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AGENDA I'rEM 4e 

EX.A.NUTATION OF COTu1HTIONS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF NAURU: 

DRAFTING COMMITTEE (T/L.1026) 
REPORT OF 

The PRESIDENT: The conclusio~s and recommendations of the Drafting 

Committee are contained in the annex to the report, and we will consider them 

paragraph by paragraph. 

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian): Mr. President, I would request that you take a vote on each of 

the paragraphs. 

The PRESIDENT: As there is no objection, the Council will take a 

vote on each paragraph. 

Paragraph l was adopted by 12 votes to 1. 

Mr. F0rIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

from Russian) : For reasons stated at previous meetings of the Trusteeship 

Council, the Soviet delegation considers that the inclusion in this paragraph 

of the sP-ntence uThe Council considers that these proposals are generous and 

fonn a useful basis for further discussion, 11
, is, in the opinion of the Soviet 

delegation, unsuitable for the report submitted by the Drafting Committee on Naun; 

We therP.:fore formally ,iish to submit an amc:idment which would delete this 

sentence from paragraph 2 of the conclusions and reconxie!1dations of' the Drafting 

Committee. 
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Mr~ VELLODI (India): _. ~n regard to_ paragraph . 2, my delegat:l.on :,lso h::-.s 

some di ffi cult? i:nd our . diffi_cul ty is also . in regard to . the sentenc~ re.f e1'red to 

by the repr_esentative of .the. Soviet Union. Ap we have had occasion to state during 

our intervention in the debate, my delegation has always taken tb!"! line -that the 

Trusteeship Council, at least at its present sessi_on, bas not been called upon 

or is n<?t e;:pected to take any definite stand qn .the proposals wllich the 

tbr~e Ad.ministering Authorities have n;~de in reg?,rd to the _resettlement _· of · 
' . ~ ' 

Nauruans in the metropolitan territories •. We are perfectly aware that _ these 

proposals have _bee!'.?, made with the best of intentions and in comformity with 

the.]'.'.ecomrnendations made by the Trusteeship Council last year. We are also aware 

that ~he :Nauru':'ns themselve_s have said -- and here I , have Mr. Gadabu's statement 

in this .Council _ -- that the offer was a generous one • . So w~ have no objec.tton 

to having mention made in the recommendations ,to the views _ of _the ,:r-rauruan p~ople, 

but we certainly have difficulty and cannot go along with any recommendation 

in which tl1ere ts a definite assertion by. the_ Council-. tba,i7: it considers these 

p!'oposals . generous. We . feel that the . Council is __ , no~ _ call~d upon to say wl1etber _ 

they are generous or not gene1·ous at t;his stage, and c.ertc1i1:1~y not to say :whether 

it £orms a useful basis for further discussion. 

Mr. Gadabu told us that resettlement in Australia -would be at the expense __ _ 

and sacrifice of their national identity as the Nauruan people. So we see 

some reluctance _in the minds of the N~~ruan peopl_~ in accepting -thi~ proposal 

at tbis s_tage. This l~as also beei:i c.onfirmed by Mr •. McCarthy who said tha~ .the 

Nau:!.-:u.an people are_ not yet. ready to cJ.ccept this proposal • 

. : Therefore, w_hile we. :certainly appreciate the offer made by the Administering 

Autbori ties, as I said earlier, we. would ~ave dif.ficul ty in accepting the sentence 

quoted ,by ,tbe -representatj,ve of the ~oviet Union, namely: "The Council considers 

that these proposals :are generous_and form a useful basis.for furthe:r:•discussion." 

Accordingly, from that point .of view we would support the amendment suggested 

by: the rep;i:e9entat.ive 0f. the.Soviet Union to delete that sentence from paragraph 2. 

However, as I said earlier, w~ have no objection to some reference being ma.de 

so~ewhere in paragraphs 2 to 7 that the Nauruan people -- and here we have 

Mr. Gadabu's statement -- have said that the offer is a generous one. 



AC/bg T/PV .. 1174 
4 

(Mr. Vellodi, India) 

If I may, Mr. President, at this time I should like to make a suggesti ,::m 

in regard to paragraph 5, wi tll your permission. We should like, if' the other 

members of the_ Council would agree, to . make an ame·nament to the first sentence 

of paragraph 3. :At present it reads: 

"T_he Council notes that the proposals put forward by the three 

Governments have been discussed with the Nauruan people but that· the 

latter have not yet accepted these :proposals.". (T/Lol026, annex, page 1) 

We are 4uite prepared to introduce the idea in .that sentence that these 

proposals have been considered generous by the Nauruan people. But before I 

move any formal amendment to that effect, I should like, if possible, to bear 

the views of the otber members of the Council. As. I said earlier, however, 

I would support the amendment of the representative of the Soviet Union to 

delete the sentence in paragraph 2. 

The PRESIDENT: Paragraphs 2 and 3 .are more or less linked tosethe:c, 

I '<take it that the Council wishes · to consider the two paragraphs together, and 

- we shall bear in mind the coiilments which have just been made by the 

representative of India and the formal proposal which has been advanced by the 

representative of the Soviet Union~ 

Mr~ RIFAI (United Arab Republic): I merely wish to say that my 
-delegation also su'pports the amendment proposed by the representative of the 

Soviet Union and supported by the delegation of India. I think for the reasons 

which have been adduced most succinctly by tDe representative of India we find 

ourselves in agreement withtbis position, and I hope that this will not raise 

any difficulties for-members of.the Council. I think that the Administering 

·.Authority is not particularly anxious to. have its acts or these proposals 

qualified in one way or another, or to have an adjective placed before the 

proposal to qualify it in one way or another. I hope that they will not object 

to that and that we can easily ·agree on this point. 
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Mr. ACLY (United States qf ~eri~a)~ In view of tbe fact that the 

Trusteeship Council has over a period of years recognized the ppobability tbe.t . 
'· 

tbe people of Nauru would eventually have to be settled elsewhe~e, it see:rJs to 

my _delegation that this is not an unreasonable statement; that the suzgesti.ms 

that b_ave been made form a useful basis for further consideration. It seens to 

me that .is not a veri-J strong commitment on the part of the Trusteeship Council: 

merely to say that these proposals form a useful basis for further 

consideration. I should hope fo:r that reason that we make some reference to 

them in anv case. 
' V 
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I said earlier that I might formally move an 
amendment to paragraph 3. 
views of my delegation. 

Before doing so·, I should like to elabo:·ate t :i,~ 

·we are a.ware of the views e:x--pressed by a representative of the No. t.1_11_mr.. 

people in this Council. ' Mr. ·Gadabti. spoke 1~ather strongly acout the prcr,ccals 

when he said tliat resettlement in Australia would be at the expense of oucri~icing 

the national identity of the Nauruans. That was a strong statement. At the 

same tir.ie, however, he did give the impression to some of us that this chapter 

was not closed and that, if the proposals which the Nauruan people ·had put forward 

for finding some other island off the coast of Auntralia did not bear fruit, it 

was possible that the Nauruan people .would consider the presert proposals of the 

Administering Authorities. To that extent, therefore, my delegation would not 

regard this chapter as closed. 

However, I believe that we must also bear in mind that a Visiting Mission of 

the Council is proceeding to Nauru next year. Paragraph 1 of the resolution 

which we adopted on Friday 

"Directs the Visiting Mission to ascertain as fully as possible 

the wishes of the Nauruan community regarding its future 11 (T/L.1027) 

and to make recommendations thereupon. 

It is in this context that my delegation feels, and feels rather stronGlY, 

that we should not give any impression at this stage that the Trusteeship Council 

regards one or other alternative as a useful basis for further discussions. 

Certainly we are aware that there will be further discussions between _the 

Administering Authorities and the people of Nauru. At the same time, we are 

aware that the Visiting Mission will also look into this :matter in detail. Tm t 

is why we feel that the sentence in paragraph 2 is perhaps not very ap:;1ropriate. 

I come now to our amendment to paragraph 3. With our amendment the first 

sentence of that paragraph would read as follows: 

"The Council notes that the proposals put forward by the three 

Governments have been discussed with the Nauru.an people but that the 

latter, while they consider the proposals generous , are not yet ready 

to accept them. 11 
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1' • • , ' .. ,. ~. . ........ , : • ~ • 

Sir :l!ugh FOOT (Unite\i Kingdcrn); I qel~eve that it i~ generally . 

r.ecognizea.' by the· Truste~·sll.ip C~un'cil that. ti1e,se :pr~;~sals .are ~ene;.:ous_: • 
0

I 

~-6ul'd tl:erefore have.no .objection at ,all to the wording as it stands, which.I 

think :i'.s probably ·the best ,my of ~ta~in~ t~e ·=;oi~t .• • 
. ' ·. ' '. . • . 

E0·,,ever-, I do think that the amendment just proposed by the representative 

o.,., I,~.0-;_:1. p1·0 t, :.li ly meets the point of substance. It. _admits t.hat. the Nauruans 

tllcra::f.:;."•.;3· ·1::1,,,;: ::ccognized th~t these propos_al~ are generous, and after all the 

Eau.rue. 11.3 are·. t-1::.c people mainly' concerned. It is probably just' as valuable to . ~ . .. -~ ~· . 

note . th:i.s i'1~· the way prop·~~ed in the Indian amendment as to say wh~t 
' ! . 

feels a-oout it.. In any case, • in the seco:nd ~ente.nce of paragraph 3 

notes that th{se proposals continue to be under consideration. That 

of fact. 

the Coupe~.\ 

the Council 

is a matter 

What are the two points involved? Fir~t, are these proposals generous or 

not? Tlle afuer1&1ent of the representative of India; ~wuld have· the .Council not~ 

Second, • s·hould these ·· proposal~ be further considered? '.I'hey certf3-inly m11st be. 

Paragraph 3, with the Indian ~endment, would cover . both those points. Therefore, 

althoue;h I was not a member of the Drafting Corunittee, I should think that the 

subs·t~~c~ ~igh~'. 
0

b~ '. met by the amen~ent· whicl1 has ' just' been ·· put forwaid.. 

Mr. FOOD (Aus~ralia): I do not think that the Administering 

Autho;i ties • -- this is certainly true ot' the Aus.tralian Government are 
' . . 

particularl~ concerned that the Trusteeship _~ouncil should express an opinion 

abo'ut whether or not these proposals are generous. That is perhaps not quite 

the po~nt. It may well_ be a useful suggestion that we note the view of the 

Nauruar:i peCYJ?~C thq.t they are genero_us' and leave it at 'tbat . • 

But, as the United States representative has said, the Draftin·g Committee 
·, . . 

took into account the background of the Councii 1 s discussion of this matter, the 

fact that the Council had on previous occasions eA-pressed strong interest in the 

possibility of resettlement. 
;_ .. • .• ' ,: : .. • . . ... : '. -~-• ,. -:. • . ; : . ·. 

informed of exact propos~ls to that end, the Council should not merely take note 

I should have thought that, having now been 

of th~ ' proposals, but a_lso ,exp;ess 8:n opinion ;__ wbicl:i, after _ail, is ncn~ccr-nittal 
, : • • • • . ' . . ·;,~ . ' 

enough , -- .that these prpposals form a useful basis for further discussion . 

.. ·.-: 
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(Mr. Hood, Australia) 

I do not think that the Council wouldwant to imply that the proposals do not 

form a useful basis for further discussion. Why, therefore, not say so? 

Perhaps the suggestion for chan.ging • th~ . wording from one paragraph to another, 

while retaining the idea of "a useful basis 11 
, . would meet one or two of the 

objections raised by the representative of India. , 

Mr. ACLY (United States of America): I continue to feel that it would 

serve a useful purpose for the Council to e:i..'!)ress .some view on the utility of 

a continued consideration of this question. If, however, the Council should 

decide not to do so, I wonder whether the two amendments could not be considered 

together -- that is, the deletion of the sentence in paragraph 2 and the revision 

of the sehtence in paragraph 3. The two paragraphs are closely related. 

Mr. VELLODI (India): On the procedural point, I would support the 

suggestion made by the United State/'.l representative that the two amendments should 

be considered together. We believe that the two go together and if we did not 

link them ve might get into all kinds of difficulties. 

The PRESIDElli"T: Are there any objections to the procedural suggestion 

which has just been made? 

Russian): 

Mr. FOTIH (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from 

Reluctant though I am to differ with the representative of India on 

this point, I must request that the Soviet amen&nentbe considered separately. 

Mr. • VELLODI (India) : I certainly would not wish to create procedural 

difficulties in the Council, but I wonder whether it would be in order for me 

to ask for priority for my amendment, if paragraphs 2 and 3 are to be taken 

together. 

· Sir Hugh FOOT . (United ISingdom): I wonder whether we· might reach 

substantial agreement on this matter by carrying the point a stage further. I 

have no specific .wording in mind, . bui;, before we tal~e the amencl"llent yroposed by 
. - . ·., .. 

the ~epresentative of India perhaps we could formulate some amendment to the 
second sentence of paragraph 3 in which we might more specifically include the 

idea that these proposals constitute a basis for further discussion. 
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(Sir Hugh Foot, United Kingdom) 

Most of us, , I believe, f'~el thc;l.t . these .Pl'.9PO~als must b_e . tu,1·the:i;: disc-.uss ed 

.d that th€y> do pro·1ide a usef1~l basis• ·· The effect of passing the J:n.Eai1 

• "endmecit and then omi t-t:Lng the sentence from . the .previous paragraph '17.J'l:.d wipe . . · . • . • 

,at out, and. I t.1i11k thi.s would. be a pit;y. 

ilould it be poss~.1)~e ro-~ th.e 1·epr~s,entative of Indi~ to .think of a slic;ht 

-1endm~nt- ,to trie wordj_ng of the second pal'agra;ph w~1ich would indicate that . we 

]lcome further dis_cussion :in these proposals? 

We have no objection. I believe the present 

~commendations f1;llly ,meet the point in r .egard to fu~th~r discussions of th~se 

~·oposals. Where we have difficulty is for the ,Couricil to make any indi<:!ation 

t this stage as to, .whether these propqsali;; are ·,ge1:1erou~ . or whether they form a useful 

asis for further discussions. 

I think it goes without saying that thes~ proposals will ._be con~;idered further, 

nd that is, I bel;i.eve, covered at pr~sent by the :secqnd. sentence in paragraph 2. 

·i1ere we have some difficulty is. in c9tegorically. stating that these proposals . . • . . . . • . .. 

orm a useful basis for further discussion., because it does seem. to leave out 

ny other basis for further discl\ssions. . ,l-lhen you say_ .that an;r. part_ic~a:r 

:roposal might form a µseful basi,s for · further discussion, there is at least in our 

.ind a ~light discl;'imination against ,ai;iy other ri1:oposals • . To say
0 

tµat a . particular 

,roposal might form a usefµl basis g~ ves .. the impression, at least to my delegation, 

.hat the Co\Jncil f~el~ that this proposal perhaps is better tl~an any other proposal 

1hich might come forth. 

We have heard from the representative of the Nauruan people that they have 

aade certain specific .proposals; .Although we ?-O not know. t .r.ie. details, the 
• • • • l • • 

·.ustralian.. delegation has . said -- and we appreciate that --.. tho.t these proposals 
. . . ,, . 

;ill also be considered, that is, the search for a?other island off the Australian 

~oast. Therefore., we find that there are other 

;ut forward by the Administering Auth<;n:i ties. 

proposals. There is a proposal 

There is a proposal submitted by 
' ' ' . . 

~he Nauru Local Government Council to the Administering Author:L ties. That i~ why . • _. , . ·- . . . ' 

·e have this difficulty in going ~long :~-dth .the .suggestion. 
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(Mr. Vellodi, India) 

I fully appreciate the point which bas been n:ade by Sir Hugh Foot, 

but I regret very much that my delegation will have difficulty accepting any 

wording which would give the impression that a pa:;.·ticular proposai will form 

a useful basis for further discussions. Certainly this proposal will be considered 

further; and, as I said earlier, it is quite possible that at one stage the 

Nauruan people themselves might consider this proposal probably the best alternative. 

Hm1ever, for the Council to say at this stage that' one of the two proposals should 

fonn a useful basis will create difficulties with my delegation. 

Mr. EDMONDS (New Zealand):• I have a suggestion which may meet the 

poir:t of the representative of the United Kingdom without causing too much 

embarr2.ssment to the representative of India. If the Indian amendment is 

accepted., the first sentence of paragra,l)h 3 would read: 

"The Council notes tr..at the proposals put forward by the three 

Governments have been discussed with the Nauruan people but that, 

while the latter considered the proposals generous, they are not yet 

ready to accept them." 

Perha:ps vie could amend the second sentence t'O read: 

"The Council notes that these proposals continue to be regarded as 

a basis for discussicn and arc . under consideration by the Nauruan ~eople, 

who, however, still hope that~ place may be found", etc. 

This may be a way out of the difficulty, because it does not really comr:iit the 

Council but just notes a fact. 

Mr. VELLODI (India): Iain grateful to the representative of 

New Zealand, and my delegation.' v1ill be quite prepared to accept that amendment 

of the second sentence of paragraph 3. 

The .PRESIDENT: Are there any further comments? 

In the absence o:f any other comments, .I put paragraph 3, as amended 

by the representative of India and subsequently' by the representative of 

New Zealand, to the vote. 

Paragraph 3, as amended, was adopted by 11 votes to none, with 

2 abstentions. 
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-. ... - .. . _The. PRESIDENT~ I put to the vote the amendment of the Soviet Union, 

;~hich would <J.el~te the following sentence in paragraph . 2: 
11 The_ Cduncil considers that these propo~als _ are -generous,_, and form a useful . oasis 

for further o.iscµssion. 11 

The sentence was deleted by 6.votes to 2, with 5 abstentions. 

. . 

Mr. EDMOI\1DS (New Zealand): There is one drafting point, Mr. President, 

in connexion ,d th paragraph. 2 iJefore you put it to the vote. 

second sentence in paragraph 2, we see the following words: 

If we look at the 

'
1The Council notEJs that in response to . that re~orr,mendation, the three 

-Governments _have- thus _far .been unsuccessful in their search11
• 

I do not.think you·can really say -that _th~ Administering,Autb?rities have been 

unsuccessful in th~ir search in re~ponse to a recornmendati<?n, because we, did . not 

recommend them to be unsuccessful in i;,heir search. r would suggest that .the. 
. ,-- .... , ' 

following is a better word: 
11The Council notes that, in response to that recommendation, the three 

Governments, having thus far been unsuccessful in their, search for other 
islands for t~e resettlemeni:.. of the riauruan commU11iti'' ;;;;; . delete the '·word· •• -
11a~tl11 and coµtinue -- uhave made proposalsn. 

-I think itis a drafting point, but I believe that it makes the position 

L
0 ather clearer. ' 

been 

Th~-, PRESIDENT: Are there any objections to the d~af~ing point·s which have 

raised by the repres-~ntative of New Zealand'i 
• _ ,' • •.. • : ~ • .• ~ . '! .. • • • ' , · 

Since I hear no objection, I_take it that they are agreeable to the Counc1l . 
. : . .. • • • . : . .. , ••• . .. • • . . . •·· ·' · . ·-

I now put paragraphs _2 and 3, as amended, to the vote. 

Paragraphs 2 and 3, as arr.en~ed, were adopted by 12 votes to 1. 
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~~gh FOOT .(United Kingdon): I just wish to make the posltion of 

my delegation q1:ite clear iu the r.iatter. As I said at the beginning, I considered 

that this sentence which we have deleted from :paragraph 2 was perfectly sound • 

ana justifiable, and I voted for its omission only because the amendments made 

to paragraph 3 seemed to me adequately to have covered the situation. 

Paragraph 4 was a(l.opted by 12 votes ·.to none, with l. abstentiono 

Paragraph 5 was ac1.opted by 12 Vntes to l. 

The PRESIDENT: Does anyone w:i.sh to make any ccmment on paragraph 6? 

Mr. FORSYTTIE (Australia): We ·have nothing against this particular 

pare.graph containing a recommendation that the Administering Authority should seek 

further technical advice. I would ·merely like to .direct the attention of. the . 

Council to· ·the statement of the Special Representative that only very recently 

<lid the Australian Government again seek the expert advice of the Commonwealth 

Scientific and Industrial Research Organization. I thought that I should just 

place that on record. 

Paragraph 6 was adopted by 12 votes to none, ·with l abstention. 

The PPiESIDENT: Does anyone wish to make any ccmments on :para~raph 7? 

Mr. VELLODI (India): It is not a very serious amendment that I am 

suggesting. We find in this :paragraph the last phrase "including the development 
.· , . ' ' ~.- -

of ths fishing industry" somewhat unclear -- and here I should like to speak for 

the Administering Authority. He have a later paragraph in the recommendations 

where we note with satisfaction that something is being done about the fishing 

industry. In paragraph 7 the impression is given that the fishing industry is 

what it was a year or two years a.go, and I would myself make the suggestion that 

that phrase be deleted: 11 including the develo:Fment of the fishing industry". 
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Mr. FORSYTHE (Australia): T wish merely to state, oil behalt' of my 

delegation, that we would have no· ·objection to the ' deletion of these words. 

Mr. RIFAI (United Arab Republi'c}: I wouid· be 'q~i_te ___ pr~;,ared to go _along 

with the representative of India on this point, but I was wondering if, in view 

of the fact that the question ·of the fishing industry has bi:len raised in the 
. . . . .... 

Council many times, ·both. in the past and at this session, and many representatives : 

have stre.ss~cf the importance of this industry in the islsnd; we could not say 

"particularly the development of' the fishing industr-.111
• • ·I a.o· not knew whether 

that is of any great importance/ but r·· do: kno~: that mariy representatives .have 

referred to this stibje;t·~· However·, I have no ·strdng views 'on ·the point and 

I would not wish to press for a vote on ·such' ah · runerifunent. 

Mr. VELLODI (India): As I said in the beginning,. I suggested the 

deletion of that only for the reason that it seemed to me that since, in a later 

~aragraph in the report, we take note with satisfaction o{ the development of 

the work that is being carried out with regard to the fishing industry, it would 

not be quite appropriate for us to give an irnpression,, in the general section 

on the future of the Nauruans, that nothing is being done. However, if that 

suggestion does not find much favour, I am quite prepared to withdraw it, or 

to make a slight alteration in that suggestion by saying "including the further 

development of the fishing industry11
• 

Mr. VAN USSEL (Belgium) (interpretation frcm French): I simply wish to 

say that the amendment proposed by the representative of the United Arab R8public 

is already covered in the French version of the text, which uses the word 

"notamment", the equivalent of uparticularly11
• 

Mr. RIFAI (United Arab Republic): I have also noted that, in addition 

to what the representative of Belgium has just said, paragraph 19 contains the 

same sort of recommendation wh~ch I had ~ished to see in paragraph 7. 
T'nerefore, I would have no reason to press it to a vote, and I would agree with 

the representative of India that it would be as well merely to delete the phrase. 
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. The PRESIDENT: . If there is. no objection to the deletion of the words 

'
1 including the development of the fishing industryu, . the paragraph will be so 

amended. 

Paragraph 7 as emended Was adopted unanimously. 

Mr. FOTIN (Union of. Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation f'rcm 

Russian): In connexion with paragraph 8 I would request that separate votes 

be taken on the three separate parts of the paragraph. The first part reads 

frcmnThe Council notes" down to the words "that the Nauruan people be assisted 

to be self ... governing in ?11 of ~heir domestic a.ffairsn. The second part is the 

next sentence, beginning "The Council urges" dovm to "of' the people". . The 

third part is the remainde~ of .the paragraph. 
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The first rart of the parae;raph was adopted by 12 votes , to 1. 

The second part of the -paragraph was adopted by 12 votes to none, wit.h l 

abstention. 

The third part of the paragraph was adopted by ll votes to 1, with l 

abstention. 

Paragraph 8 as a whole was adopted. by 12 votes to none, with . l abstention . 

• ' • I 

.. · Mr. VELLODI. (India): I sho'-4ld like to ask for a clarification of 

paragraph 9, which ref,ers t_o the appoinh;._ent of , a 11highly qualified administrative 

assistant, one of whose functions will ce to help the Nauru Local Government Council 

in its workr 11 If I rememcer correctly, ,during t _he question per~od and in the 

preliminary statement of the Special Representative . the . impres,si_on was" gfven that . 

the administrative assistant had been appointed with the main fu..'1ction of helping .. : 

the Local Government .Counci.1. He were not aware of any other functions which he 
' ... • , . • ; . : . . 

will perform, or at least we .have not heard ·an:v. ' st~tement about any other functions. 

I would therefore lilce to ask the . Special Representative or t 'he represeritative of . 

Australia whether he can clari~y the matter. It is not a very important point but 
• . . ' 

if the answer is not quite satisfac;mry, we may have a small amendment to suggest. 

Mr. FORSYTHE (ii.ust~alia): I have consulted with the Special Representativ~., 

who confirms the impression held by the representative of India that the chief _ 

function of the administrative assistant will be to help the Nauru Local Government 

Council. However, we hope _that there will-b.e ot,her spheres in which this highly 
,. . •. ~·-. . ~ . 

qualified _administrative assistant can help and we would not wish to exclude 'this 

possibilityf al·though it is true that his chief function will be to assist the 

:Nauru Local Goven1ment Council. 

Mr. VELLODI (India): I . am grateful to the repr'rsentative of Australia 
' • 

for that confirmation, and I would th~_refore suggest an .:at(le:p.dment to make .tl,1e 

sentence read "The Council notes with satisfaction the appointment of a highly . ' • . . 

qualified administrative assistant whose main function will be to help the Nauru 

Local Government Council in its work. 11 
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The PRESIDE:t-."T: - If -there is · no objection, I shall put to the ·vote· the 

paragraph as e=ended in accordance with the suggestion,made by the representative 

Jf India. 

Farag:·aph•9, as e.mendec1, was adopted .by 12 votes to none, with 1 a'bstention. 

Mr. RIFI.I (United Arab Republic) : I do not lmow whether, in parac;raph 10, 

• ·.1e should speak of 11 higher positions. ir I think it would be better to say 11 hic,;h 

positions 11 because in this connexion there is no relation to anything else. • It is 

for the Council to decide, but I' think "hic;h positions" would be ~ 'better wording. 

The PRESIDE1TT: • If there is no objection to the suggestion made by the 

representative of the United Arab Republic, I shall put the paragraph to ' the vote 

as amended accordingly. 

Paragraph 10, as amended, was adopted by 11 votes to none, with 2 abstentions. 

Paragraph 11 was adopted by 10 notes to none, with 2 abstentions. 

Mr. VELLODI (India): My delegation bas difficulty in going aiong with 

paragraph 12- I do not think it is necessary .to make a long statement, but we have 

not been convinced in any way that the Nauruans have not taken advantage of the 

training facilities offered by the Administering Authority, so we cannot support 

this paragraph. 

v~. ACLY (Vnited States of America), Chairman of the Drafting Committee: 

In the course of the discussion of this paragraph in the Drafting Committee it 

became apparent that one of the main re'asons • '\-Thy the Nauruan people were not 

qualifying in adequate numbers for positions of responsibility was apparently their 

o,m lack of interest. Although the Administering Authority places extremely generous 

facilities for training at the disposal of the Nauruan people, they just dd not seem 

to take full advantage of them and that is why the paragraph was worded as it was 

in the Committee's report. 
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Mr. VELLODI (India): FTom,what the repl'.esentative of the United States 

just now said, it would appear that in the Drafting Committee there was some 

further information given on this point. Just fo:r my. own information I would 

request the Special Repre.Gentative to tell us whether there were scholarships : . • 

and fellowships offered which w~re refused by people of :rJauru. It is not the 
•'• I • 

same .thing as not finding a suff:.cient nunber of people to take .the scholarships. 

Are there any instances of scholarships having bee:.1 refused to eligiqle 

candidates who, because of thei;.~ lack of interest, de_clined _these schola~ships'l 

I am not aware of any such instance. For my o,m information I. should like the 

Special Representative to tell us about it, and if the answer is not, 

satisfactory my delegation will have no alternative but to vote against this 

paragraph. 

Mr. HOOD (Australia): It might be worth observing in connexion with what 
. . 

the representative of India just said that our understanding of this paragraph 

of the Drafting Committee is that this contains, of course, no reflection on the 

Nauruans. I·c is not intended to do that. . There have in fact been; I a~ 

informed, no cases in which a Hauruan bas declined to take advai1tage of the . . . 

scholarship training offered. This kind of arrangement is a mutual one. It 

depends, on. the one hand, on the offers made .available, and on the ot~er, on the 

full knowledge of the Hauruans themselves of the scope and_ex~en.t of those offers. 

I think that is the . intention of the paragraph, and that would certainly · 

be the understanding of the Administering Authority. 

Mr . RIFAI (United Arab Republic): I fully share the views expressed 

by our colleague of India; and in view of the fact that paragraph 13, which 

urges the Administering Authority to assist the holders of scholarships afforded 

in 1959, and who have failed in their studies, to make further special efforts to 

help and provide additional :guidance to such students; and also in view of the 

fact that paragraphs 11 and 10 speak of the necessity of training Nauruans for 

higher positions in the Civil Service and with the Phosphate Commissioner, it 

seems to me that this paragraph 12 is absolutely redundant and unnecessary, and 

in a sense might carry a certain implication which was never in the minds of the 

members of this Council. For this reason I would propose f011 mally that we delete 

it. 
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Mr. SOIANO ~ ( Paraguay) ( interpretation from Spa·:1ish): As a 

member of the Drafting Ccnm1ittee I simply want to say that vhei1 my delegation 

accepted paragraph 12 we did not by any means intend to introd,.1ce any sort of 

an accusation against the Nauruans, and. say that they had not taken full advantage 

of the training facilities. We simply wanted to call upon them to take full 

advantage not only of the present opportnnities., but even of future opportunities 

which the Administering Authority may provide them with. You can see that in 

the previous paragraphs., Nos. 10 and 11. We even wanted to use a different 

word -- not 11hopes". We wanted to use the word "trusts". Hc,wever., we were told 

that "hopes" was a customary word. These then were the reasons why my 

delegation agreed in the Drafting Committee to paragraph 12. 

Parar;raph 12 was deleted. 

Paragraph 13 was made the new pai~agraph 12. 

Paragraph 13 was adopted by 12 votes to none, \·lith 1 abstention.· 

Paragraph 14 was adopted by 12 votes to nonez with 1 abstention. 

Para&;raph 15 was adopted unanimously. 

Paragraph 16 was adopted by 10 votes to nor:ez with 2 abstentions. 

Paragraph 17 was adopted by 11 votes to none, with 2 abstentions. 

Mr. HOOD (Australia) : My delegation abstained on this paragraph. • I • 

wish merely to express the reservation of the Administeri,1g Authority in respect 

of the arrangements which are conternplf:l.ted in the wording of the second part of 

paragraph 17. 
Paragraph 18 was adopted by 12 votes to none, with l abstention. 
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Paragraph 19 ,10.s adopted by 11 votes . to none, with 2 abstentions. 

Paracra11E_._?9_v~ adopted by 12 votec to none, with 1 abstention. 

Paragraph 21 was adopted oy 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention. 

Paragraph 22 ,:as adopted by 11 votes to none, with 2 abstentionc. 

Mr. DIEZ c:.e MEDINA (Bolivia) (interpretation from S1Janish): As regards 

paragraph 23, the third li~e II urges the l .. dminis tering Authority to give further 

serious consideration to this matter ••• 11
• In connexion with this p~1rase, my 

delegation suggests that we shoula change the text to read as follows: 
11 to .seek an i1ranediate solution" rather tlmn "give further serious 

consideration11
• 

Mr. VELLODI (India): I should like to support the amendment made by 

the representative of Bolivia. While I have .the fl?or, I. sho1;1~d also like to 

make the position of my delegation quite clear regarding lines 5 and 6 of this 

paragraph. He do not ourselves consider that the difficulty as that posed 

by differences in language is . a serious one • . This is just to ir.ake a resElrvation 

on behalf o:f my delegation. 

Sir Hur;h FOOT (United .Kingdom): I think that I should f,ay i;hat, 

al though I . have no first-hand k.11owledge of the situation and . the pro"ule::n aYJ.d .. 

the difficulties, with the greatest resp~ct, I do not feel on behalf . of :. my 

delegation that_ I should support the amendment proposed by the representative of 

Bolivia, with the support of the representative of India. The practical 

difficulties, I can imagine, are in fact very great. To force child1·en to be 

educate~. in a language which is not their own primary language ea~ be~ very 

grave mistake. I therefore felt some doubt about the wording of the original 

draft, but it is the policy of my delegation always to support the Drafting 

Committee wherever possible. Therefore I would have been prepared and am prepared 

to support the wording as it originally stood. But I would not be in favour of 

making the change which is now proposed, 
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Mr. EOOD (Australia): This matter, as I recall, was pretty carefully 

explained to the Council by the Special Repres~ntative dtu·inc the discussion 

of conditions in the TeI-ritory, and it is a matter of practical concern. 

It is the policy of the Administe:rinc; Authority that there should be an 

integrated school system ·wherever the jurisdiction of the Autho1•i ty runs; tl1at 

is the policy. The difficulties in this respect arise from the presence of the 

Gilbert and Ellice Islanders, and I need not repeat all that was given to the 

Council in that respect by the Special Representative. The inclusion oi' this 

paragraph as drafted would not perhaps greatly disturb the Administering 

Authority because I think -we have made our position clear enough. But it would 

be difficult for us to give any acceptance to an amendment which would require 

anything of an im.~ecliate nature to be done or even reported upon. This is one 

of the matters again which the Visiting Missmon will be able to have a look at 

for itself on the spot. Regretfully I would have to oppose an amenclment in the 

sense suggested. 

Mr. VELLODI (India): I want to mal~e just one short point in connexion 

with what Sir Hugh Foot said. We believe that there is no question o:f :forcing 

anyone to study in a language which is not theirs because the Coun~il is aware, 

and we have heard this from the Special Representative, that. tl1e medium of 

instruction in all the three primary schools is English. It -is possible that in 

a very low class such as the .first or second grade, occnsiona.lly the local 

language is used. It has been confirmed that English is the n:ediu!no:f instruction. 

That is why I made this reservation on behalf of my delegation, that we do not 

consider that the differences in•langua.ge are serious ones. We are aware, and 

I agree with the representative of Australia, that there may be difficulties. 
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(Mr. Vellodi, India) 

We are certain that the Administering Authorities want to bring about an 

integrated school system. But the amendment suggested by the rcp;resentative 
. ·. :· ,. . • ·, - ' • ' .. . . 

of Bolivia _says merely that they sh01.1ld seek an i1m.nec1iate solutio:n, and I 
" 

cannot myself see any serious objection to such an amendment, merely asking 

the Administering Autbori ties to seek an irr.medio.te solution. If it is the 

policy of the Administering Authorities to try to bring about an integrated 

school system, I think it is in order for the Council to say that this should 

be done as immediately as possible. 

Mr. DIEZ de MEDINA (Dolivia) (interpretati6n froni Sp:anish): From 
.. ' ' 

my point of \dew I silould say that I agree vtith the representative of' India, 

and that is what I wanted to i:iut before the Council. 

Sir Huch FOOT ( Unit.ed K~ngdom), :_ I accept the correction. I am 
. . .. . 

grateful to the representative of India. for what he s·aid, of whic_h I was not 
.·• . . ( .. ·'·· 

fully aware.. Nevertheless, there ai·e differer.ices, I _imagine, arising from the 

fact that the mother to:igue of the people concerned is . different and that it 

does pose real difficulties, · which I have no doubt be recognizes. I would 
: • ' · .. . . , · 

myself suggest to the. Council that if w~ ask for further serious consideration 

to be given ue are going far enou[sh. 11he wording now does suc;e;est • that there 
• , j , , . •. . •. . • · • . . 

is an immediate solution, whi?h indeed there may not be, and if . ,,ei enjoin _the 
; . . . . ' , 

Administering Authorit:,: to give further considera~ion to this matter, I_ have no 

doubt it vill be done and I should have tliougr~t it· ,-fas suff'icient. But still 
. . . . 

there is not much difference between us and maybe we can proceed to settle the 

matter. I confirm m~/ view that I would prefer the original worcling in the draft. 

I1ir. A__Qg (United States of .Ameri ea) : I ·wonder if I may ask for some 

clarification as to just where this ·amendment fits in and what words it replaces. 

As I understand it from the interpretation, the words concerned are "seek an 

immediate solution" and it is not quite clear t_o my delegation whether that is 

to replace the words "give further serious consideration" or whether it replaces 

other words as well. ~If that is the case, it would read·"urges the Administering 

Authority to seek an immediate solution to this matter with a view to overcoming 

the reported difficulties11
, and so on. May I ask if that is a correct 

interpretation. 
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Er~ DIEZ de l•IEDINA (Bolivia) ( interpretation from Spanish): T'ne 

amendment is to substitute "seek an ilanec1iate solution11 for "give serious 

consideration'!. Not to say · rr give further serious co:1sideratian 11 but to say 

"seek an immediate solutionu . _ 

The PTIESIDENT: As I hear no otbe;_• comnents, I shall put to the vote 

the 0mendmerit proposed by the representative of Bolivia. 

:The amendment was no.opted by· 6 votes to !~ wit h 3 abstentions. 

Pa.ragraph 23 as amen.9-ed ...!:.<:1~~.? optzd 3 8 vo~es to none "~~.3}?stentions. 

Mr. FOTilif (Union of Soviet Socialist Hepublics) (interpretation 

from Russian): The views of the Soviet delegation -. on paragraph 24 of the 

recormnendations of the Drafting Corrani ttee on Nauru were clearly put forward at 

a previous meeting. As you know, the Soviet delegation took exce:;;ition to a 

number of points made in this paragraph. At that time, however, we did not draw 

attention to one additional shortcoming of this para~raph. In the second 

sentence of this paragraph a portion of the text of Article 76 b of tl1e Charter 

was retained, but we fail to understand ·why, having i·etained one portion of that . . . 

text, the Drafting Corr.oittee deemed it neces sary to delete a clear Charter 

provision which is to be found in the Charter in black c.nd white. The Soviet 

proposal is a formal amendment to the effect that in the second sentence of this 

paragraph one word be included so as to ma~e the proposal read as follous: 
11The Council believes, however, that, pending its final solution, t~1is problem 

of _the future of the Nauruan people should not be allowed to prevent their 

progressive development towards self-governnentll -- and this is the amendment 
11 and independence; and considers that it is necessary to e~tablish realistic 

targets reflecting a proper sense of urgency for the rapid and planned ad·v"ance of 

the Territoryn, and so forth. 

In order-to save the Council's time, moreover, I should like to look 

eheud. I would request separate votes on the two parts of paragraph 24, the 

first vote to be on the first sentence and the second vote on the rest of the 

paragraph. 
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Hr. ED1-:0NDS ( New Zealand) : I should like to point out to the 

representative of the Soviet Union ; that -he has misquoted the Cp,o.r:t;er .on this 

particular amenw.nent. The words in the C~iarter are 11self-govern.ment or 

independence 11
, and the .interpretation,· at least as it ea.me across to me, 1ms 

"self-govern'.!)ent and indB:pendence 1_' · . This ; ma~r l1ave been a fault in inter1)retation, 

but if _the amcnd1aent .is being used· in terms of the Charter, it 1;ou2-d ,perhaps be 

wise to have j_t in nccurate terms of the Charter. However, whether it is 

"and independenGe 11 or 11or independence 11
, my delegat.ion will vote against this 

amendment on the grounds of simple comm.on sense, because no matter how 

inde1)end<mce is interpreted --- and it is interpreted very widely in this 

Organization to lool~ at a .resolution which talks about independence in cold 

blood for 2,400 people seems to rr:e to get to the state of complet€f absurdity, 

and I regret that I cannot join the representative of the Soviet .Union ·ii1 his 

folly. 



BC/bg T/PV.1174 
41 

Mr. ACLY (United States of America): I thilik that another factor is 

inv-::>lved here: the old question of what we mean by the word uind2pendencen! 

Tbere are various inte:cpretations of that ~1ord. I think that all of us accept 

the ,mrding o:' the Charter wi tbo\l.t question, but we do have various 

interpretations, as I have said, of the word 11 independence11
• Several of these 

interpretations were set forth last year by the Committee of Six which went into 

this q_uestion rather thoroughly in connexi.on wi tb the Non-Self-Go-rerning 

Territories. 

Therefore, my delegation w::iuld have no difficulty at all in accepting the 

use in this paragraph of the actual wo:i.•ding of the Charter providea., of course, 

that the term "or independencen and not 11 and independence11 is used -- with the 

rese1~vation that 11 independence 11 may mean c1ifferent things to different peo:9le. 

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (intecyretation from 

Russian): I wish to correct my statemen:t of my amendr:ient. It should read "or 

indepenclence11 and not 11 and independence". 

Mr. VELLODI (India): Since my delegation :proposes to go along with 

what the New Zealand representative regards as the "folly11 of the Soviet Union, 

I think that a word of explanation is necessary. 

We certainly a gree that the Charter should be quoted accurately, and I am 

glad that the Soviet Union representative bas corrected his amen~nent so that 

the phrase will read 11 self-governrnent or independenceu. In t his conne::-~ion, I 

should also like to say that, whatever the future may hold for the people of 

Ifauru, my delegation considers that, particularly in tbe light of the last part 

of paragraph 24, ·wbere we refer to resolution 1514 of tbe Genera.l AssembJ.y, the 

Trusteeship Agreement and. the United Nations Charter, the amendment suggested by 

the Soviet Union representative is quite in order for inclusion in the Council's 

conclusions on this Territory. 



BC/bg 

The Soviet amendment to add the ·words 11 or independence'1 after the word 
" . • • seJ.:f-government11 in the second .sentence of para.gra:)_)h 24 was adopted by 10 votes 

to 3. 

The first sentence of para(;ra1Jb 24 was adopted by 12 votes to 1. 

The s econd sentence of parag:..•c1,pb 24, as ai"!lenrled, was adopted by 9 votes 

to none, wi t!1 4 abstentions. 

Mr. HOOB (Australia): I wish to make two observations~ 

First, as regards the Soviet amenwnent ·which the Council bas adopted and 

which I voted aGainst, · I would point out that the inclusion of the words "or 

independencett in the second· sentence of paragraph 24 is q_uite plainly in conflict 

with the intention and meaning of the fii·st sentence of the paragraph, in which 

explicit recognition is given to the particula:!:' circumstances of the Territory, 

includinG its small size and the woning nature of its economy. I think that 

that contradiction is quite apparent. I do no:t wish to use stl·ong terms, but 

I think that it carries the seeds of absurdity. 

Secondly, I am bound to point out that the Administering Autbori ty, both in 

this connexion and in more general conne:dons, bas ah,ays very frankly and honestly 

stated its position with regard to the establishment of target dates for political 

development. On Friday I read out to the Council a public statement on tbis 

question which had been issued by the Minister for Territories. Tbat is the 

position of the Administering Authority. It would not be honest if I or tbe 

Australian Gove1·n:nent allowed anyone to think that the Administering Autho::d ty 

would be in a position, so far as can be foreseen, to bring back any positive 

assurances to the Council on the Council I s reco:rn.rnendation in the direction of the 

establishment of target dates in the political field. 

I shall therefore bave to abstain from the vote on paragraph 24 as a whole. 

Indeed, I should perhaps oppose it because of the self-contradictory nature of 

part of it. 
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.!'..:....:.·agrap;1 2h as a whole, as_ amended, ,ms adopted by 9 votes to none, with 

4 abstentions. 

Tbe reGommendation contained in '.[)arac;:i:aph 5 of the Drafting Corn.mi ttee I s . 

report (T/L,1026, par,e 1). ,ras adopted by 12 vote s to none, with 1 abstention. 

Tbe PRESIDENT: Tbe next meeting of the Council will pe held on 

Wednesda.y at 10.3() a .. m. A second meeting will be held at 3 p.m. if necessary. 

On Wednescay the Council will have.before it for consideration five reports 

of the Sta:..1ding Coremi ttee on Petitions, as well as the following items: the 

adoption of the chapters on condi.tions in the Trust Territories, the adoption of 

tbe Counci1fs re!)ort to the Security Council, and the adoption of the Council's 

report to the General Assembly. 

The meeting rose at 12.20 p.m. 




