made by the Per-
mancnt Representative of the Republic of Guinea,

“Having taken note Of the request made by the
President of the Republic of Guines,

“1. Demands the immediate cessation of the
armed attack against the Republic of Guineg;

“2. Demands the immediate withdrawa of all
external armed forces and mercenarices, together with
the military equipment used in the armed attack
against the territory of the Republic of Guineg;

“3. Decides to send a special mission to the
Republic of Guinea to report on the Situation im-

mediately;
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“4. Decides that this special mission bc formed
after consultation between the President of the Secu-
rity Council and the Secretary-General;

“5. Decides to maintain the matter on its
agenda.”

Decision of 8 December 1970 (1563rd meeting) : reso-
lution 290 (1970)

On 3 December 1970, the Special Mission to the
Republic of Guinea, established under resolution 289
(1970), submitted its report®*3 to the Security Council.
In its conclusions, the report stated that, in the best
judgement of the Specia Mission, the force of 350-
400 men that invaded the Republic of Guinea in scveral
ships on 22/23 November had been assembled in
Guinca (Bissau) and was composed of naval and
military units of the Portuguese armed forces acting
in conjunction with Guinean dissident elements from
outside Guinea.

In a letter’®+ dated 4 December 1970 addressed to
the President of the Security Council, the representative
of Portugal, referring to the report of the Specia
Mission, declared that his Government had not
ordered, authorized or consented to any military oper-
aions againgt the Republic of Guinea. Reiterating his
Government’s desire for peace and co-operation, par-
ticularly with those States contiguous to its territories,
he said he considered it lacking in elementary justice
for the Special Mission to have reached its conclusions
or for the Security Council to pronounce itself without
first informing the Portuguese Government of the find-
ings. In view of this, his Government would reject any
resolution seeking to establish the culpability of Por-
tuguese entities or individuals in the situation.

At its 1559th meeting on 4 December 1970, the
Security Council included*®® the report of the Specia
Mission in its agenda and considered it a the 1559th
to 1563rd meetings held between 4 and 8 December.
At the 1559th meeting, the Council decided to invite
the representatives of Guinea, Algeria, Liberia, Mdli,
Mauritania, Mauritius, People's Republic of the Congo,
Saudi  Arabia, Senegal, Sudan, United Republic ~of
Tanzania, Yugoslavia, Ethiopia and United Arab Re-
public®* to ﬁartici pate in the discussion. Subscqucently,
at the 1560th meeting on 5 December the represcnta-
tives of Cuba and Southern Yemen,®* at the 1561st
meeting on 7 December the representatives of Uganda,
India and Somalia,®®8 and at the 1562nd meeting on 7
December the representatives of Haiti and Pakistan®?
were aso invited to participate.

At the 1559th mecting on 4 December 1970, the
rcpresentative of Nepal, in his capacity as Chairman
of the Special Mission, introduced the report and
cxpressed the hope that it would serve the purpose of
fully clarifying the situation in order that the Security
Council might take any further action considered
necessary.5'0

~The representative of Guinea* recalled the series of
violations of Guinea's sovereignty and territorial integ-
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rity by Portugal since 1961, which his Government
had brought to the attention of the Council, and stated
that thus the latest act of aggression was not an isolated
incident but was rooted in the determination of impe-
rialism to reestablish its hegemony and to deny African
peoples their sovereignty and indcpendcnce. The grave
situation resulting from the persistence of the Portu-
%u@e colonial regimes in Guinea (Bissau), Mozam-
iqgue and Angola congtituted a constant threat to
international peace and security and therefore the
United Nations faced the issue not only of Portugal’s
aggressive policy against Africa but of what steps it
should take to ensure respect for the principles in
whose name the Organization had been founded.5!!

The representative of Algeria* stated that the com-
plaint before the Council was not just a complaint of
Guinea but of al Africa and that Algeria considered
itself as being directly concerned by the aggression
against Guinea. He deplored the fact that, two weeks
after that aggression, the Security Council had not yet
taken any positive action to assist the victims of the
aggression and to condemn the aggressors.512

The representative of Tanzania* stated that the
situation in Guinea, as determined by the Special Mis
sion of the Security Council, constituted a threat to
the peace and act of aggression within the meaning of
Article 39 of the Charter. It was now incumbent upon
the Security Council not only to condemn Portugal
but also to take effective measures in accordance with
the provisions of Articles 39 and 41 .5'*

In the course of the discussion, calls for effective
action by the Security Council under Articles 39,314
41 51 and, if necessary, 42%!¢ or under Chapter VIIS7
of ‘the Charter were also made by a number of other
representatives.

At the 1562nd meeting on 7 December 1970, the
President (USSR) informed!® the members of the
Council of a letterst® of that date addressed to him by
the representative of Portugal transmitting the text
of an officid communique issued that day by the
Minister for Foreign Affairs of Portuga. In it, the
Portuguese Government had stated that the sources
of information available to the Security Council’s
Specia Mission had al been under the control of the
Government of Guinea and that, in view of this
disregard of the most elementary procedural principles,
the conclusions of the Special Mission's report could
not be acceptable.

At the same meeting, following a brief suspension,
the representative of Burundi introduced a draft reso-
lution52® jointly submitted by Burundi, Nepal, Sierra
Leone, Syria and Zambia
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At the 1563rd meeting on 8 December 1970, the
five-Power draft resolution was put to the vote and was
adopted®® by 11 votes to none, with 4 abstentions.
The resolution®*? read:

“The Security Council,

“Having considered with appreciation the report
of the Security Council Special Mission to the
Republic of Guinea established under resolution 289
( 1970) of 23 November 1970,

“Having heard further statements by the Perma-
nent Representative of the Republic of Guinea,

“Gravely concerned that the invasion of the terri-
tory of the Republic of Guinea on 22 and 23 Novem-
ber 1970 from Guinea (Bissau) was carried out by
naval and military units of the Portuguese armed
forces, and by the armed attack against the Republic
of Guinea on 27 and 28 November 1970,

“Gravely concerned that such armed attacks
directed against independent African States pose a
serious threat to the peace and security of indepen-
dent African States,

“Mindful of its responsibility to take effective
collective measures for the prevention and removal
of threats to international peace and security,

“Recalling its resolutions 218 (1965) of 23 No-
vember 1965 and 275 (1969) of 22 December 1969
which condemned Portugal and affirmed that the
situation resulting from the policies of Portugal both
as regards the African population of its colonies and
the neighbouring States adversely affects the peace
and stability of the African continent,

“Reaffirming the inalienable right of the people
of Angola, Mozambique and Guinea (Bissau) to
freedom and independence in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations and the provisions of
Genera Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) of 14
December 1960,

“Grieved at the loss of life and extensive damage
caused by the armed attack and invasion of the
Republic of Guines,

“1. Endorses the conclusions of the report of
the Special Mission to the Republic of Guineg;

“2.  Strongly condemns the Government of Portu-
ga for its invasion of the Republic of Guineg;

“3.  Demands that full comJ)en%tion by the Gov-
ernment of Portugal be paid to the Republic of
Guinea for the extensive damage to life and property
caused by the armed attack and invasion and re-
quests the Secretary-General to assist the Govern-
ment of the Republic of Guinea in the assessment of
the extent of the damage involved;

“4. Appeals to al States to render mora and
material  assistance to the Republic of Guinea to
strengthen and defend its independence and terri-
toria integrity;

“5. Declares that the presence of Portuguese
colonialism on the African continent is a serious
threat to the peace and security of independent
African States;

“6. Urges al States to refrain from providing the

521 1563rd meeting, para. 155,
622 Resolution 290 (1970).
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Government of Portuga with any military and mate-
rial assistance enabling it to continue its repressive
actions against the c?coPles of the Tcrritorics under
its domination and against independent African
States,

“7. Culls upon the Government of Portugal to
apply without further delay to the peoples of the
Territories under its domination the principles of
self-determination and independence in accordance
with the relevant resolutions of the Security Council
and General Assembly resolution 15 14 (XV)

“8.  Solemnly warns the Govcernment of Portugal
that in the event of any repetition of armcd attacks
against independent African States, the Security
Council shal immediately consider appropriate cffec-
tive steps or measures in accordance with the relevant
provisions of the Charter of the United Nations;

“9. Culls upon the Government of Portugal to
comply fully with all the resolutions of the Security
Council, in particular the present resolution, in
accordance with its obligations under Article 25 of
the Charter;

“10. Requests al States, in particular Portugal’'s
dlies, to exert their influence on the Government
of Portugal to ensure compliance with the provisions
of the present resolution;

“11. Requests the President of the Security
Council and the Secretary-Genera to follow closely
the implementation of the present resolution;

“12. Decides to remain actively seized of the
matter.”

Decision of 3 August 1971 (1573rd meeting) : resolu-
tion 295 (1971)

Decision of 26 August 1971 (1576th meeting):
Statement by the President

By letter®*® dated 3 August 1971 addressed to the
President of the Security Council, the representative
of Guinea stated that the intelligence service of his
Government had intercepted conversations between
units of Portuguese colonial forces discussing an im-
minent military aggression by Portugal against the
Republic of Guinea, in paticular against the main
points along the frontier with Guinea (Bissau) and
against Conakry, with the aim, presumably, of liberat-
ing those taken prisoner in the course of the aggression
of 22 November 1970 against Guinea. In view of the
imminent threat to international peace and security,
he requesied an immediate meeting of the Security
Council.

At the 1573rd meeting on 3 August 1971, the Secu-
rity Council included? the item in the agenda and
considered the question at the 1573rd and 1576th
meetings on 3 and 26 August 1971. At the 1573rd
meeting the representative of Guinea was invited®?s
to participate in the discussion.

At the 1573rd meeting on 3 August 1971, the repre-
sentative of Guinea* recalled that his country had been
the victim of aggression by Portugal for twelve years,
including the most recent incident on 22 November
1970. At that time the Special Mission sent to Guinea
by the Security Council had found incontrovertible
evidence of Portuguese acts of aggression and, on the
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basis of its report the Security Council, in resolution
290 (1970), hads tongly condemned Portugal for its
invasion of Guinea and had decided t0 remain actively
seized of the matter. Notwithstanding that resolution,
Portuguese violations of Guinca's territory had con-
tinued. In view of the new serious acts of aggression
being prepared against it, the Government of  Guinea
had decided to take preventive action and to draw the
Council’s attention to the situation in time so that it
might take appropriate and effective steps,?2¢

At the same mecting, the rcpresentative of Somadlia
introduced a draft resolution, 5% jointly submitted by
Burundi, Sierra Leone, Somalia and Syria, whereby the
Security Council would, inter alia, decide to send a
“special representative of the Security Council” to
Guinea to consult with the authorities and to report on
the sStuation immediately.

Following a brief suspension of the meeting, the
representative of Somalia stated that the draft resolu-
tion had been revised as a result of consultations so
that the Security Council would decide to send a
“gpecial mission of three members of the Securit
Council” rather than a “representative”.’? The dratt
resolution was then put to the vote and was adopted®*®
unanimously. The resolution®° read:

“The Security Council,

“Taking note of the letter addressed to the Presi-
dent of the Security Council by the Permanent Rep
resentative of Guinea,

“Having heard the statement of the Permanent
Representative of Guinea,

“Bearing in mind that all States Members of the
United Nations must refrain in their internationa
relations from the threat or use of force against the
territorial integrity or political independence of any
State, or in any other manner inconsistent with the
purposes of the United Nations,

“l. Affirms that the territorial integrity and
political independence of the Republic of Guinea
must be respected,;

“2. Decides to send a specia mission of three
members of the Security Council to Guinea to con-
sult with the authorities and to report on the situa
tion immediately;

“3.  Decides that this special mission be appointed
after consultation between the President of the Secu-
rity Council and the Secretary-General;

“4. Decides to maintain the matter on its
agenda.”

In a letter’¥ dated 4 August 1971 to the President
of the Security Council, the representative of Guinea
requested that the dispatch of the Specia Mission estab-
lished under resolution 295 ( 197 1) bc postponed. Sub-
scquently, in a letter®? dated 12 August 1971, he
informed the President of the Council that his Govern-
ment was prepared to receive the Special Mission as
soon as possible.
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At the 1576th meeting on 26 August 1971, the
President  (Italy) read out the following statement
expressing the consensus of the Council, which was
approved without objection:83?

“It is the consensus of the Security Council that
thc Speciad Mission caled for in resolution 295
1971) should be composed of two members of
the Council instead of three. The Special Mission
will proceed to Conakry to consult the Government
of the Republic of Guinea on its complaint and will
report back to the Council as soon as possible.”

Decision of 30 November 1971 (1603rd meeting) :
Statement by the President

On 14 September 1971, the Security Council Special
Mission to the Republic of Guinea established under
resolution 295 (1971) submitted its report.®3* The
report described the meetings at which Guinean officials
had given detailed accounts of Guined's complaint and
had responded to questions by the members of the
Specid Mission as well as documentary and other
material relating to that complaint submitted to the
Special Mission by the Government of Guinea.

In a letter’¥® dated 29 September 197 1 addressed
to the President of the Security Council, the represen-
tative of Portugal stated that a perusa of the report
of the Speciad Mission had made it clear that the
Mission had found no evidence to support Guinea's
charges concerning imminent military aggression by
Portugal but showed that the alleged intercepted con-
versations on which Guinea had based its complaint
had taken place between two Guinean nationals. He
expressed regret that the Security Council should have
been asked to convene on such vague and misleading
information.

At the 1586th meetingon 29 September 1971, the
Security Council included®® the Specid Mission's
report in the agenda and considered it at that meeting
and at the 1603rd meeting on 30 November 1971. At
the 1586th meeting the representative of Guinea was
invited®¥7 to participate in the discussion.

At the 1586th meeting on 29 September 197 1, the
representative of Syria, one of the two members of the
Specia Mission, introduced®® the report.

The representative of Guinea* stated that the report
was a faithfu] record of observed facts which clearly
indicated the continuing threat posed by Portuga to
the security of his country. He appealed to the Security
Council to ensure the security of Guinea by enforcing
General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) which guar-
anteed the right of sdlf-determination to all peoples
and by applying the necessary sanctions to Portugal in
order to ensure its compliance with the relevant resolu-
tions of the Council.?3?

At the 1603rd meeting on 30 November 1971, the
President (Poland), with the authorization of the mem-
bers of the Council,** made the following statement
of consensus on behalf of the Council: *1
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“It will be recalled that on 3 August the Security
Council decided to dispatch a Special Mission to the
Republic of Guinea. The Specia Mission, consisting
of the representative of Syria, Ambassador George
J. Tomeh and the deputy representative of Argen-
tina, Minister Julio César Carasales, visited Guinea
from 30 August to 2 September 1971 and held exten-
sive consultations with officials of the Government
of Guinea

“In those consultations, the Guinean authorities
co-operated fully with the Speciad Mission and
extended to it al the facilities necessary for the suc-
cessful achievement of its task.

“Upon its return to New York and in accordance
with its terms of reference, the Special Mission sub-
mitted its report to the Security Council, circulated
as document S/10309. The Council began its first
examination of the report of the Specia Mission at
its 1586th meeting on 29 September 1971.

“It is evident from this report that there is con-
tinuing concern in Guinea regarding the possihility
of renewed acts against that country’s territorial
integrity and political independence similar to those
which led to the events of November 1970. In this
respect, the view has been expressed by the Gov-
ernment of Guinea that action should be taken by
the Security Council to prevent Portugal from violat-
ing the territorial integrity and political independence
of Guinea

“It is also clear that the failure by Portugal to
apply the principle of self-determination, including
the right to independence, in Guinea (Bissau) is
having an unsettling effect on conditions in the area.

“The Security Council, having taken note with
aPpreciation of the report of the Special Mission and
of the representations made by the Government of
Guinea, reiterates paragraph 1 of resolution 295
(1971) which *affirms that the territorial integrity
and political independence of the Republic of Guinea
must be respected’.”

QUESTION OF BAHRAIN

INITIAL ~ PROCEEDINGS

In a report®? dated 28 March 1970, the Secretary-
General informed the members of the Security Council
that, in response to requests by the Governments of
Iran and the United Kingdom and following extended
consultations with the two parties, he had agreed to
exercise his good offices in a matter pertaining to
Bahrain. In agreeing to that, he had in mind that such
action by the Secretary-General, at the request of
Member States, had become customary in United
Nations practice and in certain situations had proved
to be a vauable means of relieving and preventing
tension which could otherwise be prolonged or aggra-
vated by premature disclosure and public debate.

The report contained the text of an announcement
issued by the Secretary-General, after consultation with
the parties, in which the Secretary-General outlined
the events Ieadig to his decision to exercise his good
offices and quoted the terms of reference agreed upon
by the Governments of Iran and the United Kingdom
as follows: “Having regard to the problem created by
the differing views of the parties concerned about the
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