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AGENDA ITEM Le

EXAMIIATION OF CONDITIONS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF NAURU: REPORT OF L1E
* DRAFTING COMMITTEE (T/L.1026)

The FRESIDENT: The conclusions and recommendaticns of the Drafting

Cormmittee are contained in thg annex to the report, and we will consider them
paragreph by paragraph.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): Mr. President, I would request that you teke a vote on each of
the paragraphs. ' '

The PRESIDENT: As there is no objection, the Council will take a
vote on each paragraph. '

Paragraph 1 was adopted by 12 votes to 1.

Mr. FOTIN (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 gantence "The Council considers that these proposals are generous and

. form a useful basis for further discussion.”, is, in the opinion of the Soviet

delegation, unsuitable for the report submitted by the Drafting Committee on Nauru
We therefore formally wish to submit an amcndment vwhich would delete this

sentence Trom paragraph 2 of the conclusions and recormendations of the Drafting

Comaittee.
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_ Mr. VELLODI (India):;,ln regard to paragraph.2, my delegation zlso hos
sone difficulty and our difficulty is also.in regard to. the sentence referred to
by the represgntative of .the Soviet Union, Aslwe have had occasion to state during
our intervention in the debate, my delegation has always taken the line that the
Trusteeship Council, at least at its present session, has not been called upon
or is not expected to take any definite stand on.the proposals which the
three Admlnlstexing Authorities have made in regard to the resettlement of
Nouruans in the metropolmtan terrltorles. .We are perfectly aware that these .
proposals have been made with the best of intentions and in comformity with .
the,xecommegdations_mgde by the Trusteeship Council last year. Ve are also aware
that the Nauruans themselves have said ~- eand here I have Mr. Gadabu's statement
in this .Council -- that the offer was 2 generous one.. So we have no. objection
to having mention made in the recommendations to the views of the Nauruan people,
but we certainly have difficulty and cannot go along with any recommendation
in wnlch there is a definite assertion by the Council that 1t eonsidﬂrs these
proposals generous. We feel that the Council is.not called upon to S&J wievher
they are generous or not generous at this stage, and certainly not to say whether
it forms a useful basis for further discussion. - i OB

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 Nauruan people in accepting this proposal
at this stage« This has also been confirmed by .Mr.. McCarthy ﬁpq said-that.the
Nauruan people are not yet ready to accept this proposal. | ) .

. Therefore, while ve .certainly appreciate the offer made by the Administering
Authorities, as I said earlier, we.would have difficulby in accepting the sentence
quoted by the representative of the Soviet Union, namely: "The Council considers
that these proposals are generous and form & useful basis.for further.discussion,”
Accordingly, from that point of view we would support the amgndﬁent suggested
by. the representative of theKSoﬁiet Union to delete that sentence from paragraph 2.
However, as I said earlier, we have no objection to some reference being made
somewhere 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.
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(Mre Vellodi, India)

If I may, Mr. President, at this time I should like to make a suggestion
in regard to paragraph 3, with your permission. We should like, if the other
members of the Council would agree, to.make an amendment to the first sentence
of paragraph 3., ‘At present it reads: , .

"The Council notes that the proposals put forward by the three
Governments have been discussed with the Nauruan pecple but that the
latter have not yet accepted these proposals.” (T/L.1026, annex, page 1)

We are quite prepared to introduce the idea in that sentence that these

proposals have been considered generous by the Neuruan people. But before I
move any formal amendment to that effect, I should like, if possible, to hear
the views of the other 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 together,

T take it thet the Council wishes to consider the two paragraphs together, and
- we shall bear in mind the comments which have Jjust 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 ;upports 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 the representative of India we find
ourselves in agreement with this 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 of America)i In view of the Tact fuat the
Trusteeship Council has over a perioci éf years reéogn zed the probao:."'_**r toat
the people of Nauru would eventually have to be settled elsewhe re, it seens to
my delebatlon that this is not an unreasonable statement; that the su;ge»tu 1s
tnat have been made form a useful ba51s for further consi ideration. It seens to
me ‘bba:b is net a very strong commtment on the part of the Trusteesh:l.p Council: |
merely 'to say. 'bha.t these proposals ‘form a useful basis for further
cons:.dera.tlon. I should hope fo; that reason tha‘b ve make some reference to

them in any case.
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Mr. VELLODI (India): I said earlier that I might formally move an
amendment to paragraph 3. Eefore doing so, I should like %S elaborate tha
views of my delegation.

Ve are aware of the vieﬁs expressed by a representative of the Naurian
people irn this Council. - Mr.'Gadabﬁ spoke rather strongly about the prepceals
when he said that resettlement in Australia would be at the expense of gacrificing
the national identity of the Nauruans. That was a sﬁrong statenent. At the
seme time, hovwever, he did give the impression to some of us that this chapter
was not closed and that, if the §r0posals which the Nauruan people had put forward
for Tinding some other island off the coast of Australia 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 chepter as closed.

Hovever, 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
vhich we adopted on Friday

"Directs the Visiting Mission to ascertain as fully as possible

the wishes of the Nauruan community regarding its future" (T/L.1027)
and to make reccmmendations 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
Adninistering Authorities and the people of Nauru. At the same tinme, we are
awvare that the Visiting Mission will also look into this matter in detail. That
is why we feel that the sentence in paragraph 2 is perhaps not very apprcpriate.

I come now to our amendment to paragraph 3. With cur 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 Nauruvan pecple but that the

latter, vhile they consider the proposals generous, are notyet ready

to accept them."
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" 8ir Bugh FOCT (Unltea Kin aom) I belleve that it 1s generally
recognlzed by the Trustee hﬁp Counc11 tbat thuse pronosals are genei il

“would trerefore have no obgecslon at all to the wordlng as it stanus, whlon I
think s orobably the best way of suatlng the p01nt. ;
Eowever, I do think that the amendment Just proposed by the represnntatlve
.of Tudia prohobly meets the point of substance. It adm ts that the Nauruans
'théﬁhalvrIJho~ﬁ recognlzed that tnese pronosals are generous, and after all the
Fauruens are tra people ma“nly concerned. It is probably Jjust as valuabla to L
note ﬁhjs iv'tne nay proposed in tne Indlan amendment as to say what tha Councll
feels avout 1t. In any case, in the second sentence of paragraph 3 the Council
notes’ thas une proposals cont_nae to be under con31deratlon. That is a matter
of fact. - | REy B
What are the two points involved? Flrst are these proposals generous or
_ not? :'lhe a."end_;en+ of the representative of Indla wou d have the Courcll note
that the \auruans themselves, the people affected conslde1 the proposals gerorous.
Second ‘should these proposals be further consldered? They certalnly must be.
Paragraph 3, with the Indlan amendment would cover both those p01nts. Tnerefore
a‘though I was not e member of the Drafting Commlttee, I should think that the

substance nlgnp be met by the emendment whlch has JUSt been put forward.

Mr. POOD (Australla) I do not think that the Administering
Authorltles -- this is certainl“ true of the Australian Goverrment -- are
partlcularly ‘concerned that the Trusteeshlp Counc1l should express an oplnlon
about whnther or not these proposals are generous. That is perhaps not. quite
the p01nt Im may“well be a useful suggestion that we note the V1ew of the
Nauraan people that tbey are generous, and leave it at th%t

But as the United States representatlve has sald the Drafting Commlttee
took into.account the background of the Council's discussion of this matter, the
fact that the Council had on previous occasions expressed strong interest in the
pos51bil ty of res ettlement. I should have thought that, having now been
1nformed of exact prOposals to that end, the Councll should not” merely talke note
of the prooosals but also express an oplnlon -- Whlch after all is rcn-ccsmittal

enough -- that these proposals form a useful basis for further dlsenssion.
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(Mr. Hood, Australia)

I do not think that the Council would want to imply that the proposals do not
form a useful basis for further discussion._ Why, therefore, not say so?

Perhaps the suggestion for changiné thé_ﬁo:diﬁg from one paragraph to another,
while retaining the idea of "a useful basis”, 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 express.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 sentence in paragraph 3. The two paragraphé are closely related.

Mr. VELIODI (India): On the procedural point, I would support the
suggestion made by the United States representative that the two amendments should
be considered together. We believe that the two go together and if we did not
link thewr we might get into all kinds of difficulties.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any objections to the procedural suggestion

which has just been made?

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): Reluctant though I am to differ with the representative of India on

this point, I must request that the Soviet amendment be 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 Kingdom): I wonder whether we might reach

substantial agreemént,on this'matter by carrying the point a étage further. T
have noISPecific.wording in mihd,_but before we take the amendmeht_propqsed by
the representative of India pérhéﬁs we could formulate some amwendment 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, feel that these proposals must be fu ~ther dls"ussed
d that they do provide a useful basis. The effect of pa851ng <the JnJ*an _
~:enament and then -omitting the sentence from The previous pgragrdgn.vou”o vipe.
at out, end I thiuk this. woulu be a pity. o iSey | _

Would it be possible for the representative of India to tnlnk of 5, Sll”nu

lendment-to the wordinzg of the second paragraph which would indicate that ve

:leome further discussion on these proposals?.

Mr. VELLODT (Indla) We have no objection. I believe the presenﬁl
acormendations fully-meet the point in regard to further- discussions of these
roposals. Where we have difficulty is for the Council to make any 1nd;cation
t this stage as to.whether these proposals are generous or whether they form a useful
asis for further discussions. . . . 2 .

I think it goes without saying that these proposals wlll be considered furtner
nd that is, I believe, covered at present by thejsecond.sentenge_in paragraph 2
here we have some difficulty is in categorically stating that these proposals- .
orm a useful basis for further discussion, because it does seem. to leave out ”
ny other basis for further discussions. When you say that any. particula;
roposal might form a useful basis for further discussion, there is at least in our
ind a slight discrimination against any other proposals. To say. that a partlcular
-roposal might form a useful basis gives the impression, at least to ny delegatlon,
Jiat the Council feels that this proposal perhaps is betiter than any other proposal )
‘hich might come forth. | , . d ‘ plihle

We have heard from the representati?e of the Nauruan people thét'they'have
gade certaln specific. proposals.. . Although we do ‘not know. the detalls, the
;ustrallan delegation has said -~ and we appreclate that -- that thege proposals
/111 also be considered, that is, the search for another 1sland off. the Australlan
soast. Therefore, we find that there are other proposals. There is a proposal
jut forward by the Administering Authorities. There is a proposal submitted by
she Nauru Local Government Council to the Administering Author;tiéé. _ That is why
‘e have this difficulty in going along with the suggestion.
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(Mr. Vellodi, India)

I fully appreciate the point which has been made by Sir Hugh Foot,
but I regret very much that my delegation will hdve difficulty accepting any
wording which would give the impression that a particular proposal 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,
However, for the Council to say at this stage that one of the two proposals should

form a useful basis will create difficulties with my delegation,

IMr. EDMONDS (New Zealand): --I have a suggestion which may meet the
point of the representative of the United Kingdom without causing too much
embarrassment to the representative of India. If the Indian amendment is
accepved, the first sentence of paragrarh 3 would read:

"The Council notest.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."

Perhaps Ve could smend the second sentence to read:

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

a basié for discussicn and arc . under consideration by the Nauruan people,

who, however, still hope that a place may be found”, etc.
This may be a way out of the difficulty, because it does not really commit the
Council but just notes a fact.

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

New Zealand, and my delegation will be quite prepared to accept that amendment
of the second sentence of paragraph 3.

The PRESIDENT: Are there any further comments?

In the absence of 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, vas adopted by 11 votes to none, with

2 abstentions.
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‘The. PRESIDENT: I put to the vote the amendment of thé_Soviet Union, .

shich would delete the following sentence in paragraph 2: _
"The Council considers that these proposals are generous and form a use;ul basis
for further discussion.” ; o O 4w
The sentence was delg#ed by 6.votes to 2, with 5 abstentions.

Mr. EDMONDS (New Zealand): There is one drafting point, Mr. President,
in connexion with paragraph. 2 vefore you put it to the vote. If ve look aﬁ the
second sentence in paragraph 2, we see the following words: o N

"The Council notes that in response to.that recommendation, the three.

. Governments have thus far been unsuccessful in their search". Y

I do not. think you can really say that the Admlnlstering Authorities have been
unsuccessful in their search in response to a recommendation, because we did not
reconmend them to be unsuccessful .in their search. .. I would suggest that_the.l
following is a better word: ) S _ _. .— .  _l

"The Council notes that, in response to that recommendation, the three ,l

Governments, having thus far been unsuccessful in thelr search for other i

islands for the resettlement of the Nauruan communlty Zl'deletd the word

and" and continue -- Yhave made proposals'. : ,

I thinr 1tls a draftlng point, but I believe that 1t makes the p051tlon

rather clearer..

s The PRESIDENT- Are ‘there any obgectlons to the draftlng p01nts whlch have
been ralsed by the representatlve of New Zealand? ' ' ' £
Slnce L bear no obgection, ;% take it that they are agreeable to the Councml.

I nov put paragraphs 2 and 3, as amended, to the vote.‘”

Parag aphs 2 and 3, as annnded, were adopted by 12 votea to l.
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Sir Hugh FCOT .(United Kingdem): I just wish to meke the position of
my delegation quite clear in the matter. As I said at the beginning, I considered

that this sentence which we have deleted from parsgraph 2 was perfectly sound

end justifiable, and I voted for its cmission only because the amendments made

to paragraph 3 seemed to me edequately to have covered the situation.
Paragraph 4 was adopted by 12 votes .to none,with L abstention.

Paragraph 5 vas adopted by 12 Vates to 1.

The PRESIDENT: Does anyone wish to meke any ccmment on paragraph 62

Mr. FORSYTHE (Australia): We have nothing against this particular
paragraph containing e reccommendation that the Administering Authority should seek
further technicel edvice. I would merely like to direct the attention of the
Council to:the statement of the Special Representative that only very recently

Gid the Australian Government again seek the éxpért edvice of the Ccmmonwealth
Scientific and Industrial Research Orgenization. I thought that I should just
place that on record. '

Paragraph 6 was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT: Does anyone wish to make any ccrments on paragraph T?

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 fhs fishing industry" scmeﬁhat unclear -- and hére I should]like to speak for
the Adnministering Authority. Ve have a later paragraph in the recommendations
where‘we note with satisfaction that scmething is being done about the fishing
industry. In paragraph 7 the imﬁressionfis given that the fishing industry is
vhat it was a year 6r two years ago, and I would myself nakeé the suggestion that

that phrase be deleted: "including the develorment of the fishing industry".
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" Mr. FORSYTHE (Australia): I wish merely to state, on behalf of my

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

Mr, RIFAI (Onited Arab Republic): I would be ‘quite prepared 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 bEen‘faised-ithhe
Council meny times,'both3iﬁ the past and at this session, -and many representatives -
have stressed the importance of this industry in the islend, we could not say
"particulafly.the development of the fishing industry™. I do not kncw whether
that is of any great importance, but I'do know that meny representatives have
referred to this subject: However, I have no ‘strong views ‘on the point 2nd

I would not wish to press for a vote on 'such' ah &mendment.

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
paragraph in the report, we take note with satisfaction of 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 impression,, 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 industry”.

Mr. VAN USSEL (Belgium) (interpretation frem French): I simply wish to
say that the amendment proposed by the representative of the United Arab Republic

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

"notamment", the equivalent of "particularly”.

Mr. RIFAI (United Arab Republic): I have also noted that, in addition
to what the representative of Belgium has just s@id, paragraph 19 contains the
same sort of reccmmendation which I had wished to see in paragraph T.

Therefore, 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

"including the development of the fishing industry”, the paragraph will be so
amended. '

Paragravh T as smended VWas adopted unanimously.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frem
Russian): In connexion with paragraph 8 I would request that sepaf&te votes
be taken on the three separate parts of the paragraph. The first part‘reads
frcm “The Council notes™ down to the words "that the Nauruan people be assisted
to be self-governing in all of their domestic effairs”. The second rart is the
next sentence, beginning "The Council urges” down to ,"bf the people”. . The

third part is the remainder of the paragraph.
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The first ;a“t of the parapgraph was adepued by 12 votes to 1. .

The second part of the parag:aph was adopted bJ 12 votes to none, W1th l i

abstention.

The third part of the paragraph was edopted by 11 votes to 1, u;th 1
abstention. g

Paragraph 8 as a whole was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

. Mr. VELLODI. (Indla) I should llne to ask for & clerification of
uaragraph 9, vhich refers to tne app01ntment of .a “h*ghly qualified admlnlstratlve
assistant, one of whose functions w111 te to help the Nauru Local Government Council
in its work. If I remember correctly, durlng the queetlon period and in the
prelinminary statement ox the Special Repreuentatlfe the 1mpre551on vas glven that
the administrative esszstant had been appointed with the main functlon of helplng
the Loeel Goverument Councxl. Ue were not aware of any other functlons which he
will perform, or at least we have not heard any statement ebout eny other functlons.
I would therefore like to ask the Speclal Representetlve or the representatlve of
Australia whethep he can cle;i?y the matter. It is net a very ;mportant point but

if the ansver is not quite satisfactory, we may have a small emendeeﬁt to suggest.

 Mr. FORSYTHEI(Luet;alia): I have consulted with the Speeiel Representative

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 w1ll be other spheres in which this highly

qualified administrative assistant can help and we would not wish to exclude thls .
possibility, although it is true that hls chief function will be to assist the .

jauru Local Government Council.

. . Mr. VELLODI (India) I am grateful to the representatzte of ﬂustrelia_
for that. conflrmetlon, and I would therefore suggest an .amendment to make the |
sentence read "The Council notes with satisfaction the appointment of a hlwhly
qualified administrative assistant whose main function will be to help the Nauru

Iccal Government Council in its work.™
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The PRESIDENT:- If there is no objection, I shall put to-the'vote-fﬁe

paragraph as ezended in accordance with the suggestion made by the representative
>f India. :

Faregraprh 9, as amended, was addptéduby'la votes to none, with 1 abstention.

 Mr. RIFLI (United Arab Republic): I do not know whether, in paragraph 10,
we should speak of "higher positions." I think it would be better to say "high
positions" because in this connexion there is no relation to anything else. It is

for the Council to decide, but I'think'“high positions” would ve a better vording.

The PRESiDENI: " If there is no objection to the suggestion made by the

representative of the United Afab Republic, I shall puf the paragraph to the vote
as amended accordingly. . o
Faragraph 10, as amended, was adopted by 11 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

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

iir. VELLODI (India): My delegation has difficulty in gding along with
paragrapﬁ 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.

" Mr. ACLY (United 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 reasons why the Nauruan people were not
qualifying in adequate numbers for positions of responsibility was aprarently their
owvn lack of interest. Although the Administering Authority places extremely generous
facilities for training at the disposal of the Nauruan people, they Jjust do 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): From what -the representative of tiae United States
Just now said; it would appear that iu the Drafting Committee there was some
further'info?ration given on this point, dust for wy own information I would
request the Spec1al Reﬁregenuatlve to tell us whether there were scholarships
and fellowships offered thcq.wgze refused by people of ilauru. It is not the
sane .thing as noﬁ finding é sufficient number of people to take the scholarships.
Are there any instances of scholarships having beena refused to eligible
candidate$ whd, vecause orf their lack of interest, declined these scholarships?
I am not awvare of any such instance. Fer my owa information I should like the
SpeClal Represeqtat ive 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 obsarvlna in connexion with what
the representatlve of India Just said that our understandlng of this paragraph
of the Drafting Committee is that this contaluq, of course, no reflection on the
Nauruans. It is not intended to do that.  There have 1n fact been, I am
informed, no_ cases in vhich a Nauruan has ﬁecllned to take advantage 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 other, on the
full.knowledge of the Hauruans themselves of the scope and extent of £hose offers.,
I think that is the intention of the paragraph, and that would certainly -
be the understanding of the Administering Authority.

Mr. RIFAT (United ﬁrab Repuﬁlic):. I.fully shére tﬁe vieﬁé.éipresséd
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 vho 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 absoclutely redundant and unnecessary, and
in & sense might carry a certain implication which was never in the minds of the
members of this Council. For this reason I would propose Tormally that we delete
it.
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Vr. SOIANO LOPEZ (Psraguaey) (intervretatica frem Spaaish): As a |
menber of the Drafting Cormittee I simply want to say that when my delegation

accepted paragraph 12 we did not by any means intend to introdiice 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 opportunities, but even of future opportunities
which the Administering Authority may provide them with., You can see that in
the previous paragraphs, lios. 10 and 11. We even vanted to use a different
word -- not "hopes". Ve wanted to use the word "trusts". However, we were told
that "hopes” was a customery word. These then were the reasons why my
delegation agreed in the Drafting Ccmmittee to paragraph 12.

Paragraph 12 was deleted.

Paragraph 1% was made the new paragraph 12.

Paragraph 13 was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention.-

Paragraph 14 was adobted by 12 voies to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragraph 15 was adopted unaninously.

Paragraph 16 was adopted by 10 votes-to none, with 2 abstentions.

Paragraph 17 was adopted by 1l voles to none, with 2 sbstentions.

Mr. HOOD (Australia): My delegatiocn abstained en this paragraph. I -
wish merely to express the reservation of the Administeriag Authority in respect
of the arrangements which are contemplated in the wording of the second part of

paragraph 17.

Paragravh 18 was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention.
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Paragraph 19 vas adopted by 11 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

Paragrahh 20 was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 ebstention.

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

Paragraph 22 vas adopted by 1l votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

Mr. DIEZ de MEDINA (Bolivia) (;uueeret ation from Spanlah) As regards

paragreph 25, the third line "urges the fdministering Authority to give further

serious consideration to this matter ...". in coﬁnexion;wiph ~This parase, my .

delegation suggests tha£ we.shouli change the text to read as follows:
"to_seek an immediate solution” rather then “give furthér_serious

consideration”,

| Mr. ?ELLODI (India):. I should like to supportlﬁhe-amendmentImade bf-
the representative of Bolivia. While IIha?e thé floor, I.should also like to
make the position of my delegation quite clear fegarding lines 5 and 6 of this
paragraph. Ve do not ourselves consider that the difficulty as that posed
by differences in language is a serious one,. ThlS is Jjust to.rmake a res ervatzon

on behalf of my delegation,

Sir Hugh FOOT (Unlted hlngdc ) I think thet I should sey that,

although I have no first-hand Lnowled«e of the situation and tne provlen and

the difficulties, with the greatest respect, I do not feel on benalf of my.
delegatlon thmt I should support the amendment proposed by the representauxve of
Bolivia, with the support of the representative of India. The practlcal
dlfficultles I can imagine, are in fact very great. To force ca*ld en, to be.'
educated in a language which is not their own pwlna“y 1an“uage can oe a very |
grave mistake, I therefore felt some doubt about the wording of the origlnal
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

maeking the change which is now proposed,
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Mr. HOOD (Australia): This matter, as I recall, wes pretty carefully
expleined to the Council by the Special Representative during the discussion
of conditions in the Territory, and it is a wmatter of practical concern,

It is the policy of the Administering Authority thet there should be an
integrated school system wherever the jurisdiction of the Authority runs; that
is the policy. The difficulties in this resvect 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 of this
paragraph as drafted would not perheps 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 immediate nature to be done or even reported upon. This is one
of the matters again which the Visiting Missbon will be able to have a look at

for iteelf on the spot. Regretfully I would have to oppose an amendment in the
sense suggested.

Mr. VELLODI (India): I went to meke just one short point in connexion
with what Sir Hugh Foot said, We believe that there is no question of foreing
anyone to study in a language which is not theirs because the Council is aware,
and we have heard this from the Special Representative, that the medium of
instruction in all the three primary schools is English. It is possible that in
e very low class such as the first or second grade, occaslonally the local -
language is used. It has been confirmed that English is the medium.of instruction,
That is why I made this reservetion on behalf of my delegation, that we do not
consider that the differences in-language are serious ones. We are aware, and

I agree with the representative of Australia, that there may be difficulties,
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We are certain that the Administeriﬁg Authorities want to bring about an
integrated school systﬂm. But the amendme 1t suggested by the rcprcsentatlve
of Bolivia_éay merely that ‘they ‘should seen an 1mmeg1ate so*u tion, and I
cannot myself see any serious objgction to such an amendment, merelj asking
the Administering Autborities to seek an immeﬁiate-solution._ Ir it is fhe
policy of the Administering Authorities to try to bring about an integrated
school system, I think it is in order for the Counc1l to sgy tnat thls should

be done as immediately as pOSglble-

‘Mr. DIEZ de NEDINA (Bolivia) (iﬁterpfetatio'n from Spanish): From

my p01nt of view I should say that I ag:r eé with the renresentatlve Of India,
¢ ;

and that 1s_vhat vanted to put before the Council.

-Sir ﬁhbh POOT (Unlted kln“dom) I accept the corrﬂct&on. I am

gratelul to the representative of 1ndla for what he said, of whlch I vas not
fully aware. Nevertheless, there are dlfferences, ;. imaglne, arlslng from the
fact that the mother tOﬁ&UG of the people concerncd is dlfferent and that it
does pose real dlff cultles, whlch I have no doubt he recognlzes.‘ I would
myaelf suggest to the Conncll tbat 1f we ash for further serloua consideration
to be given we are gomng far enough. 'Lhe wordlng now does su est that there-
is an 1mmed~ate solutlon, whlch 1udeed there ma; not be, and if we end01q the
Administering Authgrlty to. glve further con81deratlon to this matter, 3 have no
doubt lt will be done and I should have thouvht it was suff1c1ent. But uiill
there is not much difference betmeen us and maybe ve can proceed to settle the

matter. I confirm my view that I would prefer the original wording in the draft.

lir. ACLY (United States of America): I wonder if I mey ask for some
clarification.as to Jhst where this amendment fits in éné what words it replaces.
As I understand it from the interpretation, the vords concerﬁed are "seek an
immediate solution"” and it is not quite clear to my delegation whether that is
to replace the words "sive further serious consideration” or whether it replaces
other words as well. “If that is the case, it would read "urges the Administering
Auvthority to seek an imﬁediate solution to this‘mafter'with a view to overcoming
the reported difficulties”, and so on. DMNay I ask if that is a correct |

interpretation.
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lir. DIEZ de IEDINA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): The

amenduwent is to substitute "seek an immediate solution” for Ygive eerious

consideration”. Tot to say "give further serious consideration” but to eay
"seck an immediate solution”.

The PRESTDENT: As I hear no other comments, I shall put to the vote

the emendmert proposed by the representative of Bolivia.

:The amendnent was adopted by € votes to b with 3 abstentions.

Paragraph 25 as_aresnded was adoptad_gy 8 votes to none witp;j abstentions.

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

from Russian): The views of the Soviet delegation on paragraph 24 of the
recommendations of the Drafting Committee on Nauru were clearly put forward at
a previous meeting. As you know, the Soviet delegation took exception to a
number of points made in this paragraph. At that time, however, we did not draw
attention to one additional shortcoming of this paragraph. In the second
sentence of this paragraph a portion of the text of Article 70b of the Charter
vas retained, but ve fail to understand why, having retained one portion of that
text, the Drafting Committee deemed it necessary to delete a clear Charter
provision which is to be found in the Charter in black end 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 make the proposal read as follovs:
"The Council believes, however, that, pending its finel solution, this problem
of the future of the Nauruan people should not be alloved to prevent their
progressive development towards self-government” -- and this is the amendment --
"and independence; and considers that it is necessary to establish realistic
targets reflecting a proper sense of urgency for the rapid and planned advance of
the Territory”, and so forth.

In order~to save the Council's time, moreover, I should like to look
ehend. I would request separate votes on the two parts of paragraph 2&, the
first vote to be on the first sentence and the second vote on the rest of the

paragraph.



AC /v ' 7/PV.117h
' 53840

lir. EDLOWDS (New Zealard): I should like to point out to the
representative of the Sovietrﬁnion:that-he has misquoted the Charter on this
particular amendment. The words in the Cuarter are "self-govermment or
independence”, and the intcrpretation, at least as it came across to me, vwas’
"self-govermment and independence". .This may have been a fault in interpretation,
but if the amendument is being used 'in terms of the Charter, it would:perhaps be
wise to have it in accurate terms of the Charter. However, whether it is
"and independence™ or "or independence", ny delegation will vote against this
amendment on the grounds of simple common sense, because no matter how
independence is interpreted -~ and it is interpreted very widely in this
Organization -- to look at a resolution which talks about independence in cold
bloed for 2,400 people seens to me to get to the state of complete absurdity,
and I regret that I cannot join the representative of the Soviet Union in his
folly.
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Mr. ACLY (United States of America): I think that anothef factor is
involved here: tke 0ld question of what we mean by the word “indspendence”.
There are various interpretations of that word. I think that all of us accept
the wording of the Charter without question, but we do have various
interpretations, as I have said, of the word "independence". Several of these
interpretations were set forth last year by ﬁhe Cormittee of Six which went into
this question rather thoroughly in cénnexion with the Non-Self-Governing
Territories. _

Therefore, my delegation would have nb diffiéulty at all in accepting the
use in this paragraph of the actual wording of the Charter -- provided, of course,
that the term "or independence" and not "and independsnce” is used -- with the

reservation that "independence" may mean different things to different people.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I wish to correct my statement of my amendment. It should read "or

independence” and not Yand independence®.

Mr. VELLODI (India): Since my delegation proposes to go along with
vhat the New Zealand representative regards as the "folly" of the Soviet Union,
I think that a word of explanation is necessary.

We certainly agree that the Charter should be quoted accurately, and I am
glad that the Soviet Union representative has corrected his amendisent so that
the phrase will read "self-government or independence™. In this connexion, I
should also like to say that, whatever the future may hold for the people of
Nauru, my delegation considers that, particularly in the light of the last part
of paragraph 24, where we refer to resolution 1514 of the General Assembly, the
Trusteeship Agreement and the United Nations Charter, the amendment suggested by
the Soviet Union representative is quite in order for inclusion in the Couneil's

conclusions on this Territory.
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The Soviet amendment to add the words "or independence” after the word

"self-governnent” in the second sentence of paragreph 2k was adopted by 10 votes
to 3. ' o

The first sentence of paragraph 2l was adopted by 12 votes to 1.

The second sentence of paragraph 24, as amended, was adonied by 9 votes

to none, with 4 ebstentions,

Ir. HOOD (Austrelia): I wish to make two observations,

First, as regards the Soviet amendment which the Council has aéopted and
vhich I voted against, I would point Sut that the inclusion of the words "or
independence"” in the second senterce of paragraph 24 is quite plainly in conflict
with the intention and meaning of the first sentence of the paragraph, in which
explicit recognition is given to the parbicular circumstances of the Territory,‘
including its small size and the waning nature of its economy. I think that
that contradiction is quite apparent. I do not wish to use strong terms, but
I think that it carries the seeds of absurdity.

Secondly, I am bound to point out that the Administering Authority, both in
this connexion and in more general connexions, has always 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 this
question which had been issued by the Minister for Territories, That is the
position of the Administering Authority. It would not be honest if I or the
hustralian Government allowed anyone to think that the Administering Authority
would be in & pesition, so far as can be foreseen, to bring back any positive
assurances to the Council on the Council's recommendation in the direction of the
establishment of target dates in the political field.

I shall therefore have to abstain from the vote on paraegreph 24 as a whole.
Indeed, I should perhaps oppose it because of the self-contradictory nature of

part of it.
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Yo-agraph 2% as a whole, as amended, was adopted by 9 votes to none, with
i ebstentions.

The recommendation contained in pareagraph 5 of the Drafting Committee's

report (T/L.1026, page 1) was adopted by 12 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT: The next meeting of the Council will be held on
Wednesday 2t 10.30 a.m. A second meeting will be held at 3 p.ms if necessary.

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

of the Standing Committee on Petitions, as well as the following items: the
adoption of the chapters on conditions in the Trust Territories, the adoption of
the Council's renort to the Security Council, and the adoption of the Council's

report to the General Assembly.

The nmeeting rosec at 12,20 p.m.






