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AGENPA ITEH 3c

EXAMINATION OF CONDITIONS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF NAURU: KEPORT OF THE
- DRAFTING COM4ITTEE (T/L.1039 end Add.l, L.1051) (continued)

4t the invitation of the President, VMr. McCarthy, Special Representative for

Nauru under Australian administration, took a place at the Trusteeship Council

table.

The PRESIDENT: When we adjoufned yesterday we were in the middle of

discussing certain amendments to the report of the Drafting Committee. I do
not believe it is necessary at this time to recall the amendments that have
been propoéed. Theré was zan amendmeﬁt proposed by the representative of the
Soviet Union zrd an amendment to that amendment proposed by the representative .
of Bolivia, and also a separate amendment proposed by the representative of
lew Zealand. -

I give the floor to the representative of Bolivia on a point of order.

Lr. SALAMAKCA {Bolivia) (interpretatic_m from Spanish): Briefly, and

in view of the debate we have had on this point, I telieve I can submit a
provossd awendwent vhich would be completely separate, which would not be
subumitted as an emerdment to the emendment of the Soviet delegation, since

our view is different from that of the Soviet Union.

The PRESIDENT: I thank the representative of Bolivia feor that

clarification arnd give the floor now to the representative of the United States,

the first speaker on my list.

-lire TOYES (United States of america): I am not aguite clear as to the
situvation with respect to the amendment that the representative of PBolivia
proposed at our last weeting, but perhaps at this point I could speak to the

Soviet amendment in particular and come back to the other later.
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(iir. Noyes, United States)

The amenduent proposed by the representative of the Goviet Union gives me
considerable difficulty. I would like to associate myself with the remarks weade
yesterday by the representétivé of Nev Zealand and, particularly, with those made
by Sir Hugh Focot. Ly aelegation feels very strongly that it is in no way fair
to the interests of the Nauruan pecple to mislead them as to the realities of
the situation in which they find themselves. 4s I indicated during the general
®bate, my delegation is not prepared to cowrment on the proposals submitted by
the Iocal Government Council to the Government of Australié'on 19 June. The
Justralian Government has not yet had time to submit to us their reactions to
thece procesals. It cgeems to us that it would be entirely inappropriate under
these circumstances for the Trusteeship Council to consider bommenting in any-
way on these proposals, let alone endorsing them. IMay I point out that we are
not dealing here with the question of whether the Nauruans should be given their
independence on the island of Nauru; we are dealing here with proposals relating
to a nev home for the Nauruans. Whether this new home is on an island or on
the mainland, it necessarily involves arrangements for the MNauruans to settle
on territory now belbnging to a State which has sovereign rights over its own
territory. Whether this State is Austrzliz or some other, it seems clear to
wy delegation that it is teyond the competence of the Trusteeship Council to
weke or endorse proposais to that State involving the cession or other
dicpociticon cf any part of its territory. 4ny State is of course free to
negotiate with the Haurvans for the cession cr permanent use of its territory.

It is of course open to the Australian Government and pecple to negotiate an

A

agreevent with the Nauruans for the cession or use of their territory by the
Kauruans under arrangewments acceptable to all cdncerned, and we would welccome any
agreement which the two parties worked out tetween themselves. DBut it is
certainly no part of the obligation of Austrzlie., as the Ldministering futhority
under the Charter or the Trusteeship fgreement, to rake available any part of

its own territory for this purpose. May I point out also that we do not have
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(Mr. Noyes, United States)

before us the views of the Government to which the Nauruan proposals have been
presented and vhose territory is being sought. I cannot believe that this Coﬁncil
intends to deal with an extraordinary problem of this nature, involving the
sovereignty of a mwember of this Council over an as yet unidentified portion of

its territory, without at least waiting for an expressioﬁ of views by that member.

Certainly my delegation is not prepared to do so.
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(¥ir. Noyes, United States)

I might suggest that if this proposal had been directed not to the
sustralian Goverrment but to one of the other Governments rePresenﬁed at this
table, seeliing a similar arrangement on territory belonging to it, the
representative of that Government here would be vigorously opposing any éction
by this Council on the matter before his Goverrment had considered it fully and
provided full instructions.

‘This proposal goes beyond the jurisdiction of the United Nations in another
respect, as has been pointed out during the debate by the representative of India.
The propecsal cutlines certain treaty arrangements which might be ﬁade between
sovereign Ilauru nation and the Australian Goverrment. VWnile I have no doubt that
the future status of the Nauruan people is proper subject mattér for consideration
by the Trusteeship Council, I doubt that it is competent or that it would be the
part of wisdcm for it to beccme involved in the details of any treaty arrangements
which would carry on beyond the termination of the Trusteeship Agreement.

I believe that Sir Hugh Foot has put his Tfinger on the crucial point here.
© He very sericusly doubt the wisdcem of arousing the Nauruan people's hopes to
unrealistic heights, The United Iations, if it considered it appropriate and
wise, might premote the independence of the 2,400 Nauruans as a separate nation
on its own island. As we see it, however, such an outccme would not solve the
problem of the lauruans, and they have told us clearly that they have turned
their backs on this idea in favour of the develorment of a new home elsevhere.
They must in their own interests face their problem realistically. The essence
of their ﬁroblem is that they must reach agreement with a sovereign nation upon
the arrangements for the use of scme part of its territorj. Vhile the cession
or other arraﬁgements for the permanent use of such territory may be possible,
it is clearly & most unusual process and must be voluntarily agreed to.

The Hauruvans should recoghize that there is little of anything that the
United Naticns can za2ppropriately do to press any nation to givé up parv of its
territory to them. In the final analysis they must rely upon the good will of
the other party to the arrangement.

For these reasons I am copposed to the Soviet amendment and will vote against

it.
yj
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Mr. COISE (France)(interrretation frem French): I should briefly like

 to explain the vote of-my delegation on paragraph 3 of the Drafting Committee's
report and also on the amendments which have been sutmitted.

My delegaticn feels that the Council should adhere to the formula presented
vy the Draffing Ccrmittee, a formula wvhich is satisfactory both as regards logic
and because it is in the very interests of the Nauruan people., In fact, we feel
that if the Soviet amendment were adopted there would be a contradiction between
paragraph 1 and paragraph 3 of the report since in paragraph 1 we reguest
kustralia to undertake two series of inquiries in £wo parallel directions,
namely, the resettlement of the Neuruasns on another islend or their settlement
on Australian soil. Thus, everything will depend on the future home of the
Nauruvans and today, here in the Trusteeship Council, we cannot make any decisions
concerning the Nauruan proposals made on 9 June 1562, These proposals are quite
recent; they have not been studied fully by the Trusteeship Council; we are alsc
awvaiting the reaction -- and it is indispensable that we should know this
‘reaction ~- of the Australian Government. Consequently, any decision taken today
would be premature.

I should like to recall that in our statemwent in the general debate we said
that the Trusteeship Ccuncil should not maintain an illusion or rrolong
uncertainty. We also said that any decision at this stage of cur work on ﬁhé
fuiure houe of the Naurusns -- a hbme whose name we do not know yet -- and also
any discussions on the stipulations of an eventual friendsnip treaty with
Australia seem to us to be totally premature; _

Therefore, under these conditions, my delegation can vote only for the

text ﬁresented by the Drafting Ccrmittee.

Mr. CORNER (liew Zealand): Yesterday I suggested an amendment or an
addition to the firét sentence of paragraph 3 in crder, I hoped, to make the
surrary of the Nauruan prpposal which appears in that paragraph a more accurate
one. Vhen I read the paragraph, assuming that my amendrwent were accepted, I
realize that it still is not a full suvomary of the proposal, and the more
I try to rmake this paragraph a full and accurate summary, the more I realize

that this could only be done by a complete revording and enlargement of the vhole
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paragraph, wnich would make it, I think, inapprcrriate for the present document.
I theréfore feel that paragraph 3 in the form already prcpesad by the Drafting

Ccrmittee is sufficient for its purpese, as the reopresentative of China pointed
out at a much earlier stage. I therefore wish to withdraw my suggestion for an

-

addition to the first sentence of paragreph .

Yir. SALAMATCA (Bolivia)(interpretation from Spenish): After hearing the

statements made in the Trusteeship Council, I think that there is a eclear-cut
rmajority in favour of the original text vresented by the Brafting Conmittee.

I should like to ask for scme clarification on a point and I should also like to
make a brief explanaticn.

In the first place, the Council of Hauru has indicated conditionally and
has stated that those were their main conditions for the transfer of their hcmes.
Iet us suppose that the Council did not take into zcccunt the point of view
presented by the Council of Nzuru in discussing the prcolemn of the transfer,

In that case, the powers under the Trusteeship ~greement wculd s¢ill be valid,

so the Council cculd conly teke note of the position maintained by the population
of Nauru. Butin my amendrent I suggest that we shculd take note with

syrmpathy of that point of view beceuss if the Nauruan population is transferred
to another island snd if their rights are still valid under the rresent agreexent,
I think that the Counecil should take note that this is conditional and that this
is the minimure that we can accept.

I must say here that I have serious dcubts concerning the pessibilities
offered to such & =mall population. In any case, this is & point of view which
is taken frcr. the Agreement. The Nauruan populaticn has certain rights, and it
" has the right to accept self-government or to rencunce it. This is a possibility
which exists and which is guite obviocus from the internaticral point of view.
That is why I should like to withdraw m; amendment to the Soviet emendment.

In the first place, the diffecrence of opinion which we have with the Scviet
Union is quite clear. We are willing to accept the fact that the proposzl of the
Fauruan population is conditional. Ve cculd perhans change the viord "erndorses"
cr add the words Ywith sympathy” because this population is looking for another
hcme and il a certain country would eccert their trarnsfer to its own territory,

I think that this is the minimum of the rights they have that we should reccgnize.
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I do not velieve that anyone in the Council would maintain that we have

no sympatiy for that point of view. I therefore thinlk that my position
is perfectly solid. Ve should at least indicate that we view these
proposals with sympathy. It is not enough merely to take note of them.

e must recognize that the position of the population is a difficult ard
complex one. . I

Hence, I should like to make a change in my own amendment -~ namely,that
the paragraph should begin with the words "The Council views with sympathy
the proposals ...". That is the least that we can do for the population of
Fauru.

The representatives of the people of Nauru have not_submitted anything

final. But these people certainly have rights even in the case of a

transfer of their home. ‘Hence, I think that it would be perfectly logical
Tor the Council to express its sympathy. We must not forget that the

entire econcmy of the Territcry was based on the export of phosphates._ Now we

are talking about transferring the people to another place. Certainly the
right of seli-determination exists. I am not proposing that we should say
that th2 Council accepts these proposals in a final and definite way. But the
least that we can dc is to take note with sympathy of the desires of the people

S TEay
L Faurax.

O

Iir. HCOD (Australia): . I have listened with sympathy to what has
just been said by the representative of Bolivia. ’

I would seriously ask him not to press his emendment. @ As I have already
said, the text of the Drafting Committee appears to us to be completely
approPriate.to the actual position within the Trusteeship Council. In the text
submitted by the Drafting Cocomittee the Council would note with interest the
proposals submitted to the Govermnment of Australia. ith all respect I would -
say that I do pot think any case has been made out for noting with sympathy,
as distinct from noting with interest. Vhat, realiy, is the difference? It is
not necessarily the function of the Council to be sympathetic: the function of

the Council is to be judicious, and also, of course, to be well informed.
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As regards a_sympethetic approach, I think that if paragraph 3 is taker,
not by itself, but in relation to other parts of the draft report there is
sufficient evidence of the basic sympathy of the Council with the aspirations of
the Faurvan people. In paragraph 2 the Council "trusts that ... the
Administering Authority will fully respect the desire of the Niauruan recpla to
retain its national identity". In paragraph 5, the Council bears in mind the
"importance of assisting the lauruan people to be self-governing in all their
dcmestic affairs™. And I dare say there are other phrases to the same intent.
I think that the whole report is sympathetic, in that sense, with the |

Mauruan people.

-

I fear that it will cause some of us further difficulty if the represe**ntivé

——l

of Bolivia insists on his amendment to paragraph 3. I therefore appeal to
him not to press that amendment. Indeed, it would be far better if we did not
have to vote on any amendment -- but that is another question,which w2 have

not yet reached.

iir. SALIVAKCA (Bolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): I have ro

objecticn tc accepting what the representative of Australia has just szid,

But in discussing a protlem such as Vauru we are dealing with important

general principles. I shculd therefore like to repeat my arguments, briefly.
I ¢o not think thkat it is encugh to say that the Council notes with

interesst. The population of Mauru has indicated general conditions, which

they may withdraw during the course of the negotiations. Hewever, during these

negotiations the sadministering Auvthority should at least know that the Courncil

is sympathetic with these suggestions by thza people of INauru. Ve should be
leogical.,
I do not have any strcong objections tc withdrawing oy amendment. But. X

think that if we agree that we must uvphold hare the principle of seli-determination

there should be no problemn.

Sir Hugh FOCT (United Kingdem): Ve have made it clear that we zre

in favour of the maintenance of the text oprepared for the Council by the
Drafting Cemmitice, In view, hcwever, of what has been sald by the

representative of Polivia, I should like to make it very clear ~- if indeed that



BC/en : T/PV.1201
13-15
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is necessary ~-- that I am sure that every mermber cof this Council has the
greatest sympathy with the l'auruan people in the dilemra facing them. I believe
that we could ask the Head Chief to tale that message bacll to his people. I
think it was reflected in every speech made on this subject in the Trusteeship
Council. I am sure that that is one factor on which we are unanimous,

- particularly those of us who have had the privilege of reeting the Nauruan

reople cn their own island and sharing with them to somz extent the anxiety
vhich they feel. There is no doubt whatever that all cf us in the Visiting
tiission and in this Council have the greatest sympathy with thése people.

I would not wish that such a matter should be dealt with by amendment--of
the draft before us because I think that this would be an unsatisfactory
exercise. Ls I have said, there is no doubt whatever that we have the
greatest sympathy with these people who face such a dreadfully difficult
decision in the future. ' e

I therefore hope that the Trusteeship Council will rnot dispute or disagree

-

>r divide on that issue. I am perfectly certain that every member of the
Council Teels towards the people of IHauru the utmost symwathy in their problem,
snd T hove that the Head Chief will so report tc his pecsle.

The representative of Polivia has, I am sure, expressed the views of many
mepbers oy the Council -- certainly of myself -- but e would probably agree

+that this is 2 matter cn tthich there must be no doubt and ne division.

Cir. KILUAT (India): iy delegation has given very careful consideratio-
tc the amendument prcrosed to paragraph 3 by the Soviet delegation -- that is,
replacing the words “notes with interest” by the word "endorses". I have also

o

given very careful consideration to the further amendment proposed by the

s . S s i 5id e ey
+hat the paragraph begin with "The Council views with sjmpathy”.
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(ifr. Kidvai, India)

's far as the word "endorses” is concerned, we are not shy of endorsing
anything provided we know wrat ve are endorsing. The amendment reads:

"The Ccimittee endorses the proposals sutmitted by the Resettlement
Sub-Committee of the Nauru Local Governrent Council, etc. "
These proxcsals are set forth in document T/1€C0, from which I shall read a few
caragraphs in order to explain the difficulty of my delegation. OCn page two of
this document we read the following:

"In brief the Hauruan people propose the creation of a sovereign

ITauruan ﬂation governed by Mauruvans in their own interest but related to
Lustralie ©y a Treaty of Friendship, details of which are not yet developed

developed ..." (T/1L00 page 2)

The report continues:
"The Neuruan people have not yet determined, in full, the final form
of the Government they wisn for the Natruan nation.” (Ibld)
i7ith regard to sovereignty, the revort states: "... we desire the Nauruan
nation to te sovereign and free to govern itself." (EEE@) But the details have not

yet teen delermined.

~s to the Ccnst1t1L ch, the Hauruans say that they would "wish that a written
constitution be develored”. (Ibid) id)
Concerning a Farlizrment, they say thet "2t present we visualize a unicaggzg&
legislature®. (Ibid)
Under the heading "Exe cablve ve read the following:

"i'e are 1nue“esued in tke executive system of government in Tcngo and

estern Somoa, bubt our mind is open on this qaegtlon. (Ibid, page 3)

Concerning international assocwatwon the Nauruan ns say: '

"e should wvish the Nauruen nation to be a member of the British

Comronwealth of Kations." (Ibid)

I could continue reading this docucent and finding everywhere the same thing.
iy delegation wvould have wished to endcrse anything if we knew exactly what we
vere endorsing. If it is the question of finding a new home for the MNeuruan nation,
it should te spelled out. It should be stated that this is what we wish to endorss

e know thaet the guestion of finding an island for a sovereign Naurvan nation has
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been accepted by the Government of Australia and by all the people. If we
endorse this principle cf finding an island, we should also indicate that it must
te a suitable islard. Trerefore, if ve are to endorse somethlng uron whlcn we

shall have to stand 1p the Council, in tne Fourth Committee and everywhere else,
Iwe must know exactly what we are endorsing. That is the reason vhy we cannot

suprort the proposal to "endorse”.

I should like to have some clarification from the representative of the

Soviet Union as to his rosition, after which my delegation may wish to mdke further

remarks on thls matter.

Mr. OBEREHKO'(Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): The representative of Irdia has put the follouing'question to us: what
is the position.of the Soviet delegation? Ve consider that we Lhave airead&
explained our position guite clearly and on several occasions.

tle have before us as 2 major issue the question of the future of Nauru.
‘Several proposals have been made. 'gparf from the proposals of the people of
MNauru themselves, no other proposal makes provision for the creation of an
indegendent, sovereizn Haurvan Stete or of an independent Nauruan community
according to the principles contained in the Ceclaration of the General Assembly.
That is well known to 211l. The proposal -- whether made by the administering
2

Luthority or by the Visiting lMission -~ that the Nauruans should be resettled iu

AT, ¢ e ~

sustralias end thus tne Hauruan comLunlty liguidated has been rejected by the Naurupv

people. Thus we have 2 clear choice before us.

The Soviet delegation suprorts the prorosals of the Nauruan people, which
BProue .als are fully in accord with the prirnciples of the Charter and of the
Declargtlon. These are a stztement of the will of the people of the Trust
Territory, and we support them. That is the whole 901nt and purpose of our

amendment.
I must point out that in the report of the Drafting Committee, in all its

conclusions and recommendations, there is no reference whatever to the Deciaration

of the Gensral -ssembly. Cn the other hand, we note, when the representative of
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Bolivia, particularly in the last version of his awmendrent, is trying, rather
meekly, to bring in a reference to the principle of seli-determination and the
provisicns of the Declaration, that a united front is Teing created by all the
colonialists here, even in this meek reference to tine Teclaration. The
representatives of ~ustralia, the United Kingdom and of the other colonial Povers
are trying to exert pressure upon the representetlve of Beolivia, insisting that e
should not have his amendment put to a vote. They are not making a similar
attempt with regerd to the Soviet Union amendment tecause they know that such an
attempt would be pointless.

e shall not withdraw our amendnrent; we shall otlige all the colonialists
to vote against it, if they wish; but we wish to bring them out into the open.
They can say that they sympathize with and defend the interests of the ropulation,
but when it ccres to an sctual decision and to the formulation of our conclusions .
and recow.endations, thes Jo: 2ll ziovt their declerations and say: let us’
adopt the text without any amendments.

Of course, in such a body as the Trusteeship Council the colonial Fowers have
2 majority and can adopt any decisicn however avsurd iT mey ‘te and however
unacceptaible to the indigerous population.

lie can see here the emergence of a new dance, so to speak, which may be
descrikted a2s typical of the detates in the Trusteeshipr Cownecil. It is a kind of
coleonialist vertal twist., The representatives of the Urnited States and the
United Kin 1gdom allege that the Soviet amendment does not serve the interests of

the indigenous population of the Trust Territory. That is a ronstrous allegation.

=

How can anyone in his right mind say that support of the provosals of the Nauruans
does not accord with the interests of the lauruans? ilhere 1s the logic? Perhaps
this is a cclonialist kind of logic which implies the sbvsence of concon sense or
human logic. I one follows that kind of colonialist logic, then one might go on
to say thalt we can tehead a person and thet to do so will be in his own interests.
The representative of the United States said that the Soviet amendment went
beyond the competence of the Trusteeship Council. Cn what tasis did he make such

an ascertion? In raragraph one of the annex to the Draftinz Comwittee's report
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it is stated that an alternative proposal would be the establishment of a

Nauruan community centre in Australia, whereas the Nauruans are asking that they

be given an acceptable island for resettlement. The Nauruans call for a serarate

state, and in that they have our support.



RSH/ids T/PV.1201
2L -

(tir. Cbteremko, USSR)

Then the representatives of the colonial Pcwers ccre and state thet this
dces not fall witkin the ccmretence of the Trusteeship Ccuncil. But the

resettlement of the Nauruans on the territory of Austrelia is alsc a

H

esettlement cn the territory cf a scvereign State. Vhy do they nct follcw
their cwn logic in this? I am speaking to the representative of the Unitea
States, and I ask why they do not follcw their cwn logic and say that
raragraph 1 likewise gces beyond the ccmretence of the Trusteeship Council.
How can cne make such things colncide 1n that kind of logie?  Your positicn
is illecgical and inconsistent.

The Scoviet delegation tases itself on the Tact that at the present time
the Trusteeship Courncil should be guided by the Charter and by the decisicns
of the General Assembly. The Trusteeship Counéil cperates under the guidance
of the General Assembly, and we shculd not overlook this, gentlemen colconielists.
The Trusteeship Ccurcil rust te guided ty the provisicns of the Declarsticn

of the General Assembly, and this Declaraticn is not even mentioned in your

jarl

r

W

draft reccmmendaticns conclusicns. These reconmendations and cconclusicns
rake no provisicn for the implementaticn of that Declaration, and when refarence

is made tc varicus vlens for resettlement, an attenpt is mele to push aside
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rircirally at issue, narely, that even ncw, at this very mcnent,
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nd as in previcus years, there is an ogren colonial plundering
the Trust Territory. The phcsphateé are being removed frcm this island

by dey end by night, and there is virtually a physical dismemberment of the
Trust Territcry. The indigencus inhabitants &re ncw saying teat their
phesphates are teing taksn from ther ard they will not have enything to live
on, so they must be giver ancther island. DBut even that you refusa them.

That is why, in full respcnsivility, we wish to state that at the present time
in the Trusteeship Council the coclonial Pcwers are preraring a plan designed
tc go against the interests of the indizencus populaticn of FHeuru. That plan
has been rejected by the Nauruan recple, but that pian, in one fcrm cr another,

is being dragged through the Trusteeship Couneil, &t least in ibs preliminary
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form, so that subsequently it may te strengthened and ccnsolidated, and
the Scviet Union dces not want any rart of that.

fe resolutely and categorically oppose such a plan, and that is why we
intrcduced our emendment. Ve intrcduced it in order to show the Nauruans
that there are forces in the Trusteeship Council which support them and
endorse their positicn and so that they might recognize those forees which
act against them. -

Ve wish to point ocut that tﬁe Mew Zealand representative became afraid
even of his own amendment and hestily withdrev it, since in that amendment it
was indicated that after all scme new island should be found. The proposal
of the Nauruans is based on the idea that a new island should be found for -
them in place of their island which is ncw being dismembered, piece by piece,

It aprears that when we speak about a small populaticn, 2,5C0 people, we are

told that this is 2 microscopic problem and they cannot understand hcw the
Declaration could be applied to such a srall ctnmunity. The representatives

say they do not even kncw whether it should be resettled and whether it should
‘be teken frcm Neuru and resettled on another island. But that is where the
-hypccracy_of the colcnizlists appears. Vhy, in the case of such a small
ccrmunity of 2,500 peopie has it been necessary to have an administration
ccmposed of three States, the United Kingdcm, fiustralia and New Zealand?

Such powerful and united forces were required in order to engage in trusteeship.
It is gquite clear that these Pcwers never ccntemplated and will never '
sericusly contemplate bringing the Nauruan ccrmunity to inderendence. They

are principally interested in the natural wealth of the country, the phosphateé.

Ve stress this fact again because this is bteing beclcuded in varicus
ways by the representatives of the coleonislist Powers, and the attention of the
Trusteeship Council is being oriented tcwards the varicus alternatives of the
resettlenent of the Nauruans. Ve cannot éonceal cur surprise with regard to the
staterwents of the representatives of the colonialist Pcwers when they express
sympathy with the pecple of Nauru. But when the Belivian representative

proposed his very mcderate amendment that this should te stated in the text,
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they taulked at that and irmediately decided to squeeze it out. They are
afraid even.to include that in their decisions.

The Soviet delegaticn will insist upon its amendment. Ve request you,
ir. President, to put it to & roll-call vote so that the meruer in which
the representatives voted ray te made clear for all, If this amendrent
is not accepted, then we shall consider that the whole orientation of the
report of the Drafting Ccmmittee, all its reccmmendaticns, run éounter-to the
interests of the Nauruan pecple and that they are radically at variance with
the interests of the Nauruan people. We shall vote against them and we will
not particirate in what is being prepared here for the Nauruan people. YWe
shall continue further to uncover the plans of the colcnialists and
transfer cur position to the General Assembly, where perhaps we may find a
just solution, if this cannot be achieved in_the Trusteeship Council, the
orgen of the colcnialists. It is precisely because we are dealing with a
7ery small ccrmurity that we think it needs protection and support frcm the

United Naticns.

Mr. SALAMANCA (Bolivia) (interpretaticn frcm Spanish): Very briefly,

I should like to recazll the words used by the Soviet representative when he

spoke  of the pressure exercised by a number of representatives here to lead

=
w
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mcdify ocur positicn. 1y position is extreenly simple} The Soviet
Unicrn sresertsan zbsolute problem to the Ccuncil and takeS an absolutely
rigid attitude. Iiy pcsition is both logical and practical.

The populaticn of Nauru is the only cne which is able to say how the
rrinciple of_éelf-determination should be zpplied, ard we wish to defend that
positicn. In this, I agree witn the representative of.Indiz who said quite
ciearly that this decision is not final or definite. ¥e should say that we
fully symrathise with the position taken by the populaticn of Nauru and that we

are ncot making any final decision of any kind.
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As has been said by the United Kingdcm representative, we all have
sympathy for the position of the Nauruan people, z2nd I think that this
symrathetic feeling can be shared by everyone. I apologize if I am a little
energetic in replying to the Soviet representative. I do not kncw what the

Council will accept. I submitted my amendment because I did nct wish to take
any definite position, ana'I kncw full well that there is nothing of that kind
implied in this debate. ' ' ;

The Soviet representative knows very well that when I carry out tasks on
behalf of the Council I do so without fear. and under no pressure. In the
Visiting lMission I have at heart only the interests of the people -- this
was true in Nauru and New Guinea as it was in the Pacific Islands. I am very
astonished that the Soviet representative should go so far as to state publicly

that I am changing my amendment as the result of colonialist pressure in.the

Trusteeship Council.
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It is possible that Bolivia will be the only country to vote for my emendrent
vut I wish to say finally that the population of “ﬂufu can count upon my delngtlon‘s

sympathy.

lir. HCOD (Australia): The representetive of the Soviet Union has taken
the occasion of the discussion on his proposed =zmendment to launch one of his
familiar invectives against the Administering futhority of this Trust Territory.
I £ind it necessary to stigmatize his statement as a callous distortion,

He spoke of the interests of the Nauruan people. Can it honestly be imagined
fer one merncut that the version of the circumstances vhich he attcrmpted to put
before the Council is one that, in any conceivable way, could advance the interesis
of the Nauruan'people? I would surmise that the fauruan people zare a good deal
heppier to be dealing, as they are dealing, with the Australian Government on these
matters aifecting their future than they would e if they vwere dealing with the

~

Governrent of the Soviet Union.
lir. XTAIG (China): I very much dislike to involve myself in this

unnecessarily nrotracted ds 4

bete, However, in tkhe light of what has transpired in
the Council, I feel obligzd to say & few words about the situvation vhich now
confronts us. _ _

First of 2ll, T must declare how very much impressed I em with the pertinént
rerarks made by the representative of the United States, He has, in fact, raised
the level of discussion on the point‘Pefore the Council., I must congratulate my
distinguished friend, Mr. loyes.

It seems to me that we are very much confused with regard to one thing.

Actually, I was morally responsible for having the lNauruan proposals set out in
2 document and circulated to the Council; that was done at my rsquest and those
proposals were never submitted to the Council by the Head Chief. The proposals
were submittzd to the australian Governmenﬁ, which told us that they would be
further discussed with the Hauruan leaders this coming August. Therefore, it is

important to remember that those proposals have never been before the Council.
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I think it is superfluous for any of us to go into the details of any part
of the proposals. As a matter of fact, very few of us here have discussed the
. proposals in the general debate and, as was said, it would be inappropriate for ths
Council to take any decision on this matter before the Australian Government inforrs
the Coﬁncil of its final decision with regard to them.

A great deal has been heard here with respect to whether or not we have been
kind to the lleuruan people. I am quite sure that the Head Chief, who is present
here, dces not want mere lip service. He does not seek sympathy alone. What he
really wants from this Trusteeship Council is sound advice, That is what he is
expecting us to give. And I must say that such sound advice is contained in many
of the recommendations and conclusions which this Council is about to approve. I
am certain that the Head Chief has read all the speechés which have taken place in
this Council in previous years and he knows perfectly well where each delegation
stands in this matter.

At this time, it seems to me, it is our duty to demonstrate to the Nauruan
people that they may retain their trust and confidence in this Council. It is
therefore insufficient merely to mbuth words in order to win the sympathy of the
l'lauruzn peonle. Whet we rmust do is to give them sound =advice.

Therefore, as I said yesterday, my delegetion will not be able to vote for any

roposal to amend reragraph 3 of the draft report., Consistent with our position
yesterday, my delegation will not take part in a vote on any amendment to the

aragrorh vhich is new before the Couneil.
Erar

‘The PRESID:ZNT: Before giving the flopor to the next speaker,. I must

apologize to the Council; I do have to leave in order to catch a plane. I will
therefore turn the Chair over to our Vice-President., I am sure the Council will
agree with me that, sitting in the Chair, the representative of Bolivia may speak
and vote as such. I now turn over the Chair to him.

Mr, Salaranca (Bolivia), Vice-President, tcok the Ckair.

Mr. KIDUAI (India): The statements which heve been made here, both today
and previously, have convinced me that the concensus of opinion in this Council is
that the wishes of the Nauruan people in regard to their resettlement is a matter

of porarount importance. No one here has disagreed with that concept.
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The proposals subnitited by the ilauruans are not yet fully developed; they
need further discussion and further steps must be taken to make them complete and
thorough, For this reason, the Council has not been able to consider them fully,
With regard to paragraph 3, I should like informally to propose an amendment wnich,
if it obtains support, I will then propose formally.

In place of "notes with interest", I would substitute the words "decides to
give sympathetic consideration”. Therefore, the paragraph vould read:

"The Council decides to give sympathetic consideration to the proposals ...".

I should like to hear the reactions of other delegations to my suggestion.

If ve find any agreement with it, we shall propose it formally.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation frem Spanish): With the permission of the
rerbers of the Council, I should like to say a few wcrds on this suggestion,
speaking in behali of my delegation.

I am inclined to support the suggestion made by the representative of India
which, realistically speeking, has the same value as the Bolivian proposal. I
would therefore vote in fawvour of it,

I am certein that otker members of the Council will now wish to express their
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Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingddm): I think we all feel that we are

approaching a stage when we can conclude this discussion. But I would like, if I
may, to:say one or twoc words in reply to the speech made just now by the
"representative of the Soviet Union. He sets himself up as a spokesman for the
Nauruan people. But my experience is that the Nauruan people are rerfectly
capable .0 gpeaking for themselves. He distorts the position by saying that the
Nauruan people have rejected as unacceptable the prorosals which have been set out
in our report. That is not Ttrue. Indeed, the Nauruan people have indicated that
they would welccme what ve have proposed, which is that they should be given all
the facts and the full informztion before they come to their conclusion.

The Soviet representative further distorts the position by saying in so many
words that we have refused to consider a proposal for an alternative island for
the Nauruan people. That is not true. It has been.said before, and since it has
been said again I woula deny it again. Our recommendation is perfectly clear that
a search should be rade for an alternstive island immédiately and thoroughly in
consultation with the people of Hauru, and tha£ should be cne of the alternatives
which should be set before them in comparison with the other which is also set
before them so that thsy can have the full position on which to make a decision.

The MNauruan people have s2id that they warmly welcome the other proposals which we

have put forward in regzardé to a greater part in the management of their own affairs.

These things carnot bte overlooked, thzy cannct be denled. It is necessary, in
view df what the representative of the Soviet Union has szid, to sa& themn again.
hen anyone speaks of hypocrisy and questions the gcod faith of the members
of this Council, he must come here with clean ﬁands. We will pay greéter respect
to the views of the representative of the Soviet Union when we have some
information atout progress towards independence of the Soviet colonies in the -

Pacific -- the Scviet colonies under Soviet administration and under Soviet --

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

Russian): & point of order.

The FRELIDENT (interpretation frem 3panish): I give the floor to the

representative of the soviet Union on a point of order.
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Mr. CEXRENKO (Union of Soviet socialist Republics) (interporestation Ix

Russian): Yes, iir. rresident, it will be a point of order. aiter that you may
verheps permit me to exercise our right of reply in connexion with scme cf the
statements and you might perhaps give us the opportunity of saying what our
position is with respect to the awmzndment which has been introduced.

First of all, on this pcint of order. Ve note that when the representative
of the United Kingdom runs cut-of gun povder and out of arguments, he then tegins
to resort to anti-Soviet calumny. He natters about everything that may run intc
the mind of his feverish intellect. Ve believe that some of his most recent
figments have no relationship whatsoever to reality nor to the question at present
under discussion. I consider that if the representative of a colonial Power
prefers to be feverish while being conscious, I suggest that he do so not in the
Trusteeship Council nor in any other orgen of our Organization. Here we shall not
vermit the representative of the United Kingdom to engage in anti-Soviet exercises
in slander. Let him speak of his cwn position. Let him present his positicn and
let him deal with the metter at hand.

The FRESIDSET (interpretation from sSpanish): I would recall to the

representative of the Soviet Union that he, of course, can exercise his rignht of
reply. But his intervention at this time is not a point of order. OF course,
he is zzrfectly entitled toc make use of his right of regly. \le shall now continue

to listen to the represenistive of the United Kingdom.

Mir. CBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation fror

Russian): Point of order.

The PRESIDEKET (interpretation frem Spanish): Which is the voint of order

lMr. Representative of the Soviet Union?

Mr. OBEREMKC (Union of Soviet Socialist Ropublics) (interpretation frem

Bussian): lir. President, I do not know whether you heard in interpretaotion yhat
the representative of the United Kingdem was good enough to utter here ‘or]

2. YFerhaps

the interpretation into Spanish was different and you did not hear thocse words,

2
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or pernaps the interpretation was rot quick enough to have those words transmitted
© to you. But the representative of the United Kingdem spoke ‘here of things which
have no relationship at all to the agenda and which in fact do not exist.

My statement in connexion with the point of order consists of the request that
you call +to order the representative of the United Kingdom who has really gone
a little too far afield, that you remind him of the fact that he is not a Governor
of Cyprus or Nigeria or some otner former colony, but that he happens to be in the
Trusteeship Council and therefore he should speak in observance of certain rules
of procedure which apply in the organs of the United Nations. This is the -
substance of our pbint of order.. Ve appeal to you to draw the attention of the
representative of the United Kingdem to. the fact that he is behaving in a manner
which is not appropriate and that it is really high time for him to behave in

accordance with the decorum of the United Nations{

Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdom): To pursue this matter further, I

would merely wish to say that the representétive of the Soviet Union repeatedly,
constantly and in alrost every one of his interventicns makes accusations against
my ccuntry as a colonial Fower. If he is given that freedom, I should be
entitled to have the freedom to make any statement about the colonies of the
Soviet Union in the Facific on which we receive no information and on which we

have no reason to believe that they are proceeding tcwards freadom.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): First, I should like to say
a few wor&s myself. I believe that the President has within his to conduct
the debate within its proper framework. I should-like tc recall to the members
of the Council thatlwe should continue to discuss the provlem which is before ﬁs,
namely, the conclusiocns and recommendations presented in the case of Nauru.
anytning different would prolong our debate unnecessarily. e should like to
call the attention of both representatives that we should remain concretely on the
point we are discussing. ile, of course, cannot disregard the right to answer.
Ve must maintain scne flexibiliﬁy in our debate, but I think we should concentrate

on the goint which we are now discussing.
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¥ir. OB<KiMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Repu‘olics) {interoretaticn from

Russian): iir. Fresident, I agree entirely with you that ve should indeed
concentrate on the discussion of the watter yhich is vefore us and which is
included in the agenda. I consider that as a very correct ruling and & very
accurate opinion on your part in this matter that has ncw been raised. I think
the representative of the United Kingdom has listened to you attentively and has

understood what you have said and will continue his statement accordingly-.

Sir Hugh FOCT (United Kingdem): I have nothing further to say.

The FRESIDENT (interpretation frem Spanish): I believe we have now

reached a point where I should like to ask whether other members of the Council
wish to express themselves on the amendment presented by the representative of

0n
India and which was accepted by my own delegation.
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Mr. CCERER (New Zealand): I do not yet wish to ekpress an copinion on
the 2mendrent proposed oy the representative of India, but I wish rather to ask
"a question of clarification ir relation to it. The proposal is that the Council
"decides to give sympathetic consideration to the proposals™. May I ask the
representative of India precisely when he iﬁténds that this consideration taks
place: at this session, at & special meeting, at the next session? The paper
already provides that the matter will come up before the Council again. In the
following paragraph there is provision for the report of discussions between
the Nauruan leaders and the Australian Government on these proposals, to come
again before the Council, and presumably that will be the future cqnsideraticn.

' Therefora,.as far as I can sce at the moment, the only point of this

particular amendment can be that we should consider them now. Is that intended?

Mr. KIDVWAIL (India): In reply, I would like to read out the subsequent
sentencsesof the third paragraph, which rcad: - | ’ T .
"It takes note of the fact that the Nauruan proposals were submitted only
e few days béfore the Council's consideration of this matter and that there
has not teen time for the Visiting Miésion or the Adﬁinistering Authority
to consider and comment upon them; it takés note of the statemwent of the
special repressntative of the Aﬂministering Zuthority that these proposals
will bz discussad and examined in further negotiations between the
Ldministering Zuthority and the Neuruen leaders. The Council hopes that
the result of these negotiations will be communiéated to the Trustéeship
Council at an early date, and in time for consideration by the seventeenth

session of the General Asserbly." (T/L.1051, rages 1 and 2)

The position is made very clear, If further clarification is required by
the Council, we cen 2dd a lins or so saying "at the earliest possible date”, or
something of the sort, but perhaps in view of what is already given in this

ragraph it may not be ccrridered necessary.

b3
W
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Mr. CORNZR (New Zealand): I thank the representative of India for °
that clarification. As I said before, and as has been said also by a number of
other speakers, I consider the paragraph as it stands satisfactory enough. I
do not think it is necessary in this paragraph to make a special statemsnt of
the Council's symrathy since'we know that the Council is syrrathetic and since
there are similar statements in other paragraphs. But would I be wrong in
thinking that the point which the representative of India, and also the
representative of Bolivia, have in mind could be met by scme such opening
formulation as this, which I do not formally propose at ﬁresent but merely
sutmit as a suggestion, particularly for the two representatives. Could we not
heve paragraph 3 read in some such way: "The Gouncil records the sympathstic
concern wvhich it feels for the Nauruan people in their search for a new hcme}

and notes with interest ... ¥ and then the rest of paragraph %

The PEESILERT (interprcotation frcm Spanish): I should like to ccnsult

the members of the Council as to whether we could perhaps have a five-minute

recass in the hope of finding a2 formula which will satisfy all concerned and
theraby provide & practical solution to our problem. Of course, if the Council

wishes to vote now, I skall not press my suggestion.,

Mr. BCCD (Austrziia): Mr. President, perhaps on veconsideretion you
will not think it necesszry tc have & recess. 1 think we have really reached
the point at which we can record our views,if you desire us to do so, in the
lignt of the proposals that have been submitted. I would, however, like %to be
clear on whather the proposals submitted by the representative of New Zealend
would te acceptable tc the representative of India. Is he still maintaining his

cwn proposal or not?

Mr. KIANG (China): Althcugh I stated earlier that we would nct be
able to vote for any proposal to arend paragraph 3, we have, however, listened
very carefully to the additicrnal words proposed by the representative of New
Zealand for paragraph 3, and this, in our view, is not an amendment but rather
zn addition which we think is guite in order. TFor this reason ny delegation will

vote for it.
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Mr. KITVAL (India): First of all I should like to roint cut that in
paragraph 3 we are considering proposais and nct the concern which the
representative of New Zezland has referred to. That is not the exact place for
the zmendment of the representative of New Zeuland. I have found another placs
where, if the representative of New Zealand agrees, we may add his words.

In paregraph 1, as the third sentence, we could say that "The Council records
the synmpathetic concern which 1t feels for the Mauruan people in their search .
' for a new home and notes the recommendation of the Visiting Mission ... ", ete.
Tle could add there this sentence, and ny anmendrent which I now propose formally
for paragreph J would read as follows: "The Council decides to give sympathetic
consideration to the proposals sutmitted by the Resettlement Spb-Committee", and

"notes with interest” will be deleted. .

The FRESICENT: If there is no objection, the Council will take &
short recess.

The meeting was suspended zt 12 noon and resumed at 12.05 p.m.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm Spanish): I should like to inforr

the Council that the situation with regard to the amendments is as follows: e
have the proposal of the Soviet Union; we have the proposal presented by India and
supported by ﬁolivia; and then we have the informally presented proposal
introduced by New Zealand with respect to vhich the representative of India
suggested that it should be in the second part of the first paragraph. That is
the situaticn as it stands.

I should like to know whether the representative of New Zealand insists cn

presenting his proposal formelly.

Mr. CORNER (New Zealand): I still feel that this pérticular formulation
may represent the greatest consensus of agreement in the Council;land, therefcre,
I viould put it forward formally. Paregreph 3 would read as follows:

“The Council” -- Then insert the words: “records the sympathetic

concern vhich it feels for the Nauruan people in their search for a new
i

hore, and notes with interest ... .

The rest of the paragraph then continues,

Mr. KILWVAI (India): In the event that the representative of New Zezland
presses for his amendrment, z2nd if this is adopted, even then I would like to

=~

press for ny &

.'

mendment, It would then read as follows:

“The Cocuncil records the sympathetic concern which it feels for the
Nauruan pecople in their search for a new hcme, and decides to give-
sym;atlatic ccrnsideration to the proposels sutmitted by the Resettlerent Sub-
Cermittee of the Feuru Local Goverrrent Council ..." ard so on.

-l

tr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socizlist Republics)(interpretatior Trem

Russian): ‘e deem that now the Council is considering en extremely important
matter; and we would wish the mewmbers of the Council to have the natter quite
clearly before them in regerd to what it is that is proposed for adoption.

The representative of the United Hingdcm, in his last statement, as in scre
of the previous statements, stubbornly tries to support this aura of nyst;”'c“tlon

the effect that, allegedly, the Nauruarsand the representative of the Nauruzn
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people, the Head Chief, who has been present at our meetings, allegedly,
unreservedly approves and endorses all of the reccmmendations of the Visiting
Mission. - ' _ .

But that is not so. The representative of the United Kingdcm is purposely
trying to confuse this matter, an& is giving for ccmparison things which are
inccemparable., In particular,.he‘is saying that the Nauruens, allegedly, are
agreeable to the proposal of the Visiting lMission. What proposal or what
proposals? There are several; there are several alternatives. The Nauruan'peoble
agree that an island be found for them. That is stated in the report of the
Visiting Mission; that is true. But further on in that report it is stated
that the Mission doubts +that such an island can be found. Is that not stated
in the report? I am asking this of the Chairman of the Visiting Mission. Is
it not stated that the lMission doubts that it is possible? Yes, it is so stated.

Then as an alternative, as another proposal, the Visiting Mission proposes
the formation of a conmrurity Nauruan centre in Australia. Is this proposal
acceptable to the Nauruvan people, this concrete alternative proposal which has
been included in the concluding part of the first paragraph of the draft of
our Draftingz Ccumittee? Ve put this question: Is that so? )

The representativé of the United Kingdom has étated here that the éoviet
Union ard the Soviet delegation takes upon itself the role of spokesman for the.
Naurusn people. No, we certainly do not aspire to that. Ve consider that the
Nauruans will better explain their own position and their own wishes. That is
vhy I am'suggestiﬁg that the Chairman of the Visiting Mission and I addreés
ourselves jointly to the Head Chief, who is present here and ask him.direétiy '
whether the Nauruvans agree with this concluding part, or second part, of
paragraph 1 -- namely, the alternative proposal to the effect that -- and I shall
read this out in Englich in order that it might be completely clear to the |
representative of the United Kingdom Jjust what is being spoken of':

(continued in Dnglish):

Do the Nauvruans agree, as an alternative proposal, to work out a specific
‘plan for the establishment of a Nauruan ccmmunity centre in Australia within easy b

reach of scme main centre of population?
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(continued in Russian):

This clear question is one we wish to put to the Head Chief of Nauru. Iet hin
tell us here whether the Nauruans agree to this concrete alternative proposal or
not. I consider that an end finelly must be put to this mystification that has
been utilized in the statement of the representative of the United Kingdcm, the
Chairman of the Visiting Mission, vho is trying to create the impression that the
Naurvans apparently are accepting all of the proposals of the Visiting lMission.

Accordingly, if this is possible at the present stage -—.and this is & very
inmportant stage -- I would like to have the views of the Hezd Chief of the
Fauruan people on this point: Do the Nauruans agree to the formation of a MNauruan
comreunity centre in Australia, or do they wish to have another island found? This

is the alternative.
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The PFRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish):' I do not think that'the

representatives of the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom should engage in a

permanent debate.

Sir Hugh FOOT (United Kingdom): No. I merely wish to correct the

representative of the Soviet Union by saying'that the proposal of the Visiting
liission was that alternatives should be worked out and put before the Nauruan
people for decision; that is all. Ve have understood from what the:Head Chief
has said to us that he has no objection to that tourse being followed and that
that course is not contrary to the recommendation which he has made. It would
be quite wrong, in my view, to put the alternatives to the Head Chief or anyone
else. The recommendation we made is simply this: that the facts should be
worked out, the alternatives should be clearly explained and that the Nauruan
veople should then decide. I have it ciear in my recolleétion from the record
wnich is before us that the Head Chief has stated that our recommendation is
not in conflict with his. Therefore, I would not wish the representative of
the Soviet Union to put forward a suggestion that the Head Chief or anyone else

et this stage without the facts is expected to give any reply.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the represeriativs

of Australiz on a point of order.

iir. HCOD (4ustralia): Ve are discussing the report of the Drafting
Committee which is a matter entirely for the members of the Council. The
- proposal has been made that the views of the Head Chief be ascertained on .
matters of SQbstance, which are the precise content of the report of the Draftiﬁg
Ccmmittee and which have formed the content of.the debate wvhich has already
taken plsce and which has teen ccncluded in the Trusteeship Council. I submit
that it is not proper or even courteous, having regard to the position of the
Hezd Chief, to have him take part in what is.a debate all over again of the
substance of this mwatter. He has provided information to the Council at the

stage at which information was sought; he has done this. It is wrong from the
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tsint of view of correct procedure, in uy opinion, for the Council to reopen the
Zzcate on these matters. .

The Council should proceed with its ccnsmderatlon of the report of the
T»zfting Cormittee. Ve have two or three propesals before us for the amendment
= paragraph 3 of that report. Ve are all aware of what these proposals are,
tr2y have been thoroughly debated; every meuber of the Council has had the
cusortunity to say what he thinks of ‘the procosals.

Having regard to all the circumstances, I formally move the clesure of the

z=cete.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to ask a

cuestion of the representative of Australia. OQbviously his opinion is extremely
irportant in this case, but I should like to understard clearly whether the
representative of Australia opposes or accepis the idea that the Head Chief

=

should answer on a point on which thars is sowe doubt. This.doubt concerns the

!

toint vhether the representative of tne Ilauruan people is ready to discuss the

W

lternatives submitted by the Visiting iLission. This point was raised by the

14
(tr
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vresentative of the Soviet Union afier a ststement made by the representative

~
-

=y

the United Kingdom. If there are any doutts as to the position adopted in

the general debate on this guestion by the representative . of the ilzuruan people

i
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"dministering suthority states that this would be in contradiction of

cl

te rules, I should like to ask the representative of the fdministering futhority

to tell us exactly what his position is.

lir, HOCD (Australia): I am not here to assent or dissent from the
wroposal that the Head Chief be again invited to this table; this is not the
coint that I had in mind. Iy point is thzt we heve already passed the point at
wrich the proceedings are in order. e ere considering the report of the
Drafting Committee. The meuwbers of the Council and only the members of the Council
take part in the consideration of thet report. That is the correct position, I
heve no doubt of that. I therefore nmove the closure of the devate, and wy
zotion for closure of the detate is mwude under rule 56. I would ask the President
to put it to the Council.
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The PRESIDENT: (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the

representative of India on a point of order.

bir. KIDYAT (India): Iy delegation has greatlreSpect for the delegation
" of Australia, and what I sm saying is not by way of creating any opposition. But
I would merel& like to remind the representative of fustralia that it is stated
in paragraph 2 of the report that the Head Chief and the Special Representative
were present when this report was being drafted. We have sought their assistaice
on every point, and this fact is also mentioned in paragraph 2 which states:

"The Drafting Committee held two meetings; it these meetings the

Committee had the benefit of the assistance of a representative of the

Aduwinistering Juthority and of the Head Chief of Wauru."” (T/L.1051)

We have accepted assistance from these two representatives, and bdth my
delegation and I would ke very sorry if this assistance is_denied_to the Council
when it reqguests it. A point of clarification is being sought. If it is not
given here, we will certainly get it in the Fourth Committee. Iy delegation
does not see any reason vhy this clarification cannot be given to this Council.
IUe received this assistance when the report was being drafted, so why can we not

get it now?
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The PRUGCIDENT (interpretation from Spunish): TRefore puttins to the vote

tne motion for closure of the detate pade by the representative of .ustralia, I
uld like to read cut paragrapn 3 of rule 56 of the rules of procedure. First,

nowever, I would give my interpretation of that varagrzsvh.. The probles waich ve

re nov discussing is very simple. It is whether the Trusteeship Council can ask

ck

he representative of the Fauruan neopls to reply to a guestion put by a meuber of

ct

he Council at this point. I now read out paragraph 3 of rule 55:
. YA wotion for closure of devate on a draft resolution or other motion
shall not e considered by the Trusteeship Council until each representative
shall have had the opportunity to speak on that draift resoluticn or other
motion. Detate cn 2 motion for closure of debatsz shall te limited to one
speaker for each side"
The question of hearing the representative of the rzeorle of Nauru is therefore
now vefore the Ccuncil. Cnce nembsrs have explained their positions, I shall

raxe my decision.

lir. HCOD (fustralia): The President has correctly quoted paragraph 3
of rule 55, That was,of course, the provisicn I had iz nind. I would have thqught
that each represertative hzd had an cprortunity to spesi on the "draft. resclution
r cther wmotion". 1Indeed, tkhet was why I moved for clssure of detate under that
rule. OFf course, it is for the President to decide whether or not representatives
have had full oprortunity to express tne_selves.
I would make it clear that my motion for closure was not speci:

oo

directed to the suggestion -- if that is what it was -- from the Soviet

H

represaentative that the Head Chief chould ve asked to coue to the table again. iy
motion was made in the light of the staze that we had reached and in the interest
of the most orderly proceedings of the Trusteeship Council. Ly delegation of cours
kas no veto over whether cor not the Head Chiel should ccme to the table at this

tice. If the Council desires him to do so, I think trazt it will have tOo express
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itself positively in that sense. Ferhaps the President will wish to give an
opportunity to other members of the Council to speak cn this point.

In the meantime, in deference to what the President has said, I shall not at

this stage press my motion for closure.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): . I am very grateful to the

representative of Australia for what he has just said.

' Speaking as representative of Bolivia, T beliéve that it would Tte in his om
interest for the Council to hear the Head Chief of lfauru.

- As President, I shall invite the Head Chief to take a seat at the Council table,
table, if there is no objection from any member of the Council, to give a brief
ansver to the question that has been put to him. '

fit the invitation of the President, Mr. de Roburt, Head Chief of

the Trust Territory of Nauru, took a seat at the Council table..

Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): e should like to know the views of the Head Chief of the '
Trust Territory of Nauru on the concluding words of paragraph 1 of the draft
conclusions and recommendations of the Drafting Committee. First, however, I
would explain that we are not putting a question as tc the procedurebwhich should
be adhered to in the.formulation of this or that rtlan. Ve are not now dealing with
the reccrmmendation of <the Visiting Mission to the effect that the Nauruans should
participate in the formulation of these plans, that the plans should be presented
to the Nauruans for final approval, and so forth. fiJe believe that that goes
without saying. Of course the MNauruans must take part in the formulation of the
plans and must apﬁrove them. What we are interested in now is the attitude of
the Nauruans to the alternative proposal regarding the working out of a specific

plan for the establishment of a Nauruan community centre in fustralia.



BC/bmn T/Pg_lgol
25
(tir. Overemko, USSR)

inat do the MNauruans prefer? Do they want a separate island, or do they prefer
the alternative proposal for the estzblishment of a Nauruan cowmunity centre in

sustralian territory?

Sir Hugh FOCT (United Kingdom): I merely wish to indicate that I

welcome the oprortunity which has now been given to the Head Chief of Nauru to

Join us at the table.

I have a question to put to Mr. de Roburt. ¥ould the President wish me to

put it now?

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to have

some order in this debate. If all the questions are put to him at once, the
Head Chief will have difficulty in answering them. T think that it would be
better fcr the Head Chief first to answer the question put by the representative

of the Soviet Union. .fter that, other rembers may put questions to him if they

YMr. CORNER (liew Zealand): I have no objection to the procedure just
suzgested by the President. I werely wish to state the following.

First, I have no objection personally to the Head Chief of Nauru coming to
the tzule nov; in ths long run I think thet our work can only be assisted by
his presence. That is why I raised no objection to the invitation to him.
~ Formally, hovever, I think that this is the wfong time for either the

[a]

Specisl Representative or any of his colleagues to come te the table, because we
have rezched the stage where we are vworking as representatives of Governments at
this table. I therefore regard the present procedure as wrong in principle,
although I raise no objection to it. ' '

Secondly, I regard the type of guestion put by the Soviet representative --
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Mr. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): . I wish to raise a point of order. iJe have put a question to the
Head Chief of Nauru, not to the representative of liew Zealand. That represen%aﬁive
is now trying by some means or other to answer that question. i/e believe that the
correct procedure would be to call now on the Head Chief of Nauru, because the
guestion was addressed to him. The views of the représéﬁtative of New Zealand on
this point are of no interest to us, especially since we are already acquainted

with then.
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RISIDEIT (interpretation from Spanish): . I should like to

ask the representative of llew Zealand not to insist on his point of order. :
After all, this is a period when guestions are asked and answers given.

I should like to male a brief statement. The representative of
Mew Zealund said that the procedurs was cut of crder. I thirk that we should
Judge this matter in perfect calm. I asked whether there was any cbjection
to inviting the representative of Iauru to the Council table. Everyone had
the right to oppose this suggestion at the time, but ncw the intervention of the
representative of Few Zezland compliicates the situation. I think that it was
rerfectly clear. Ve were geing to ask the representative of Hauru
two or three questions, and when I suggested inviting him to tﬁe table, the
representative of Hew Zealand remzined silent.  Therefore, I think that we
are following the proper procedure. I do not thinik that we should continue

to discuss this point.
Lir. CORIER (New Zealand): I do not believe that I have complicated
the procedure, I have not cbjected; I have recorded ny position, and I

leave it at that.

The PRUESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I would ask the

reprasantative of the Soviet Union kindly to repeat his guestion.

Lr. OBERTIO (Union of Soviet Sceialist Republics) (interpretaticn

frem Russiszn): I wish to explain cnceé more that our guestion does not affect

the procedure of formulating any par 1cular plan. Tharefore, we are not

v
el
1]
o

sliing now of those proposals of the Visiting iiission which concern that part

O
o

he mrocedvre, naxely, that any vroposal will have to be worked out with
the particivaticn of the lNauruans and ultimately presented for their approval.
Ve agree tc those proposals, but that is not what we are questioning now.

In paragraph 1 of the Drafting Committes's conclusions and rebcwmepdatlonn
reference i& made to an alternative proposal. The first proposal was to seek
a new island for the population of ifauru and, as I understand it, this
propesal coincides with the propesals of the Naurvans thesselves. But the

alternative propnosal was that 2 plan should be worked cut for the esteblishuient
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of a Faurvan community centre in sustralia, not on a separate island, but
on the territory of Australia. . )

Cur impression was, and still is, that the Fauruans wish for a separate
island to be given to them and that they do not wish to be resettled on the
territory of .iustralia. Ve should like to have this point clarified. Ve wish
to linow the view of the Head Chief of Fauru as to whether the Nauruans would

agree to the alternative proposal to establish a Nauruan centre in Australia.

Mr. licCARTHY (Special Representative): I do not wish to ccmplicate

the issue further, nor to hinder the representative of the Scviet Union.
I just wish to point out the difficulties of the questioh in this respect,
that the territory of Australia is made up of many islands, and one of those

islands may well be suitable for the lauruan people.

iir. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): I had expected the President to give the floor to the

Head Chief of Hauru. I do not think that the latest comment of the

Specizal Represéntative was designed in any way to assist in the explanation of
the situation. V/hen reference is made to The establislment of a Mauruan
centre in Australis, it is assumed that this would be on the territory of
Austrzlia, not far from a2 main centre of population. That is why we would
wish the Head Chief to bts allowed to spealk. If, subsequently, the Special
Aepresentative has scme clarification to offer, we shall be prepared to listen

to hinm. Dut, Mr. President, do permit the Head Chief to speal:.

lir. de ROBURT (Head Chief): I am sorry that I seen to have been

responsible for creating scme confusion in the minds of representatiﬁe of big
nations in this Council. " In answvering briefl& the question of the
representative cf the Soviet Union, I should like to say this: +that our position
has been made clear in the document containing the proposals of my Council
which I submitted to the iiinister for Territories last month before I came to
I'ew Yori. )

Fo mention is made in the proposal cof Tavouring reseitlement in a community

centre close to a main centre of population in Australia. I think that that
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n itself is a sufficient answer, but if I may go on -- and I think that all

22 members of the Visiting liission will bear me out in this -- the proposition

S it

W2s discussed inforwally on Nauru at sen informal meeting between the Visiting
llission, the Administration and the Ilauru Iocal Government Council. The
representative of the United Kingdom, in Tact, had put forward the proposal.
The TLoczl Government Council considered the proposal, despite the fact that it
was put informally, in kindness to us and our aspirations as a people, and
my Council came forward with the clear proposals which are set forth in the
document which I have mentioned. I think that this document is known to the
Trusteeship Council as T/16CC. _

I hope that this answer will satisfy the representative of the Soviet Union.

I
4,

lir. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation

from Russian): I am very grateful to the Head Chief of Neuru for the
explanation which he has given and which confirms our point of view, namely,
that irn ke propesals of the auruan tecple, rno reference is made to and
rothinz is said in favour of the resettlement of the Ilauruans on the territory
of fustralia or in Tavour of the creaticn of a lNauruan centre not far from some -
rain canire of populaticn.

Wz consider this explianation tc be perfectly clear. e can now act,

3

Ynowing exactly the wishss of the Iiauruan people. This clarification convinces

.

us even more that we pust spesaik strengly against this alterrnative proposal in

the latter part of varagraph 1. The Soviet delegation will vote against that
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3ir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdom): I am sorry to have to go back over

~ ground which we have already covered, but I am forced to do so, I have_two
questions I wish to put to the Head Chief. First of all, mey I ask if he can
confirm that the proposals set out most recently by the Local Council of Nauru

are dependent on a suitable island being found?

iir. de ROBURT (Head Chiéf): Yes, the proposals are dependent on a

suitable island being found near Australia. We think that such an island will be

found.,

Sir Hugh FOCT (United Kingdom): Secondly, dces the Head Chief confirm

that he and his people would welcome having all the facts and all the-alternatives

put before them before the Nauruan people are asked to reach a final decision?

}Mr. de ROBURT (Head Chief): I thought I had answered that question at

one of the earlier meetings of this Council, lay I ask the United Kingdom
representative if T am right in this and if, in fact, it is the same question

-which was asked here in respect of paragraph 53 of the Visiting Mission's report?

Sir Hugh FOUT (United Kingdom): &xactly. The question was asked and

answered befcre, out it seemad To me to be necessary to ask it again in view of

the cuesstions which have now been raised by the Soviet representative. I would

therefors merely ask the Head Chief to confirm vhat he has previously told us in
» " :

this matter.

Mr. de ROBURT (Head Chief): ilith the permission of the Council, I would

like to read out my previous ahswer. I said:

"In respect of paragraph 53, I am somevhat unable -- despite my sincere -
efforts in the time allotted to me -- to rebly to the proposition stated
there in the same manner as I have replied to the proposition stated in
paragranh 54, The dilemma which faces me,'as I see it, in regard to the
proposition in parsgraph 55 is this: If I should say on behalf of the Nauru

T fear that it might have

Council and the Nauruvan people that T welcomed this,

the effect of negating the value, the sincerity and the authenticity of the
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Proposals which we have just submitted, on 12 June -~ last month -- to ths=

g
7}
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H
3
=
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ian ifinister for Territories. I greatly fear creating such an effect
for two —casons. TFirst, I have no authority to adopt here a course which
might give rise to an effect such as that I have mentioned. Second, I believe
that the llauruan sﬁbmission of 12 June to the Minister contzins very feasiovle
propositions which do not clash with those of the Visitiﬁg Mission and which
could be put into practice if the Australian Government wished to ve really
generous, The people of Nauru trust, expect and kope that the fustralian
Governrent will be really generous in respect of those wisies and aspirations.
Hovever, we understand that it is open to the Australian Government at the
request of the Trusteeship Council to submit proposals on the lines of those
suggested in the report; and these would be examinesd by the Nauruan people.”
(T/BV.1150, p. 3) '

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Does any other member

wish to ask [urther questions of thes Head Chief, in addition to the questions

asked by the representativesof the Soviet Union and the United Kingdom? The

-

nsvers which have been given were very precise and they have certainly contributed

4]

tc 2 clarificstion of thes pesition.

e

1. OBOREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

. Y R T R =T %
Russianj: 7Te vish to once ag 1n express our gratitude to the Head Chief 01 Hauru
for his clear ansvers, which rave truly clarified the 51tuat10n. Those
representatives vho wish to know exactly what are the intentions and proposzls

of the flauruan people will be able to see in these replies the true positicn.

8ir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdom): I would like to thank the Head Chief

of Tauru for the replies, which I knew would be straight forward and clear. I
would lile %o express our gratitude to him for making it quite plan that, although
of' course, he supports the recommendations which he has brought to this Council,
these reccumendations do not conilict with the proposals of the Visiting u1a31on

in this regurd,
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I would like to thank the

representative of the population of lNauru once more.

Mr. de Roburt withdrew.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I believe that the mwembers

- of the Council are now ready to vote on the various amendments. I would like to
suggest that the Council should first vote on the Soviet amendment. If'it_is
required, T will ask the Secretary to read out this proposal, or perhaps it is

sufficiently clear. The amendment concerns paragraph 3, and the Soviet

representative has asked for a roll-call vote to be taken.
Mr, KIDUAT (India): If there is no objection by the Soviet representative,
ray I request that my proposal be voted upon first. If my proposal were voted

upon first it would be made clear what we are voting on,

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): I think we should vote

first on the Soviet proposal, then on the New Zealand proposal, and, thirdly, on
the Indian proposal. I would call the attention of the representative of India
to the Tact that his propcsal was made after the New Zealand proposal, and that
it includes the Nev Zealend proposal. However, if there is no objection by the
Scviek representative, we could Tirst vote on the Indian proposal.

bir. OBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from

Russian): - For procedural reasons, in view.of the fact that our proposal was the
first to Te introduced, as well as for the reason that this amendwent is furthest
removed from the text, it seems to us that our emendment should be put to the vote
first, as the Chairman suggested. Moreover, we attribute 2 great_importancg ofl
principle to this amendment and, accordingly, we would request that it e put to

the vote first.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretaticn frcm Spanish): We shall ncw vote on
the Scviet anerdment.

I roll-call vote has been requested.

. vote was taken by roll call.

France, having been drawn by lot bty the President, was called upcn t©o

vote Tirst.

In favour: Union of Soviet Sccialist Republics

Lgninst: France, lew Zealand, United Kingdcm of Greztu
Britain and Northern Irelard, United States of
fmerica, Australia

Abstaining: Bolivia, India

China did not participate in the voting.

The amendment was rejected by 5 votes to 1, with 2 zbstentions.

The FRESIDENT (interpretaticn frem Spanish): e shall now put the

amenérent of New Zealand to the vote. I do not believe that there hes been &

request for a roll-call vote.

Mr. KIANG (Chinz): I should like & clarificetion. Are ycu including

Irndiz's zmerdment in the zZmendment of llew Zealand?

.

The FRESIDENT /interpretetion frem Spanish): T shall make it clear.

Tre erendment of Few Zealand ircludes en additicon; there is an additicn to thke
text. IT this amendment is adupted, that will irn nc way preclude the possibility
of voting on the Indian amendment. L

Faving clerified thet point, we shall now vote cn the amendment presented

ty Mew Zéaland.

The amendment was adcopted by T votes to none, with 1 abstention.

The FRESIDENT (interpretaticn frcm Spanish): ‘e shall now vote cn

the srerdrent suktmitted by the represeﬁtative of India. A roll-call vote has

teen requested.
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Mr. CCRNER (lNew 7ealand): I request that the amendment be read

by the Secretary before we vote on it, please.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm Spanish): lie shall ask the

Secretary to read out India's amendment.

Mr. RAPOPCRT (Secretary of the Council): The representative of Indie

has suggested that the words "decides to give sympathetic consideration to"
be substituted for the words "notes with interest” at the beginning of
paragraph 3 of the draft conclusions and reccrmendations. With the adcpticn
of tke New Zealand emerdment the paragreph wcvld read:
“"The Council records the synpathetic concern which it feels for the
Nauruzn people in their search for a new hcme and decides to give
sympathetic consideration to the proposals sutmitted” -- and so on.

L vote was taken by roll call.

Bolivia, having teen drawn by lot by the President, was called upon

to vote first.

In favour: Belivia, Indie, Union of Soviet Scecialist
Republics
Lgainst: Australis, New Zealand, United Kingdcm of

Breat Britain and Northern Ireland, United
States of America
Abstaining: France

China did not perticipate in the voting.

The smendment was rejected by 4 votes to 3, with 1 abstenticn.

Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdem): In explanation of my delegation's

vote, I wish to indicate that'we voted against the Indian amendment, not
because we disagreed with it, but because we considered it to be adequately

covered by the New Zealand text, which we had already adcpted.
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Mr. TICYES (Uniteﬁ States of ‘merica): I should like to explain oy
vote. I considered the New Zealard and the Indian ererdments as-alterratives

and preferred the amendment sutmitted by New Zealendi. I do not see the. nee

8]

for repeating our symrathetic pcint of view in the sazme sentence and, therefore,

I supported the Indian amendment.

lir. DOISE (France) (interpretaticn frcm French)ﬁ I should like to say

a2 Tew words in explanaticn of my vote. My delegzeticn considered that the
decisicn which the Ccuncil hed to teke todey in ccnnsiicn with these amendments
wias, in fact, prewature. As a metter of fact, lir. DeRcburt's replies a few
mcrents ago confirmed that feeling. It is not up tc this Ccuncil tcday to
decide what the future hcme of the Nauruzn pcrulaticn wilijbe. For that reason,
we voted as we did on the Soviet Unicn's amendment.

\7ith regard tc the Indiar emendment, we considered trat there is not a
very great difference between interest and symprathy; when cne indicates interest
in screone, cne demcnstrates sympathy as well and cconversely, if one is

symrathetic to enyone, cne demcnstrates interest in that person.

The FRESIDENT (interrretation frcm Spanish): Ve shall ncw continue

tc consider the draft rescluticn and if there is no ctjecticn by the members of
the Council, in view of the late hour, we could vote cn the remainder of the
wropeszl, including the erendments which have been sdczpted.

I telieve thet the representative of the Soviet Unicr has requested a
secarate vote cn the first paragrarh; I should like iz enquire whether he

insists on that prccedure.

.

lir. CBEREMKO (Union cf Soviet Socialist Republicé} (interpretaticn frenm
Russian): The Scoviet delegaticn requests that we have a serarste voie on
the cconcluding part of zaragraph 1, begining with the words:
¥...and, as an alternative proposal, work out a.srecific plen for the
establishment of a Nauruan ccrmrunity centre in Australia within easy reach

o

of scme main centrs of populaticn.”
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The Scviet delegation will vote against that part. Aside frcm that, we
do not insist upon a serarate vote on any of the individual paragraphs. Ve

agree that wve could vote on the report of the Drafting Ccnmittee, as a whole.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm Spanish): In conformity with the

Soviet Unicon's proposal, we shall vote in the follcwing way. Ve will have a
separate vote on the latter rart of paragraph 1. '
However, I will ncw put to the vote raragraph 2, beginning:
"The Council trusts that in the search for a solution to the problem
of resettling the Nauruan people,«..'.

That is what we are presently putting tc a vote.

r. CBEREMKO (Union of Soviet 3Jccialist Republics) (interpretation
frcm Russian)ﬁ I request rermission to speak on a point of order. That vhich
ve wanted to put to the vote is scmething quite different. Ve wanted & vote
on the concluding part, that is the last sentence of raragraph 1, which begins
7ith the words: :

(spcke in English)
n

++.28 an alternative proposal, work out a specific plan for the
establishment of =z Hauruan ccrmmunity centre in Australia within easy reach
of scme main centre of population.”

(ccntinued in Russian)

Cur delegation makes thié request because the part of the paragrerh which
precedes yvhat I have just read is acceptable to us. It is the part which I have

Jjust read to' which we cbject and against which we shall vote.

The FRESIDENT (interpretation frcm Spanish): I thank the Soviet

representative for his clarification. It is, therefore, on that last part of
the first raragraph on which we shall vote. It reads:

(spoke in English)

"...as an alternative proposal, work out & specific plan for the establishment
of a Nauruan ccmmunity centre in Australia within easy reach of scme main

centre of populaticn.”
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(ccntinued in Srenish)

This is the part of the paragraph on vhich the representative of the Joviet
Unicn requests a separate vote. Having made that clear, ¥e shall ncw proceed

with the vote.

Tne last pert of paragrarh 1 was adopted by 8 votes to 1, with no

abstenticns.
R i i e it
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The FRESIDINT (interpretation frem Spanish): I shell submit €0 the

Council the draft resolution as & whole.
Mr. HCCD (&ustralia): Are you putting to 2 vote the text as a whole?

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Yes.

_ Hr. HCQE_(nustralia): I have one reguest, which is that we have a
~separate vote on the last senternce of paragraph 3.. I do that in order to méke the
nosition of the sadministering .wuthority DerieCuly clear. ile have, of course, no
objection to thu iope of the Council that “the result of the negotiations will
te communicated ... "; but I would not wish by casting an actusl affirmative
vote for thaet particular sentence to ccmmit the uqmlnlsterlng authority to

observe any particular date on this matter.

The IFRESIDERNT (1qteruret tion frcm bpanish): I should like to ask the

nustralien répresentative for a clarificetion. He wishes to have a separate
vote on the very last sentence of paregraph 3, is that it?

dir. HCOD (Australia): I think I have made the reservation wvhich-is
necessary for me to make and I should like that reservation simply to be taken .
note of. I will not ask for a2 separate vctis.

- The PR“%ID:IL (lnterpretatlon frcm Spenish): The representative of

the Adrministering Pover has made a reservation as regards tﬂe very last part of
paragraph 5. It will be noted in the records of the Council. '

tie shall put to the vote the whole of the resolution, inciuding the amendments
which have been adopted.

The resoluticn was adepted bty 8 votes to 1, with no abstenticns. “
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ha PRESIDERT (interpretation from Spanish): I should iike to ask the
rerbers of the Committee whether there is any objection to the first part of

paragreph 4., There is some doubt as regerds this paragracvh.
lir. CORI'ER (New Zealand): At what point ave we in the voting? Could
you inform me? T must have cast my vote wrongly because I thought I had voted

for the resolution as a whole, Are we now to reconsider the vote?

The PRUSIDENT (interpretation from Svanish): I should like to make

things clear. Ve voted on the draft starbting on pzge one, which is a draft

e

o

resolution from the Drafting Cormittee; and now we are speaking of the report.

This is a subsidiary vote. 'le have voted on the resolution, It is simply on
N o 4 - % g . - .

point four, which is a technical point. The Secretary points out that it is

necessary to vote separately on- pﬂragrabb L of paﬂa l. Therefore, we shall put

to the vote paragraph L of page 1 of EhP repo 4 of the resolution which we have

been discussing.

Parogravh U was adopted by 8 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

r. licCarthy withdrew,

AGEUDA ITELL 5

REFOLT OF THD UHd

BATICES VISITING MISSION TO THE TRUST TERRITORIES CF NAURU AND
BEY GUINES, 162 (T/1595 and Add.1, 1597 and AGd.1l; T/L.1050)

-The PREISIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Ve now have a draeft

resolution submitted by the delegation of Chinz, vwhich is contained in
document T/L.1050. These are questions before the Visiting Mission, and the
delegation of China has submitted these suggestions., If there is no objsction to

this dralt resolution, we shall consider it adopted,
lir, YILUAL (India): Have you adopted the resolution itself?

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Spenish): Ye

e, NTLVAT (India): iiy delegation would suggest that this resolution
be taken into consideration at the n2xt meeling. e should like to know when it
is going to be held because vwe have scre alternstive pronosals z2nd suggestions

vhich we would like to have considered at the next meeting
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The FRESIDENT (interpretation from Bpanish): The next meeting of the

Council will be held on Friday at 10.30 in the morning. If necessary, we shall
have a meeting on Iriday arternoon to consider the report of the Committee which

has submitted conclusions as regards the Territory of New Guinea.

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m.






