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AGENI'A ITEM 3c 

.EX.Al;Jil'J1\TIOrJ OF CONDITIONS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF NAURU: REPORT OF THE 

• DR2iFTH;G COI-1H'ITEE ( T/L.1039 and Add. l, L. 1051) (continued) 

J1t the invitation of the President, f!!X'. McCarthy, Special R·epresentative for 

lfouru under J.'iustralian administration, took a place at the Trusteeship Council 

table. 

'I·he PRESIBENT: When we adjourned yesterday we were in the middle of 

discussing certa~n 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 proposed. There was an amendment proposed by the representative o:f the 

Soviet Union and ari amendment to that amendment proposed by the representative 

of Bolivia, and also a separate amendment proposed by the representative of 

new Zealand. 

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

Lr . G...:-'\IJ,I-,:I1!(C11 (Bolivia) ( interpretation from S:9anish): Briefly, and 

in view of the debate we ha·.re had on this point, I telieve I can submit a 

proposed arr:endrr.ent which ,,ould be completely separate, which would not be 

submitted as e.n 211:eLdrr,ent to the an:endment of the Soviet delegation, since 

our view is different from that of the Soviet Union. 

The PBESIDSi,lT: I thank the representative of' Bolivia for that 

clarification a:r..d give the floor nm-r to the representative of the United States 

the first speaker on my list. 

• :.;r. :i::OYES (United States of i.merica): I am not q_ui te clear as to the 

situation with respect to the amendment that the representative of Bolivia 

proposed. at our l est_ meeting, but perhaps at this point I could speak to the 

Soviet arr:endir.ent in particular and come back to the other later. 

, 
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( l-1r. lToyes, United States) 

'Ihe amendment proposed .by the representative of the Goviet Union gives w.e 

consider3-ble difficulty. I would like to 2ssociate myself with the remarks r.:c:.de 

yesterday by the representative of New Zealand and, particularly, with those rr.2de 

by Sir Hugh Foot. by delegation feels very strongly that it is in no way fail;' 

to the interests of the Nauruan people to mislead them as to the realities of 

the situation in which they find themselves. As I indicated during the general 

cebate, my delegation is not prepared to corcr.:ent on the proposals sutmi tted by 

the Local Government Council to the Governrr.ent of i~ustralia on 19 June. 'The 

Justralian Government has not yet had time to submit to us their reactions to 

tl:ese pro:i;:osals. It :::eems to us that i-t would be .entirely inappropriate ur.der 

these circumstances for the Trusteeship Council to consider comr.enting in any 

,.ray on these proposals, let alone endorsing them. May I :point out that we are 

not dealing here with the q_uestion of whether the Nauruans should be given their 

independence on the island of Nauru; we are dealing here with proposals relating 

to a neu hor::e for the Naur1.mns. Hhether this ne'.-r home is on an island or on 

the mainland, it necessarily involves arrangements for the l'Jauruans to settle 

on territory now belongi::ig to a State which has sovereign rights over its O',TD 

territory. Hhether this State is l',ustralia or some other 1 it seems clear to 

n:y delegation that it is ceyond the competence of the Trusteeship Council . to 

rneke or endorse proposals to that State involving the cession or other 

dj_sposi ticn of ariy part of its territory. J:, ny State is of course free to 

negotiate with the Hnuruans for the cession or 11ennanent use of its territory. 

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

agreer,:ent Hith the l'Jauruans for the cession or use of their territory by the 

1~auruans under arrangen-:ents acceptable to all concerned, and we would welccn,e a:1y 

egreement which the two po.rties worked out between themselves. But it is 

certainly no part of the obligation of 1lustre.lie; as t:te P.dministering i.uttority 

under the Charter or the Trusteeship J:greer.--.ent 1 to i:::ake available any part of 

its own territory f'o:r this purpose. lfay I point out also that we do not have 
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(.Mr. Noyes, United States) 

before us the views of the Governn:ent to which the Nauruan proposals have been 

presented and whose territory is being sought. I cannot believe that this Council 

intends to deal with an extraordinary problem of this nature, involving the 

sovereignty of a rrember of this Council over an as yet unidentified portion of 

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

Certainly my delegation is not prepared to do so. 
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(Mr. Naves, United States) 

I might suggest that if this p:coposal had been directed not to the 

Australi2n Gcverr.:ment but to one o:f the other Gcverrnr:ents represented at this 

table, • see}:ing a similar arrangement on territory belonging to it, the 

representative of that Government here would be vigorously opposing any action 

by this Council on the matter before his Goverrnnent had considered it fully and 

provided full instructions. 

-'This proposal goes beyond the jurisdiction o:f the United Nations in another 

respect, as has been pointed out during the debate by the representative of India. 

The proposal outlines certain treaty arrangements which might be made between 

sovereign Naurti nation and the .;.\ustralian Goverr:ment. lrnile I have no doubt that 

the future status of the Hauruan people is proper subject matter for consideration 

by the Trusteeship Council, I doubt that it is corc._petent or that it would be the 

part of wisdcm for it to becon:e involved in the details o:f any treaty arrangerr,.ents 

which would. carry on beyond the termination of' the Trusteeship f,greement. 

I believe that Sir Hugh Foot has put his finger on the crucial point here. 

He very seriously doubt the wisdcm of arousing the Nauruan peoplers hopes to 

unrealistic he-ights. Tne United Nations} if it considered it appropriate and 

wise} might prcmote the independence of the 2,400 Nauruans as a separate nation 

on its c;-:-n island. As we see it} however, such an outcome would not solve the 

problera of t~1e I'Tauruans _. arid they have told us clearly that they have turned 

their backs on this idea in favour of the development of a new home elsewhere. 

They must in their mm interests face their problem realistically. The essence 

of their problem is that they must reach agreement with a sovereign nation upon 

the arrangements :for the use o:f scme part of its territory. Uhile the cession 

or other arrangements for the perr::tanent use of such territory may be possible, 

it is clearl;"/ a most unusual process and :must be voluntarily agreed to. 

'Ihe Hauruans should recognize that there is little of anything that the 

United Nations can .appropriately do to press any nation to Give up part o:f its 

territory to them. In the final analysis they must rely upon the good will o.f 

the other party to the arrangement. 

it. 
,.I 

F'or t::1.ese reasons I 2m opposed to the Soviet amendment and ·will vote against 
\. 
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Hr. I;OISE (France)(interfretation frcrn French): I should briefly 1.ike 

to explain the vote of· rny del.egation on paragraph 3 o_f the Drafting Con:rni ttee I s 

report and also on the amendments which have oeen sutmi tted. 

My delegation feels that the Council should adhere to the forrr.ula presented. 

by t11e Drafting Ccrr.rni ttee, a formula which is satisfactory both as regards logic 

and because it is in the very. interests of the Nauruan people . In fact, ;re feel 

that if the Soviet amendment were adopted there would be a contradiction between 

paragraph land paragraph 3 of the report since in paragraph 1 we request 

Jrustralia to undertake two series of inquiries in· two parallel directions, 

namely, the resettlement of the Nauruans on another island or their settlement 

on J\.ustralian soil. Thus, everything will depend on · the future home of the 

Nauruans and today; here in the Trusteeship Council, we cannot make any decisions 

concerning the .Hauruan proposals made on 9 June 1962. '.Ihese proposals are quite 

recent; they have not been studied fully by the 1"rusteeship Council; we are also 

awaiting the reaction -- and it is indispensable that ,;e should know this 

· reaction -- o:f the Australian Governrr.ent. Consequently, any decision taken today 

would be premature. 

I should like t o recall that in our statErc.ent in the general debate we said 

ttat the Trusteeship Council should not maintain an illusion or frolong 

uncertainty. Ue also said that any decision at this stage of our work on the 

:t'u·cure t,cL:e of the Nauruans -- a hcme whose name we do not lmow yet -- and also 

any discussions on the stipulations of an eventual friendship treaty with 

Australia seem to us to be totally premature . 

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

text presented by the Draft:Lng Ccrr:mi ttee. 

1-Ir . CORI'IBR (Hew Zealand): Yesterday I suggested an amendment or an 

addition to the first sentence of paragraph 3 in order, I hoped, to make the 

sumr:.ary of the Ifouruan proposal which appears in that paragraph a more accurate 

one. Hhen I read the paragraph, assuming that my amendrr:ent were accepted, I 

realize that it still is not a full sun:mary of the proposal, and the more 

I try to n:ake this paragraph a full and accurate su:rmary, the more I realize 

that this could only be done by a complete rewording and enlargement of the whole 

I 
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(I'ir. Corr::.er, l':ew Zealnnd) 

paragraph, which would rnal;:e it, I thjnk, inappropriate f:n· the present doc1Jment. 

I therefore feel that paragraph 3 in the form already rrcpcsed by the Drafting 

Corr.mi ttee is suff'icient for its purpose, as the representative of China pointed 

out et a much earlier stage. I therefore wish to ~-rithdrmr riy suggestion f0r an 

addition to the first sentence of paragr2ph 3. 

Er. SJ,IJ:i-!:.41-TCA (Bolivia) (interpretation frcm. '.3pari..ish): ;\fter hearing the 

statements rr,2.de in the Trusteeship Council, I thint: that there is a clear-cut 

majority in favour of the original text presented ·by the Drafting Ccrrmittee. 

I should lil-;:e to ask for some clarifi.cation on o. point and I should also like to 

make a brief' explanation. 

In the first place, the Council of lfauru has indicated conditionally and 

has stated that those were their main conditions for the transfer of their hcm.es. 

Let us suppose that the Council d;ld not take into :J.cccunt the point of view 

presented by the Council of Nauru in discussing the prcoler::: of the transfer. 

In that case, the powers under the 'Trusteeship ).greeme:it ~-rould still be valid, 

so the C,:iuncil could only t2.ke note of the posi ti -=in maintained by the population 

of' :Naur·0.. B'--lt in r"y e.rr:end1r.ent I suggest .that 1,;e shculd tal:e note with 

sympathy of that point of view because if the lfo'._,r-1.:an population is transferred 

to auother island end if their rights are still ·;alid under ths present agree:r.ent, 

I think that the C::mncil should tal~e note that this is conditional and that this 

is the r::inir;n.;rc. that we can accept. 

I r::rust say here that I have serious dcubts concerning the possibilities 

offered to such a small population. In any case: this is e point of' view which 

is taken 1'rcr0_ the .i-\greement. 'Ihe Nauruan population has certairr rights, and it 

has the right to accept self-government or to renounce it. This is a possibility 

i·,hich exists and 0,,hich is quite obvious from the internatioc:al point of view. 

That is why I should like to ·t1i thdrm'i rt;/ arr.endment to the Soviet amendment. 

In the first place) the difftrcnce of opinion which we have with the Soviet 

Union is quite clear. We are wil_ling to acc2pt the fnct that the proposal of the 

Hauruan population is conditional. lie CGL,ld perhaps change the ,iorc1 
11

e:r.dorses
11 

er add the words '\1i th sympathy': because this population is lool-;:ing for another 

hcme and if a certain country would accert their tra:c:sfer to its ciwn territory, 

I think that this is the minimum of the rjghts they have that ,re should recognize9 
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(I-Ir. Salamanca, Bolivia) 

I d.o not lielieve that anyone in the Council ·would maintain that we have 

no sympatl1y for that point of view. I therefore thinl: that my position 

is perfectly solid. He should at least indicate that we view these 

proposals .with sympathy . . It is not enough merely to take note of them. 

We must recognize that the position of the population is a difficult and 

complex one. 

Hence) I should like to make a change in my own amendment -- namely,that 

the paragraph should begin with the words 11The Council views with sympathy 

the proposals 

Eauru. 

II That is the least that we can do for the population of 

The representatives of the people of r:auru have not_submitted anything 

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

transfer of their home. ·Hence) I thinl~ that it would be perfectly logical 

for the Council to express its sympathy. He must not forget that the 

entire ecor:cmy of the Terri tcry was based on the export of phosphates. Now we 

are tall.:ing about transferring the people to another place. Certainly the 

right of self-determine.ti:)n exists. I an not proposing that we should say 

that t he Council accepts these propos~ls in a final and definite vray. But the 

least that we can do is to tal:e note with sympathy of the desires of the people 

IIr. HCOD (Australia): I have listened with sympathy to what has 

just been said by the representative of Eolivia. 

I would seriously ask him not to press his amendment. 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 Comciittee the Council would note with interest the 

proposals submitted to the Government of Australia. Hi th all respect I would • 

say that I do not think any case has been made out for noting with sympathy, 

as distinct from noting with interest. Uhat) really) 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 1 of course, to be ',1ell informed. 



BC/en T/PV.12CJ 
12 

(i,Ir. Head, Australia) 

As regaTds a sympethetic approach, I think that i:f paragraph 3 is tal:e::, 

not by itsel:f, but in relation to other parts of the draft report there is 

sufficient evidence of the basic sympathy of the Council ,rith the aspirations of 

the Eauru.o.n people. In paragraph 2 the Council "trusts that the 

Administering J1.uthority will fully respect the desire of the Eauruan people to 

retain its national identityrr. In paragraph 5~ the Council bears in mind the 
11

importance ol assisting the IJauruan people to be sel:f-governing in all their 

domestic affairsu. And I dare.say there are other phrases to the sane int~nt. 

I think that the whole report is s;ympathetic, in that sense; with the 

l'::auruan people. 

I fear that it will cause some of us further difficulty if the representative 

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 ~,Te did :iot 

have to vote on any amendment -- but that is another question,which we hexe 

not yet reached. 

i:r. S!I.LIE'-1.EC":::,. (Eolivia) (interpretation from Spanish): I ha.ve r.:0 

objection to accepting •,rhat the representative of .Australia has just said. . 

.But in discussing a protler:'.1 such as rauru we are dealing with important 

rrene::al -orir,cinles. 
'-' - - I sho:.1ld therefore like to repeat my arguments, briefly. 

I do enough to say that the Council notes with 

interest. The population of Nauru has ir1dicated general conditions, i:-rhich 

they may wi thdrmr during the course of the :negotiations. However, during these 

negotiations the ,\.dminis tering Au.thori ty should at least know that the Council 

is s;ympathetic with these suggestions by the people of Eauru. 

logical. 

Ue should be 

I do not have any strong objections to withdrawing ny amendment. But :t 

think that if we agree that we must \J.phold here the.principle of self~deterr::ination 

there shcmld be no probler:1. 

',.)·i· r -i-:u.r!1L" F·cr,T· (Uni -'--,,P.d ,ri• Y,~dorn) • 
• , , .i ~ ·-- - - l',. "G ., • 1:!e have made it clear .that we ::.re 

in favour of the maintenance of the text :prepared for the Cour1cil by the 

D .. :afting Cor.,mi ttee. In view, huwever) 01 -;,,hat has been said by the 

representative cf Eolivia) I should li~ce to make it veTy clear if indeed that 
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is necessary -- that I a::1 sure that every member of this Council has the 

greatest sympathy with tr.e Fauruan :people in the dilerr,:::.a facing them. I believe 

that we could ask the Head. Chief to tal:e that message be.cl: 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 ',rho have had the privilege of r.::eeting the Nauruan .. 

people on their own island and. sharing with them to soc:e extent the anxiety 

which they feel. There is no doubt ,;rlcatever that all cl' us in the Visiting 

I.lission and in this Council have the greatest sympathy ,-Ii th these people. 

I ,muld not wish that such a matter should be dealt ,·Tith by amendment. of 

the draft before us because I thin;,;: that this would be an unsatisfactory 

exercise. !i.s I have said.1 there is no doubt whatever that ,-re have the 

greatest sympathy ',Tith these people who face such a dreadfully difficult 

decision in the future. 

I therefore hope that the Trusteeship Council will r.:ot dispute or disagree 

01· di vicl.e on that issue. I am perf'ectl::,• certain that every member of the 

Council Ieels towards the people of Eauru the utmost sy:2:92.thy in their problem., 

:!nd. I hope that the Head Chief will so i-e-cort to his peo:9le . 

'I'he representative of Eolivia has 1 I a□ sure 1 ~xpressed the vie·ws o1 many 

secbers o::.' the Council -- certainly of myself -- but he ,wuld :probably agree 

that tl1is is a matter crs ,rhich there must be no doubt ar:d no division. 

i:Ir. 1-Iy cielege.tion has given -,ery careful consideratio!:: 

to the amern1:nent prcr,osed to paragraph 3 by the Soviet delegation that 

ref lacing tne --:.-;ords t!notes with interest': by the word nendorsesn. I have 

given very careful ccnsideration to the further amendr::.er:t proposed by tt.e 

represe:c.tc.tive of Eolivia and to what he has said regard.in; his suggestion 

that the para.graph begin ,;-Tith :r'Ihe Council views with s:,":'.ipathy:
1

• 

is, 

also -
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(i,·ir. Kid,rn.i, India) 

_:_s far as t:he ,rord ,:endorses 11 is concerned, we are not shy of endorsing 

anything provided we kn.ow 1-1hat we are endorsin:;,;. The amendment reads: 

,:The Ccrcrni ttee endorses the p:coposals sucmi tted by the Resettlement 

Sul--,-CorJraittee of the Nauru Local Goverrn~ent Council, etc. 11 

These pror:osals are set forth in document T/ltCO, fro'.n which I shall read a few 

r:: a ragraphs in orde:c to explain the difficulty of my delegation. On page two of 

this docuE:ent we read the follouing: 

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

naun1.an nation governed by l'fauruans in their own interest but related to 

fa.ustralia c;y a. Treaty of Friendship, details of which are not yet developed 

developed 

The report continues: 

"Tl1e ll~auruan people have not yet determined, in full, the _;final form 

of t:he Governmerrt tbey wish for the Eauruan nation. 11 (Ibid) 

Uith regard to sovereignty, the re:9ort states: 11 we desire the rJauruan 

nation t o be sovereign and free to govern itself. 11 (Ibi~) B1-:t the details have not 

yet been determined. 

_-_s to tlle CcnstitLr'cion, the Nauruans say that they would "wish that a written 

constitution oe develo:r:ed'!. (Ibid) 

Cor:cerning a Farliacent, they say tbat 11 )_t present we visualize a unicameral 

legislat t.E'e i:. ( Ibi:'.) 

lJ:1(le::!.' the heading nExecut i veu "\le read the follm1ing: 

r:1:e are interested in the executive system of government in Tonga and 

'..estern S2.moa, but our mind is open 01i this question. 11 
( Ibid, page 3) 

Concerning international association, the I'Jaurue,ns say: 
11 ':e slDuld. wish the Nauru.an na.tion to be a member of the British 

corrirr:om,eo.ltr1 of I:a tions." (Ibid) 

I could continue readin.; this document and. findin&.; everywhere the same thing. 

~;y delegati,_;n 1.1ould have wished to endorse anyth::.ng if we knew exactly what we 

ve :ce endorsing. If it is the question of finding a new home for the Uauruan nation, 

it sr,ould '.::,e sr:clled 0 1.1t. It s hould b e stated tl:at this is wbat ,-re wish to endorse. 

,,;e l~now U:at the q_uestion of finding an island for a sovereign Haurean nation has 
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(nr. I(idwai, India)· 

been accepted by the Government of .:\ustralia and by all the people. If we 

endorse this principle cf finding an island, we should also indicate that it must 

be a suitable islar:d. Therefore, if ,-re are to endorse something upon which we 

shall have to $tan~ in the Council, in the Fourth Committee and everywhere else, 

we must know exactly what we are endorsing. That is the reason why ·we cannot 

suppoi·t the proposal to 11 endorse':. 

I 
I 

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

Soviet Union as to his :i;:osition, after which my delegation may wish to make further 

remarks on this matter. 

• Mr. OBEREI1KO • (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretation from 

Russian): The representative of India has put the follmring question to us: what 

is the position of the Soviet delegation? ~-Te consider that we :tave already 

explained our position quite clearly and on several occasions. 

He have before us as a major issue the question of the future of Nauru. 

Several proposals have been made. • _:,i:art from the proposals of the people of 

Nauru themselves, no other proposal makes provision for the creation of an 

in<l.e:?2110.ei1t, s:Y:e:ce :L,sn I'.au. .. 'i12.n St2.te or of an independent Nauruan community 

according to the principles contained in the Declaration of the General Assembly. 

That is well known to all. The proposal -- whe+.her mad.e by the ~.:...dministe"'.:'ing 

Autl-ority or by the Visiting Mission -- that the Nauruans should be resettled in 

_.:._ustralia and thus tr1e Hauruan comnunity liquidated has been rejected by the Nau.rue.::::. 

people. Thus we have a clear choice before us. 

The Soviet delegation supports the proposals of the Nauruan people, which 

pro}::os e.ls are fully _in accord with the prir:ciples of the Charter and of the 

Declaration. These are a statement of the will of the people of the Trust 

Territory, and ue sup-i;:ort them. Ttat is the whole point and purpose of our 

amenclr:rrent. 

I must point out tbat in the report of the Drafting Committee, in all its 

conclus ions and recot!lmende.tions, there is no reference whatever to the Declaration 
of the General _~_ssembly. Cn the other hand, we note, when the representative o:f 

I 
l 
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( i-ir. Oberemko, USSR) 

Bolivia, particularly in- the last version of his aruend•::ent, is trying, rather 

meekly, to brin&-; in a reference to tDe principle of self-determination and the 

provisions of t he Declaration, that a united front is being created by all the 

colonialists here, even in this meek reference to t~e ~eclaration. The 

representatives of _:_ustralia; the United Kingdon and of the other colonial Powers 

are trying to exert pressure upon the representative of Bolivia, insisting that he 

should not have his a mendment put to a vote. They aTe not rr.aking a similar 

attempt with regard to the Soviet Union amendrr.ent cecause they know that such an 

attempt would be :pointless. 

Fe shall not ,-ritr.9-raw our amendment; we shall oblige 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 :r:;opulation, 

but 1.•fhen it ccrr:es to an actual decision and to the fornulation of our conclusions 

adopt the text , ,ithout any amendments. 

Of course, in such a body as the Trustee ship Co1-mcil the colonial Fowers have 

a :majc:rit::,r and can ad.opt 2.ny clecisicn however aosurd it rr.ay be and however 

unacceptable to the indigenous population. 

"\Ie can see he:re the emergence of a new dance, so to speak; which may be 

c1esc:::-i1JeJ. 2.s typical o:' the detates in the Trustceshir:, Cc'cmcil. It is a k.i.nd of 

United. Kingdom allege that the Soviet amendment clces C.'.)t serve the interests of 

the indigenous population of the Trust Territory. 'l'"he.t is a rconstrous allegation. 

How can anyone in his risht mind say that sup:i;:ort of the -pro:i:;osals of the Nauru.ans 

does not accord with the interests of the Eaurµans? '.:~:.ere is the logic? Perhaps 

this is a colonialist kind of l ogic w:t.ich implies the absence of corcr.:on sense or 

hurr.an lo6 i c. If' one follows that kind_ of colonialist 1-::,gic, then one □ight go on 

to say tha t we can behead a person and the.t to do s o ,rill be in hj_s own interests. 

The :ce:presentative of the United :3tates said that the Soviet amendment went 

beyond t:ne competence of the Trusteesb.ip Council. On ,rhat tasis did he rr:al,e such 

an assertion? In i:aragraph one of the annex to the Drafting Corumi ttee 1 s re1~ort 



T/FV.1201 
19-20 (Mr . Oberemlrn) USSR) 

it is stated that an alternative proposal would be the establishment of a 
Nc.uruan community centre in i;.ustralia, whereas the Nauruans are asking that they 

be given an acceptable island for resettlement. The Nauru.ans call for a separate 

state) and in that they have our support. 
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'Ihen the representatives of the colonial Powers ccr!:.e and state that this 

dces not fall ,;.rj_tJ:-_in the ccm:retence of the Trusteeship Council. But the 

:resettlement of the Ea1.;ruans on the territory of' irnstralia is also a 

resettlement en the territory of a sovereign State. Hhy do they net follow 

their cwn logic in this? I am sr;eaking to the repr~sentative of the Uni tea_ 

States, and I ask why ttey do riot follow their own logic and say that 

paragraph 1 likewise gees beyond the ccm:r:etence of t:te 'Irusteeship Council. 

Hew can one n:ake such things coincide in ttat kind of logic? 

is illogical and inconsistent. 

Your position 

'Ihe Soviet delegation cases itself ori the fact that at the :present time 

the Trusteeship Council should be guided by the Charter and by the dc:<.:isicns 

of the General Assembly. The Trusteeship Council e,:perates under the guidance 

of the General Assembly, and we shculd not overlook this, gentlen:en colonie.lists. 

The Trusteesl:i:p Ccuncil r!:ust l:e guided ty the provisions of' the :Ceclara.ticn 

of the General Assembly, and. this Decle.re.tion is not even mentioned in your 

draft recc:rur.endaticns ar:d conclusions. These reccrr.me:c.dations and ccnclusicns 

n:e.ke n8 provision for the im:plementaticn of that Declare.tion, and •,rhen reference 

is made to various :plans for resettlen:.ent, an atter:cpt is rre.de to push aside 

the question ::princip,:.lly at issue, narr.ely, thnt even n:::w, at this very rn.craent, 

as :,'e s teroe.y and. as in :r::re'rious years, the1.·e is an .:,i:en colonial plundering 

of the Trust Territory. Ihe phosphates are being rer-1ovea. frcm this island. 

by day and by night, and there is virtually a physical disrcemberment of the 

Trust Terri tc,ry. 'Ihe ir:d.igencus inhabi tents ai·c: new ~aying that their 

phosphates are being taken frcm them ecd. t~ey will :c.ot have anything to live 

on, so they rra1J.st be given another island. But even the.t you refuse therD .. 

That is why, in full respcnsibility, we •wish to state that at the present time 

in the Trusteeship Cc,uncil the colonial Pcwers are preparing a :plan designed. 

to go against the interests of the indigenous :popu.laticn of 1,:auru. That plan 

has been rejectea. by the Hauruan :r;eople, but that plan, in one fcrm or another) 

is being dragged thrci;.gh the 'i':!:'Usteesh"i.p C'.:J:_mcil, b.t least in its preliminary 
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form, so that subsequently it may be strengthened and ccnsolidated, and 

the Soviet Union does not want any :i;:art of that. 

He resolutely and categorically oppose such a plan, and that is why we 

introduced our amendment. He intrcduced it in order to show the l'Jauruans 

that there are forces in the Trusteeship Council which support them and 

endorse their position and so that they might recognize those forces which 

act against them. 

He ~Tish to point out that the New Zealand representative became afraid 

even of his own amendment and hastily withdrew it, since in that amendment it 

was indicated that after all scme new island should be found. The proposal 

of the Naunians is based on the idea that a new island should be found for 

them in place of their island which is nc-w being dismembered, piece by piece, 

It appears that when we s:peak about a smallpopulaticn, 2,500 :people, we are 

told that this is a microscopic problem and they cannot understand hew the 

Declaration could be applied t o such a sir;all ccrununity. 'Ihe representatives 

say they do not even knew whether it should be resettled and whether it should 

-be taken frcm Nauru and resettled on another island. But that is where the 

hypccracy of the colonialists appears. Hhy, in the case of such a small 

ccmmunity of 2,500 :people has it been necessary to have an administration 

ccm:posed of three States, the United Kingdcm, 11.ustralia and New Zealand'! 

Such .pcwerful and united forces were requi.red in order to engage in trusteeship. 

It is g_uite clear that these Powers never contemplat ed and will never 

seriously contemplate bringing the Nauruan ccrr.rnunity to independence. They 

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

Ue stress this fact again because this is being beclouded in various 

ways by the representatives of the colonialist Powers, and the attention of the 

Trusteeship Council is being oriented towards the various alternatives of the 

resettlement of the Nauruans. He cannot conceal cur surprise with regard to the 

statements of the representatives of the colonialist Powers when they express 

sym:pathy with the :people of Nauru. But when the Bolivian representa•tive 

proposed his very mcderate amendment that this should be stated in the text, 
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they caulked at that and ilnnediately decided to squeeze it out. 'Ihey are 

a,fraid even. to include that in their decisions. 

The Soviet delegation will insist upon its amendrn.ent. He request you, 

i1Ir. President, to put it to a roll-call vote so that the r.:ar:uer in which 

the representatives voted rr.ay be made clear for all. If this amendrr:ent 

is not accepted, then we shall consider that the whole orientation of the 

report of the Dr2.fting Ccrunittee, all its reccrnmendations, run counter-to the 

interests of the Hauruan people and that they are radically at variance with 

the interests of the Hauruan people. He shall vote against them and we will 

not partici:i:;ate in what is being prepared here for the Hauruan people. He 

shall continue further to uncover the plans of the colonialists and 

transfer our position to the General Assembly, where perhaps we may find a 

just solution, if this cannot be achieved in the Trusteeship Council, the 

organ of the colcnialists. It is precisely because we are dealing with a 

very small ccrtm.u:r2.ity that we think it needs protection and. support frcm the 

United Iiaticns. 

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

I should like to recall tLe words used by the Soviet representative ,-then he 

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

us to mcdify our positicn. i-'iy position is extreemly simple. The Soviet 

Unicn presents an absolute probler.1 to the Cci.mcil and takes an absolutely 

rigid attitude. l•iY pcs i tion is both logical and practical. 

The population of Nauru is the only one vhich is able to say how the 

principle of self-determination should be applied, ar.d we wish to defend that 

positicn. In this) I agree with the representative of.India who said q_uite 

clearly that this decision is not final or definite. ~!e should. say that ,-re 

fully syr.1:r:;athise with the position taken by the po:pulaticn of Nauru ana. that ·we 

are nc-t making· any final c1ecision 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, and I think that this 

sy.mi:athetic feeling can be shared by everyone. I apologize if I am a little 

energetic in replying to the Soviet representative. I do not knew what the 

Council will accept. I submitted my amendment because I did not wish to take 

any definite position, and I knew 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 r-iission 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 :9ossible that Bolivi2. ,1ill be the only country to vote for my m-c.endrr.ent; 

but I wi.sh to say finally that the population of 1·Tauru can count upon my delegation I s 

sympathy. 

Iir . HCOD (Aust:calia): The represente.tive of the Soviet Union has taken 

the occasion of the discussion on his prorosed e.r'.'..endrr,ent to launch one of his 

familiar i~vectives against the Administering 1\uthori ty of this Trust Territory. 

I find it necessary to stig~atize his statement as a callous distortion. 

He spoke of the interests of the Nauruan reople. Can it honestly be imagined. 

fer one rr,cr.:e:::t that tt.e version of tr.e circuDstar-,ces ,,hich he: attcr..pted to put 

before the Council is one that, in any c::mceivable ,,ay, could acl'/o.nce the interests 

of the NaurJan people? I would surmise that the :rauruan people are a good deal 

happier to be dealing, as they are dealing, with the Australian Governr.ient on these 

:matters affecting their future than they would be if they were d2aling 11ith the 

Governreent of the Soviet Union. 

kc. l<:IAl:G ( China) : I very much dislik~ to involve myself in trj_s 

unnecessaril~r protracted debc..tc . Houever, in tl:e light of -;-111:1.t has transpired. in 

the Council, I feel obliged. to say a f'ew words about the situation ,1hich now 

confronts us. 

First of 2.11, I rci.::.st cleclare how ve1°y much L~:pressecl I am ui th the :pertinent 

rer.:arks nade by the rep:resentative of tr-.e United. States. He has, in fact, raised 

the level of discussion on the point before the Council. I must congratulate my ... 
distinguished friend., M1°. Eoyes. 

It seer:}s to rr.e that ,,e are very much confused with regard to one thing. 

Actually, I was morally responsible for having the lfauruan proposals set out in 

a clocur:ient 2.nd circulated. to the Council; that was done at my request and those 

proposals 0.1ere never submitted. to the Council by the Head Chief. The :proposals 

were submi tt:.:d to the ;i.ustralian Governrr.ent, which told us that they would be 

further discussed uith the 1Jauruan leaders this corning August. Therefore, it is 

important to rer;:e:mber that those 1wo:poso.ls 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 forth:: 

Council to take any decision on this matter before the Australian Government infor::.:: 

the Cou..ricil of its final decision with regard to theo. 

A great deal has been heardhe!e with respect to whether or not we have been 

kind to the Hauruan people. I .am quite sure that ·the Head Chief) who is present 

here, does not · want mere lip service. He does not seek sympathy alone. \'!hat 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 rrany 

of the recorr:rnendations and conclusions which this Council is about to approve. I 

am certain that the Head Chief has read all the speeches which have taken place in 

this Council in previous years and. he knows perfectly well 11here each delegation 

stan.ds in this · matter. 

At this time, it seems to me ) it is our duty to demonstrate to the Nauruan 

people that they may reta in their trust and confidence in this Council. It is 

therefore insu,fficient merely to mouth worcls in order to win the sympathy of the . 

Iiauruan people. ·what we must do is to give them sound advice. 

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

proposal to arr.end pe.ragraph 3 of the draft report . Co:-isistent ,,ith our r,osition 

yesterdr1y, my delegation will not taka p . .u-'.:, ir, a vote on any arr:endrr.ent to the 

parc.grc.:i;-h l,hich is n8w before the Council. 

The PRESID3NT: Before giving . the flo.or to the next speaker, . I · must 

apologize to the Council; r ·do have to leave in order to catch a plane. I will 

therefore turn the Chair over to our Vice~Preside11t. I am sure the Council will · 

agree with me th_at , sitting in the Chair, the representative of Bolivia may speak 

and. vote as such. I now turn over the Chail~ to him. 

Mr. Salan:anca (Bolivia), Vice-President, tcok the Cl:air. 

Mr. KILUAI (India ): The statements which have been made here, both today 

and previously, have convinced me that the concensus of opinion in this Council i s 

that the wishes of the i'Tauruan people in r egard to their resettlement is a matter 

of pc.rar::ount importance . No one here has disagreed with that concept. 
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The proposals s~br:1itted by the Ife.uruans are not ~,ret fully develofedj they 

need further discussion and. further steps must be tal~en to m':l.ke them complete a:o.d. 

thorough. For this re2.son, the Council has not been able to consider them full;-/. 

Hith regard to paragraph 3, I should lil~e inforrc.ally to propose an arc.endn:.ent ,1hich, 

ii it obtains support, I iiill tr..en propose formally. 

In place of :rnotes with interestrr, I would substitute the words ndecides to 

give sym:pat:tetic consideration!f. Therefore, the paragraph would 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 we find any agreement with it, ,,e shall propose it formally. 

ll 

The PR.CSIDENT (interpretation frcr:i Si;o.nish): 'Hith the permission of the 

n:er;,bers of t.1:.e Council, I should lilce:: tc;> say a few wcrds en this suggestion, 

speaking in behalf of my delegation. 

I am inclined to support the suggestion made by the representative of India 

which, realistically speaking, has the same value as the Bolivian :proposal. I 

,muld. therefore vote in favour of it. 

I au certain that other rr:embers of the Council uill now uish to express theh· 

opinions of this &mendrr.ent. 
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Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdom): I think we all feel tha t we are 

approaching a s tage when we can conclude this discussion. But I would like, if I 

may, to say one or two ·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 

Nau:ruan people. But my ex_perience is that the Nauruan people are perfectly 

capable _of speaking for themselves. He distorts the position by saying that the 

Nauruan people have rejected as unacceptable the proposals which have been set out 

in our report. T1:1at is not true. Indeed, the Nauruan people have indicated that 

they would welcome what we have proposed, · which is that they should be given all 

the facts and the full inform2.tion before they come to their conclusion. 

The Soviet representative further distorts the position by saying iri 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 sa id again I would. deny it again. Our recommendation i.s :perfectly clear that 

a search should be made for an alternative island imnediately a nd thoroughly in 

consultation with the :peo_ple of IiauruJ and that should be one of the alternatives 

which should be set before .them in comparison with the other ·which is also set 

before them so that they can ha ve the full position on which to make a decision. 

\ 

The Hauruan people have sa id that they wa rmly ·welcome the other proposals which we 

have put forward in rega rd. to a greater :i;:art in the management of their own affairs. 

These things car:not be overlooked~ th-=y -::annct be denied. is nece3sary, in 

view of what the represerrtati•.re of the Soviet Union has se.id, to say them again. 

Uhen anyone speaks of hypocrisy and questions the gcod faith of the members 

of this Council, he must come here ·with clean hands. He will pay greater rc::spect 

to the views of the representative of the Soviet Union when 1·1e have some 

information about progress towards ir..dependence of the Soviet colonies in the 

Pacific -- the Soviet colonies under Soviet adminis tration and under Soviet --

Mr. OBER::'.J:,UCO (Union of .Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): i-~ point of order. 

The f RESIDl:r;T (inter1)ret ation frcm Spanish): I give the floor to the 

representa tive of the 6oviet Union on a point of order. 
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Mr. C'EERE..~KO (Union of Soviet cociali st Repu .. olics) ( inter p r etation frci:: 

Russian): Yes ) ?-ir. }resident) it will be a point of oro.e1·. ;1fte r that you n:ay 

perhaps l)errr..i t me to exercise our right of re:ply in · connexion with scme cf the 

statements and you mi~ht perhaps give us the opportunity of saying what our 

position is with respect to the amendment which hac been intr oduced . 

F i rst of a ll) on t his point of order. He note t hat ,.1hen the representative 

of the United Eingdom runs out ·or gun pm:der and out of argvrr.ents, h e then begin3 

to resort to a:iti-Soviet calumny. He n2.ttersabout everything that may run into 

the mind. of his feverish intellect. Ue belie ve that solrle of his n:.ost recent 

figments have no relationshi p whatsoever to reality nor to the question at present 

under discussion. I consider that if the represent ative of' a colonial Pm-1er 

prefers to be feverish ,-1hile being conscious) I suggest t ha t he do so not in the 

Trusteeship Council nor in any other organ of our Organization. He:ce we shall not 

permit the representative of the United Kingdom to engage in a nti-Soviet exercises 

in slander. Let him speak of his own position. Let him p res ent his position and 

let him deal_ with the n:atter a t hand.. 

The FRESIDi:I-:'l' • ( interpretation from Spanish): I ,1ould recall 'to the 

rep resenta tive of the Soviet Union that he) of course) can exercise his right of 

reply. But h is intervention a t this time is not a point of order. Of course, 

he is ;.er::ectly entitled. to make use of his right of r~:ply . He shuli.. nm, continue 

to listen to the represent~ t ive of the United Kingdom. 

Mr. CBERElG(O (Union o f Soviet Socialist Republics) ( inte ri:)retation :frcrc. 

Russian): Point of orcer. 

The I'RESIDEIE ( interpretation frcrr.. Spanish): '.lhich is the point of or:ier, 

J':ir. Rep r esentative of the Soviet Union? 

Mr. OBEREMKO (Unioi.1 of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretatior!. frcr.1. 

.Russian): Hr. President, I do not knm-1 1,1hether you heard in inte rpre t Qtior'l. whn t 

t he represent2.ti ve of the United Ki ngdcm '.?as good enough to utter here . h,~r h::.o.l)S 

the interpretation into Spanish w~.s different and you did not henr those s,1or-is: 
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or perhaps the interpretation was not c1uick enough to have those i.-JOrds transnitteci. 

to you. But the representative of the United Kingdom spoke ·here of things which 

have no relationship at all to the a gend.a and which in fact do not e:xist. 

My statement in connexion with the point of order consists of the request that 

yo"u call to order the representative of the United Kingdom who has really gone 

a little too :far afieldj that you remind him of the fact that he is not a Governor 

of Cyprus or NLgeria or some other 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 point of order. - i.ie appeal to you to draw the attention of the 

representative o~ the United Kingdcm 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 FOCT (United Kingdom): To pursue this matter further, I 

would merely wish to say that the representative of the Soviet Union repeatedly, 

const2.ntly and in alrr:ost every one of his interventicns rr..akes 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 ?acific on which ,,e receive no inforrr.ation and on which we 

have no re2,son to believe t hat they are proceeding towards freedom. 

The PR2SIDEtIT ( interpretation from Spanish): First, I should like to say 

a few words myselI~. I believe that the President has within his to conduct 

the debate within its proper framework. I should-·like to recall to the members 

of the Council that ·we should continue to discuss the · problem i.-1hich is before us, 

namely, the conclusions and recowrnendations presented in the case of Nauru. 

,rnyt:O.ing different would prolong our debate unnecessarily. ;-)e should like to 

call the attention of both representatives t hat we should remain concretely on the 

point we are discussing. ile, of course, cannot disregard the right to answer. 

\-Ie must maintain some flexibility in our debate, but I think we should concentrat e 

on the point which we are now discussing. 
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i -ir. OB,iRfi,iKO (Union of Soviet Socialist R::publics) (interpretation from 

Russian): ].,ir. }r1:::siclent, I agree entirely with you that -..-1e should indeed 

concentr3:\;e on the discussion of the 1mtter whicn is before us and which is 

included in tbe agenda. I consider that as a very correct ruling and a very 
.. , 

accurate opinion on your part in this matter that has r.cw been raised. I think 

the representative of the United Kingdom has listened to you attentively anc has 

understood ·what you have said and i·Till continue his statement accordingly. 

Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdcm): I have nothing further to say. 

The FRESID~i'iT ( interpretation frcm Spanish) : • I believe we have now 

reached a point ilhere I should like to ask ·whether other members of the Council 

,-,ish to express themselves on the amendment presented by the representative of 

India and. which was accepted by my mm delegation. 
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Mr . CCF.KER (New Zealand) : I do not yet wish to express an opinion en 

the a.rnendment proposed by the representative of India, but I wish rather to ask 

• e. q_uestion of clarification in relation to it. The proposal is that the Council 

TT decides to give sympathetic consideration to . the proposalsrr. May I . ask the 

representative of India precisely when he intends that this consideration take 

place: at this session, at e. special meeting, at the next session? The paper 

c::.lready provides that the :rrntter will come up before the Council again . . • In the 

following paragraph there is provision for the report of discussions between 

the Ne.uruan leaders and the Australian Gov-ernmerit on these proposals, to conie 

again before the Council, and presumably that will be the future consideraticn. 

Therefore, as far as I can see at the moment, the onlypoint of this 

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

Mr. KILWAI (India): In reply, I would like to read out tbe subsequent 

sentences of the third paragraph, ·which r~ad: 

nit takes note of the fact that the Rauruan :proposals were submitted only 

·a few days before the Council's consideration of this Ticatter and that there 

bas not been time for the Visiting Mission or the _-\drGinistering )_uthori ty 

to consider and con::ment upon them; it takes note of the statement of the 

special represeQtative of the Administering Authority that these proposals 

,dll be cl:.scussed and c:xamined in further negotiations between the 

1:.cL-:inistering "'.-.uthor.i ty and the Nauruan leaders. The Council hopes that 

the result of these negotiations will be corr:municated to the Trusteeship 

Council at an ee.rly date, and in time for consideration by the seventeenth 

session of the General Asserr:bly . 11 (T/L.1051, J:2.ges 1 and 2) 

The position is rrade very clear. If further clarification is required by 

the Council, we can add a line or so saying rrat tbe earliest possible daten, or 

SC!!}ething of the sort, but perhaps .in view .of what is already given in this 

paragraph it may not be cc r.~ idcrecl necessary. 
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Mr. com,2R (New Zealand): I thank the representative of India for ' 

that clarification. As I said before, and as bas 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 statement of 

the Council I s symr:;atby since we know that the Council is syrq:athetic 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 some s11ch opening 

formulation as this) which I do not forrrally propose at present out merely 

sutmit as a .suggestion, particularly for the two representatives. Could ·we not 

have paragraph 3 read in some such way: "The Council records the sympathetic 

concern which it feels for the Nauruan people in their search for a new home, 

and notes with interest . • • r: and then the rest of paragraph 3? 

'Ihc FF.ESII:H-:T (ir,terprctation frcn Spanish): I should like to ccnsult 

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

recess in the hope of finding a formula which will satisfy all concerned and 

thereby provide e. practic'J.l solution to our problem. Of course, if the Council 

-;~is'i:!es to vote now, I stall not press my suggestion. 

:,tc. HCCD (Australia): 11.ir. President, perhaps on :ceconsider2.tion you 

,rill not tbink it necessary tc have a recess. I think we have really reacb~d 

the point at which we can record our views,if you desire us to do so, in the 

light of the propCJsals that have been submitted. I would, however, like to be 

clear on whether the proposals submitted by the representative of New Zealand 

~,rould be acceptable tc the representative of India. Is be still maintaining his 

cwn proposal or not? 

Mr. KIAI:·JG (China): }\lthcugb I stated earlier that we would not be 

able to vote for any proposal to amend paragraph 3, we have, however, listened 

very carefully to tbe e.dditicr.al 'v."Ords proposed by the representative of New 

Ze2.l2.nd for :paragraph 3, and this, in our view, is not an muendment but rather 

e.n addition which ·we think is quite in order. For this reason my delegation will 

vote for it. 
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Nr. KIHTAI (India.): First of all I should like to point out that in 

paragraph 3 ',Te are considering proposals and not the concern ·which the 

represente.:Gi ve of New Zealand bas referred to. '.[•bat is not the exe.ct place for 

the amendrr:ent of the :representative of r:ew Zea.land. I have found another ple.cs 

where, if the representative of New Zealand agrees, we rr:ay add his words. 

In par2.graph 1, as the third sentence, we could say that 11 Tbe Council records 

the sympathetic concern which it feels for the Hauruan people in the;i.;r search 

for a new hcrr:e and notes the recorunendation of the Visiting Mission ... u, etc. 

Ue could add there this sentence, and my amencm.ent which I now propose forn:ally 

for r,aragre.ph 3 would read as follows: 11Tbe Council decides to give sympathetic 

consideration to the proposals submitted by the Resettlement Sub-Corr.mi ttee': , . and 

!'notes with interest:r will be deleted. 

'\ 

The FRESIL:EKT: If there is no objection, the Council will take a 

short recess. 

The rr:eeting was suspended e.t 12 noon and resumed at 12.05 -p.m. 

' 
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'Ihe PRSSIDEI\T (interpretation frcm Spanish): I should like to inforr::. 

the Council that the situation with regard to the amendments is as ·rollows: ':-:'e 

have the proposal of the Soviet Union; we have the proposal presented by India and 

supported by Bolivia; and then we have the informally presented proposal 

introduced by I'Tew Zealand with respect to which the representative of' India 

suggested that it should be in the second part of the first paragraph. 'Ihat is 

the situaticn as :Lt stands. 

I should like to know whether the representative o:f Ne,;-r Zealand insists on 

presenting his proposal forr::ally. 

Mr. CORNER (New Zealand): I still feel that this particular formulation 

may represent the greatest consensus of agreement in the Council; and, therefore, 

I would put it forward formally. Paragraph 3 would read as :follows: 
11 The Council11 

-- Then insert the -words: urecords the sympathetic 

concern which it feels for the. He.uruan people in their search i'or a new 

hcrr:e, anc1 notes ,;,Tith interest .•. ". 

'Ihe rest of the paragraph t~1en continues. 

YILPAI (Tr.di"e.)-... \. \ ;- \ _.._.1, I • In the event that the representative of: r,Te~-, Zee.land 

presses for nis ar:.endn:ent, e.nd if this is adopted, even then I would lil~e to 

press It would then read e.s follows: 

!:Tc.e Council records the sympathetic concern which it feels for the 

He:-1ruan people in their search for a new hcme, and decides to give 

syr:,:;:2.thetic ccnsideratio:o. to the propose.ls su1:m.i tt.ed. by the Resettler.:ent Sub­

Ccr:ni ttee cf the Ec.uru Local Gcverr£ent Council .•• 11 ar:.d so on. 

Er. OB:CREMKO (Union of' Soviet Socialist Repuolics)(interpretatio:::J. :frcm 

Russian) : :;e c.eem that now the Council is considering an extrern.ely important 

matter; and we would wish the r:,embers of the Council to have the r.::.atter quite 

clearly before them in regard to what it is that is proposed for adoption. 

The representative of the United lQngdcr.:_. in his last statement, as in scr::e 

of the previous stnter.1entsl stubl,ornly tries to support this aura of mystification 

to the effect that, allegedly, the I-Jauruar_sand the representative o:f 
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people, the Head Chief, who has been present at our meetings, allegedly, 

unreseryedly approves and endorses all of the recorr:mendations of the Visiting 

Mission. 

But that is not so. The representative of the United Kingdcm is purposely 

trying to copfuse this matter, and is giving for ccmparison things which are 

iriccmparable. In particular, .he is saying that tl:le Nauruans, allegedly, are 

agreeable to the proposal of the Visiting Mission. Hhat proposal or what 

proposals? There are severalj there are several alternatives. The Nauruan people 

agree that an isl.and be found for them. 'I'hat 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 Mission 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 corr.muciiy Nauruan centre in Australia. Is this proposal 

acceptable to the Nauruan people, this concrete alternative proposal which has 

been included in the concluding part of the first paragraph of the draft of 

our Drafting Ccrr.mittee? He put this qu.estioh: Is that so? 

The representative of the United Kingdom has stated here that the Soviet 

Union and the Soviet del~gation takes upon itself the role of spokesman for the 

Nauruan people. No, we certainly do not. aspire to that. ·ue -consider that the 

Nauruans will better explain their o,m. position and their. avm wishes. lfhat is . 

·why I am · suggesting that the Chairman of the Visiting Mission and I address 

ourselves jointly to the He3d Chief, who is present here and ask him directly 

whether the Nauruaris agree with this concluding part, or second part, of 

paragraph 1 -- namely, the alternative proposal to the effect that -- arid I shall 

read this out in English in order that it might be completely clear to the 

representative of the United Kingdom just what is being spoken of: 

(continued in· Lnglish): 

Do the Nauruans agree, as an alternative proposal, to work out a specific 

ple.n for the establishment of a Nauruan ccrur.unity centre in Australia within easy 

reach of scme main centre of population? 
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'Ihis clear question is one ,re wish to put to the :!ead Chief of Nauru. Let him 

tel.l us here whether the Nauruans agree to this concrete alternative proposal or 

not. I consider that an end fine.lly must be put to this mystification that has 

been utilized in the staterr.ent of the representative of the. United Kingdom, the 

Chairrr-.an of the Visiting Mission, who is trying to create the impression that the 

Nauruans apparently are accepting all of the proposals of the Visiting Mission. 

Accordingly) if this is possible at the present stage -- and this . is a very 

important stage -- I would like to have the views of the Head Chief of the 

Nauru.an people on this point: Do the Nauruans agree to the formo.tion of a Nauruan 

corrmunity centre in Australia, or do they wi.sh to have another island found? 'Ihis 

is the alternative. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from Soanish): 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 

.i,lission was that alternatives should be worked out and put before the Nauruan 

people for decision; that is all. He have understood from what the Head Chief 

has said to us that he has no objection to that course being followed and that 

that course is not contrary to the recommendation which he has made. It would 

be quite 1·rrong, in my view, to put the alternatives to the Head Chief or anyone 

else. The recorrmendation we made is simply this: ·that the facts should be 

worked out, . the alternatives should be clearly explained and ttat the Nauruan 

people should then decide. I have it clear in my recollection from the record 

which is before us that the Head Chief has stated that our recommendation is 

not in conflict with his. Therefore, I wo.uld not wish the representative of 

the Soviet Union to put forward a suggestion that the Head Chief or anyone else 

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

The ?RESIDENT ( interpret_ation from Spanish): I ce.11 on the represer.taU.v= 

of Australia on a point of orc3-er. 

i!I:r. HCO:C (i;ustralia): He are discussing the report of the Drafting • 

Corr.mittee 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 substance, which are the prec:i.se content of the report of the Drafting 

Ccrr:mittee and which have formed the content of the debate which has already 

taken place and which bas teen conclt:ded in the Trusteeship Council. I submit 

that it is not proper or even courteous, having regard to the position of the 

Head Chief, to have him take part in what is a debate all over again of the 

substance of this rr.atter. 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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:_::::,int of view of' correct procedure, in cy opinion, for the Council to reopen the 

~e~ate on these matters. 

The Council should proceed with its consideration of the report of the 

T'::.-s.fting Corr,mi ttee. We have two or three proposals before us for the amendn:ent 

:,f paragraph 3 of that report. He are all aware of what these proposals are, 

-::-_ey have been thoroughly debated; every member of the Council has had the 

·:~::;.ortuni ty to say what he thinks of the proposals. 

Having regard to all the circumstances; I formally move the closure of the 

:.ecate. 

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

:::.:estion of the representative of 1\ust:calia. Obviously his opinion is extremely 

i~:.:;,ort2nt in this case, but I should lL:e to understand clearly whether the 

:::.-epresentati ve of .Australia opposes or accepts the idea that the Head Chief 

sc.ould answer on a point on which there is sm::e doubt. This doubt concerns the 

:foint whether the representative of tile Nauruan people is ready to discuss the 

:;,.lternatives subr:-:itted by tt.2 •!isiting l-iission. 'fhis point was raised by the 

represent:1ti ve of the Soviet 0Y1ion after a statement made by the representative 

c,f the Ur~i ted Kingdom. If there are any doubts as to the riosi tion adopted in 

t he general debate on this question by the representative. of the l!E'.uruan people 

e:,d. if the h3.r:1inistering f;uthori ty states that this would be in contradiction of 

the rules 7 I should like ask the represerrtati ve of the .f,drninistering i,utho1·i ty 

t·:) tell us exactly what his position is. 

Vir. HCCD (i~1.1stralie.): I am r::ot here to assent or dissent from the 

~roposal that the Head Chief be again invited to this table; this is not the 

:::. int that I had in mind. Hy point is th2. t TJe have already passed the point at 

:.-:C:.ich the proceedings are in order. ~-le are considering the report of' the 

l::cafting Con.mi ttee. The n:embers of tile Council and only the me,::bers of the Counci..:.L 

t::.ke part in the consideration of the.t repo1°t. That is the correct position, I 

h2.ve no doubt of that. I the::.•ef'ore r::,:,-,.re tte closure of the deo2te, and my 

;:_o~ion for closure of the debate is t:bde 01,der rule 56. I would 2sk the Presi:lent 

t .:) put it t;:i the Council. 
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The PRESIDErJT: (interpretation from Spanish): I call on the 

representative of India on a point o·f order. 

1,ir. KID~TAI (India): l/2y delegation has great respect for the delegation 

of .L';ustralia, and what I am saying is not by way of creating any opposition. But 

I wduld merely like to remind the representative of J:ustralia 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. He have sought their assistance 

on every point} .and this fact is also rr.entioned in paragraph 2 which states: 
11The Drafting Committee held two meetings. ~:;t these meetings the 

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

i:dministering Luthority and of the Head Chief of Nauru. 11 (T/L.1051) 

'\·.'e have accepted assistance from these two representatives, and both my 

delegation and I would be very sorry if this assistance is denied to the Council 

when it requests it. i.,_ point of clarification is being sought. If it is not 

given here, we will certainly get it in the Fourth Committee. r1;y delegation 

does not see any reason why this clarification cannot be given to this Council. 

ile received this assistance ·;.rhen the report was being drafted, so why can we not 

get it now? 
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The P~LSIDENT (interpretation from Spanish): Eef01.·e putti~s to the vote 

t1'.,~ L1otion fo1- closure of the dece.te 11:.2.cle by, the represe:1tative of c.ust:raliaJ I 

si.101....ld like t0 read out :paragraph 3 of rule 56 oz the ::.·,,;les of procedure. First, 

hrn-revcr, I uould give ffiY interpretation of tbat :i;;arag::.·e.~l:. The prooler,1 which we 

are nm-, discussing is vei·y sim:9le. It is whether the Tr;_;_steeship Council can ask 

the representative of the Eauruan people to reply to a q;__:_estion put by a member of 

tne Council at this point. I now read out paragraph 3 cf rule 56: 

,:A motion for closure of decate on a draft ::-esolution or other motion 

shall not be considered oy the Trusteeship Council 'J.::.til each representative 

shall have had the op:i;:ortunity to s:peak on that cL·aft resolution or other 

motion. Decate en a motion for closure of decate sl:.all ce limited to one 

speaker for each side 11
• 

Tl1e q_uestion of hearing the representative of the :,:;;eo:ple of 1,;am:u is therefore 

now before the Council. Cnce ~1emcers ha\'e explained tl-"'eir positions, I shall 

u:ake my decision. 

Mr. HOOD (:.ust:talia): T!:e Pn:)sident has ce:::cectly quoted :;:a:cagraph 3 

Tl:at ,ms,of course, the r:rcvisicn I had i~~ r.:1ind.. I would iiave thought 

that eacn representative ::.ad. had an cpr:;o:ctunity to si:;ea~~ on the ,:draft. resolution 

Indeed, tte.t ve.s ~,hy I r:1oved for cl::sure of debate under tbat 

r;_; le. Of course} it is for the President to decide ul:et:.1.er or not representatives 

l-::9.ve had full op:9ortunity to express tLer.2selves. 

I wo"uld ir.al:e it clear tbat my n2otion for closu:ce ".i2.s not specifically 

directed to the su.::;gestion -- if that is i:.rhat it was -- from the Soviet 

representative that t-he Heacl Chief should be asked to c~-~e to ·t11e teJJle agai11. 1-:i,Y 

rr:otion was made in the light of the st2.:;e that '.-Te had. reacl,ed. and j_n the interest 

of the most orderly r,iroceedings of the 'l'1°usteeship Cou.nc:2-l. Iiy delegation of course 

has no veto over whether or not tbe Head Chief sho1.,ld. cc::re to the table at thj_s 

If the Council desires hir:i. to do so, I think ti.'".:at it will he.1.'e to express 
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itself positively in that sense. Perhaps the President will wish to give an 

opportunity to other members of the Council to s:pealc on 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 S:i;:anish): I am very grateful to the 

representative of Austral;i.a for uhat he has just said. 

Speaking: as representative of Bolivia, I "believe that it would ce in his mm 

interest for the Council to hear the Head Chief of Nauru. 

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 

answer to the question that has been put to him. 

At 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): i.!e should like to know the views of the Eead Chief of the 

Trust Territory of Nauru on the concluchng words of pa1·agraph 1 of the draft 

conclusions and recommendations of the Drafting Cow1mittee. First, however, · I 

;.;-ould explain that ve are not putting a question as to the procedure which should 

be adhered to in the formulation of this or that :9lan. 1:e are not now dealing with 

the recc:c:m:endation 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 Nau·ruans for final approval, and so forth. 1}e believe that that goes 

without saying. Of course the Nauruans must take part in the formulation of the 

plans and must approve them. Hhat we are interested in now is the attitude of 

the Nauruans to the alternative proposal regarding the vorking out of a specific 

plan for the establishment of a Hauruan community centre in ..:custralia. 
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\!hat do the l'Tauruans prefer? :Co they 1.rant a separate island, or do they prefer 

the alternative proposal for the estaolishment of a Nauruan community centre in 

_~_ustralian territory? 

Sir Hugh FOGT (United Kingdom): I merely -uish to indicate that I 

welcome the opr;ortunity 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 .- Would the President wish me to 

put it now? 

The PRESID_sl'iT (interpretation from Spanish): I should like to have 

sane order in this debate. If all the questions are put to him at once, the 

Head Chief will have difficulty in answering them. I think that it would be 

better for the Head Chief first to answer the question put by the representative 

of the Soviet Union. _-_fter that, other members may put questions to him if they 

·Wis11. 

Mr. CORHER (He-.r Zealand): I have no objection to the procedure ~ust 

suggested by the President. I [!lerely wish to state the follmring. 

Firs":., I have no ob.jection personally to the Head Chief of Nauru com::_ng to 

the tac:,le now; in the lo:1s run I think tbe.t our work can only be assisted by 

his presence. That is why I raised no objection to the invitation to him. 

Formally) however) I think that this is the wrong time for either the 
Specis.l Representative or any of his colleagues to corn.e to the table, because we 

he.ve reached the stage where ·we are uorkins as representatives of Governments at 

this table. I therefore re6ard the present procedure as wrong in principle, 

although I raise no objection to it. 

Secondly, I regard the type of question put by the Soviet representative --
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Mr. OBEREHKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( in_terpretation from 

I wish to raise a point of order. 7. Ie have put a question to _the 

Head Chief of Nauru, not to the representative of New Zealand. That 1~epresentative 

is now trying by some means or other to answer that questiori. ~:e believe that the 

correct procedure would be to call now on the Head Chief of Eauru, because the 

question was addressed to him. The views of the representative of New Zealand on 

this point are of no interest to us, especially since we are already acquainted 

with ther.i. 
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I should like to 

ask the representative of l'e.r Ze,].land. not to insist or, his r1oint of order. 

T1.fter a.11) this is a period ,rh-~ri questior.s are· asl~ed and answers given. 

I should lite to make a brief statement. The representative of 

I::e-:-r Zeale.nc1 said that the procedure 1ras out of order. I think that we should 

judge this WJ.tter in perfect calm. I asked whether there was any objection 

to inviting the representative of I:auru to the Council table. Everyone harl 

the right to oppose this suggestion at the time) but now the intervention of the 

representative of Few Zealand complicates the situation. I think that it was 

perfectly clear. 1.Ye were going to ask the representative of Eauru 

two or three questior.s, and when I suggested inviting him to the table) the 

representative of New Zealand remained silent. Therefore) I think that we 

are follouing the proper p rocedure. 

to discuss this point. 

1 ;r. COTIF8n ( 1-:ew Zea land) : 

the p roce rlu.re. I have not c'ojected; 

leave it at that. 

I do not think that -:;;e should continue 

I do not believe that I have complicated. 

I have recorded rny position) and I 

Ih:c FTI::SIDZI-iT (inter:pret'.3..tion from Spanish): I ·would ask the 

represer.te.ti ve of the Soviet Union :.dndly to repeat his question. 

~;r. 013~.i{CI-iDJ (T..Jr-,ion of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

:frcrn I wish t o explain cnce more that our q1.testion does not affect 

the procedi.,~re of foruulating any particular plan. Tnerefore) ·we are not 

speaking no•.r of those proposals of the Visiting i,iission ·which concern that part 

of the rn·o.::edure) narr;ely) that any :_::;roposal ·will have to be worl:ed out ·with 

the particir2..ticn o f the l':auruar:s and ultimately :presented for their approval. 

\le ag:cee to these proposals; but ti1at is not what -we are questioning now. 

In para[£ra:ph 1 of. ·the Drafting Corr:mi ttee 's conclusions and. recomnendations 

refe r ence it made to an alternative proposal. The first prorosal was to seek 

a n<::u islancl. for the popuL1tion of .iTauru and) as I understam1 it, this 

propcsa.l c:-'.) i r:.cic7.es ,ri th the pro1-::e;.:sals o f the Nauru.ans theL~selves. But ti:1e 

a lterlnti ve 1,ro-posal ~-ras that a i:;2-at, should be wor'<:e rl out for the establisb:ient 
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of a Eauruan community centre in 11.ustralia; not on a sepo.rate island.; but 

on the territory of Australia. 

Cur impression was 1 and still is; that the Nauruans wish for a separate 

island to be given to them and that .they do not wish to be resettled on the 

territory of ..ius tralia. We should lil,e to have this point clarified. He ,;Tish 

to l:now the view of the Head Chief of Fauru as to whether the Hauruans would 

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

Hr . lkG!'iRTHY (Special Representative): I do not wish to complicate 

the issue further; nor to hinder the representative of the Soviet Union. 

I just wish to point out the difficulties of the question in this respect; 

that the territory of Australia is made up of many islands, and one of those 

islands may well be su.i table for the I1~auruan people. 

• Er . OBZREl:11-CO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation 

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

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

Special £\epresentative was designed in any way to assist in the explanation of 

the situation. Uhen reference is made to "~he establishment of a Eauruan 

centre in J\.ustralia; . it is assumed that this would be on the territory of 

Aus tralie.) not far f:::or.i a main centre of population. That is why we lTOUld 

wish the iiead Chief to be allowed to speak. If; subsequently; the Special 

~epresentative has some clarification to offer; we shall be prepared to listen 

to hin. But) Nr . Preside!"lt; do permit the Head Chief to speak. 

Hr. de ROBURT (Head Chief): I am sorry that I seem to have been 

responsible for creating some confusion in the minds of representative of big 

nations in this Council. In answering briefly the question of the 

re1)resentative of the Soviet Union) I should l ike to say this : that our position 

has been made clear in the document containing the proposals of my Council 

which J submitted to the i:,iinister for Territories last month before I came to 

Eo r:;ention is rnade in the proposal cf favouring resettlement in a cor::munity 

centre close to a main centre of population in i1ustralia. I think that that 
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in itself is a sufficient a nswer, but if I may go on and I think that all 
'' 1:;0..e mer:1bers of the Visi tinr; 1-iission -,rill bear me out in this -- the proposition 

,;e.s discussed informally on Eauru at an informal meeting between the Visiting 

llission, the Administration and the I':auru Local Goverr>.Y!lent Council. The 

representative of the United r;:ingdon, in fact, had put forward the proposal. 

The I.ocal Government Council considered. the proposal, despite the fact that it 

was p1).t inforrn2.lly, in kindness to us and our aspirations as a people, and 

r:1y Council came forward with the clear proposals which are set forth in the 

docume nt which I h ave mentioned. 

Trusteeship Council as ·T/1600. 

I think that this document is known to the 

I hope that this ansi:rer will satisfy the representative of the Soviet Union. 

lir. OBI'GREi.-E<:O (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) ( interpretation 

from Russian) : I ar,i very grateful to the Head Chief of Nauru for the 

explanation which he has giver and which confirms our point of view, namely1 

that i:r" t1:c :propcsals of tr.e Fauruan ~eq:le, r.o reference is made to and 

nothing is said in favour of the resettlement of the l:auruans on the territory 

of J..usti·al.iG. or in favour of the cree.tion of a l'Iaurua:-i centre not far from sorr,e 

~ain ce~tre of population. 

:Ie ccr.sider this explanation tc be perfectly clear. 1Te can now act, 

This clarification convinces 

us eve:::1 L,ore that we 12u.st speak strcr-!gly against this alternative proposal in 

the latter part of ~aragraph 1. The Soviet delegation will vote against that 

proposal. 
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Sir Hugh FOCT (United Kingdom): I am sorry to have to go back over 

ground i·lhich we have already cove1·ed, but I am forced to do so. ·I h :=rve two 

questions I wish to put to the Head Chief. First of all, may I ask if' he can 

confirm that the propose.ls set out most recently by the Local •council of IJauru 

are dependent on a suitable island being found? 

Hr. de ROBtffiT (Head Chi~f): Yes, the proposals are dependent on a 

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

:found. 

Sir Hugh FOGT (United Kingdom): Secondly, does the Head Chief confir~ 

that he and his people ,muld welcome having alLthe facts and all the alternatives 

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

lir. de ROBURT (Head Chief): I thought I had answered that q_uestion at 

one of the earlier rr.eetings of this Council. May I ask the United Kingdom 

representative if I am. right in this and if, in fact~ it is the so.me question: 

-which was asl-:.:ed here in respect of :paragraph 53 of the Visiting Mission 1 s report? 

:3ir Hugh FOGT (Unite d Kingdom): :.C::xactly. The question was asked and 

answered. before, out it seemed to rr.e to be ni=cessary. to ask it again in viei:-1 of 

the c;_uestions which have now been raised by the Soviet representative. I would 

therefore rr:,e rely ask the Head. Chief to confirm what he has previously told us in 
,, 

this matter. 

1'11· . • de TIOBlJl.\T (Head Chief): \!ith the permission of the Council., I would 

like to read out my previous anm-1er. I said: 
11 In respect of pai·agraph 53, I am some,-1hat unable -- despite my sincere 

efforts in the time allotted to me -- to reply to the proposition stated 

there in the sarr.e manner as I have replied to the proposition stated in 

pa:rngra}?h 54. The dilerrrr.a ·which faces n:e, as I see it, in regard to the 

pro1)osi tion i n paragraph 53 is this: If I should S3.Y on b ehalf of the Nauru 

Council and the Hauruan people that I ,1elcorr.ed this, I feox that it might ha·✓e 

the effect of negating the value, the sincerity and the authenticity of the 
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(Mr. cle Roburt, Head Chief) 

p:-copose.ls 11hich we have just sucrnitted, on 12 June -- last month -- to the 

l,ustralie.n 1 Iinister for 'l'e:critories. I greatly fear creating such an effect 

fm:· bro :·casons, First: I have no authsrity to ad.opt here a c.:mrse which 

might give rise to an effect such as that I have rr.entioned. Second, I believe 

th3.t the ~Tauruan submission of 12 June to the Minister contains very feasiole 

l)ropositions •.ihich clo not clash with those of the Visiti{ig Mission and --;rhich 

could be put into practice ii' the Australian Governrrent wished to ce really 

g2ne:;:ous. 'Ihe reople of Haun."!. trust, ex:r,ect and hope that the f'.ustralian 

Goverrm:ent will be really generous in respect of those wis:1es and aspirations. 

Hmreve1·, we uncle rstand that it is open to the Australian Government at the 

rec!_u.est of the Trusteeship Council to submit proposals on the lines of those 

sugge_sted. in the i·eport; and these would be examined by the Nauruan people. n 

(7/PV.llSO. p. 3) 

'The PRESIDENT (interpretation frnrn. Spanish): Does any other member 

'.lish to ask fu:cthe:c ·questions of tr,e ?ead Chief., in addition to the questions 

as}:ed by the ;:epresent2.ti VE$ of the Soviet Union and the Uni tecl Kingdom~ The 

answei'S ,;hich he..v,~ been given we r e very precise and they have ce1·tainly cont:cibuteu.. 

OB~RCl-iKO (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation froo 

?.uss ia:::): . e 1rish to o~~ce again express our gratitude to the Head Chief of Nauru 

:for his clea:c answers., which have truly clarified the situation.· Those 

i'ep:cesent2.-t.ives ', :h o wish to know exactly what are the intentions and propos9.ls 

of the i~aun:.an :i;;eop l c ~,Till be able to see in these r eplies the true positicn. 

Si:c Hw:h FOGT (United Kingdom): I ,-10uld like to thank the Head Chief 

of Nauru for the replies, which I knew would be straight forward and clear. I 

would lil:e to express our gratiti;.c.e to him for n:al~ing it q_uite plan that, although., 

oi' course: he Sc.J.]?}_;Orts the recorr.mendations which he has bi·ought to this Council: 

these recc1T:Y!"ien_d-::.tions do not com:lict with the proposals of the Visiting iiission 

ii:. this rec2,::.-cl • 
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The PRESIDEI':T (interpretation from Spanish): I would like to thank the 

represe.ntative of the population of Nauru once more. 

Mr. de Roburt withdrew. 

The PRESIDEt~ (i~terpretation from Spanish): I beli~ve that the members 

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 

reg_uired., I ·Hill 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. KILHAI (India): If there is no objection by the Soviet representative, 

rr:ay I request that my proposal be voted upon first. If. my proposal ,-:ere voted 

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

The PRESIDm;T ( interpretation from Spanish) : I think vre 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 fact that his pro:i;:osal was made after the Hew Zealand proposal, and that 

it includes the New Zealand. proposal. However, if there is no ob_jection by the 

SoviP,t representative, we could first vote on the · Indian proposal. 

1--Ir. OBER:E:i:il~<::O (Union of Soviet Sociali$t Republics) ( interpretation from 

Russian): • For procedural reasons, in vieu. o:f the fact that our proposal was the 

fi1·st to be introduced, as well as for the reason that this arr.endrr..ent is furthest 

rereoved from the text, it seems ~o us that our amendment should be put to the vote 

first, as the Chairman suggested. Moreover, we attribute a great importance of 

principle to tpis amendrr,ent and, accordingly, we would request that it be put to 

the vote first. 
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'Ihe PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm Spa.ni3h): Ue shall new vote on 

the Soviet c1rr.er.dn:ent. A roll-call vote has been requested.. 

f,_ vote was taken by roll call. 

France, having been drawn by lot by the President, was called u:pon to 

vote first. 

In favour: 

Pfninst: ---.-.-. -

Abstaining: 

Union of Soviet Socialist Republics 

France, f-[ew Zealand, United Kingdom of Great 

Britai12 and N01·thern Irelanrl, United States cf' 

America, Australia 

Bolivia, India 

China did not particir,ate in the voting. 

'The amendment was rejected by 5 votes to l, with 2 abstentions. 

'I'he PRESIDENT ( interpretaticn frcm S:r;anish) : 1Je shall now :put the 

amendr::ent of l'Jew Zealand. to the vcte. I do not believe that there has been a 

request for a roll-call vote. 

Mr. KIANG (China) : I should like a c1arifica tion. Are you including 

I!::die. r s ameradment in the ar.:endI1:ent of iJew Zealand? 

The FRESIDEi'!T ( interpretation frcm Spanish) : I shall make it clear. 

'I'he 2.::~.::::nd.,:ent of I'!e,., Zealana. ir:cludes an nddi ticn; there is an addi ticn to t:te 

text. If this amencment is adv~ted, that will in no • ... ray i;reclude the possibility 

of voting en the Indian amend.'llent. 

Eaving cle.rified that point, ,-re shall now vote on the amendment presented 

by New Zealand. 

Ihe amendment was adopted by 7 votes to none, •,1i th l abstention. 

'Ihe PRESIDENT (interpretaticn frcm Spanish): ~Te shall now vote en 

the &rr:er..dr:::ent. sutmi tted by the representative of India. A roll-call vote has 

'been requested. 
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I re~uest that the amendment be read 

by the Secretary before we vote on it, :please. 

• The PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm Spanish): 1.Je shall ask the 

Secretary to read out India's amendlr.ent. 

Mr. RAPOPORT (Secretary of the Council): The representative of India 

has suggested that the words 11 decides to give sympathetic consideration to11 

be substituted for the words 11 notes with interest" at the beginning of 

paragraph 3 of the draft conclusions and reccrr,mendations. With the a.dc:pticn 

of' tr.e New Zealand c.mer.crnent the :i;aragra.ph wculd reo.d: 

11 The Council records the synpathetic concern which it feels for the 

Nauruan people in their search for a new hcme and decides to give 

sympathetic consideration to the proposals sucmitted11 
-- and so on. 

A vote was taken by roll call. 

Bolivia, having been drawn by lot by the President, ,,,as called upon 

to vote first. 

In favour: 

.4gainst: 

Abstaining: 

Bolivia, India, Union of Soviet Socialist 

Republics 

Australia, New Zealand, United Kingdcm of 

Breat Eritain and Northern Ireland, United 

States of America 

France 

China did not pa~tici~ate in the voting. 

The amendment was re,jected by 4 votes to 3, with l abstenticn. 

Sir Hugh FCCT (United Kingdcm): In explana.tion of my c!_elega.tion 1s 

vote, I wish to indicate that ·,,re voted against the Indi.an 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 . HOYES (United. States of !.merica): I sl1culd like to exple.in r::y 

vote. I considered. the New Zea.lar::d and the Indian ar:er:dr.lents as ·alterr:atives 

and. preferred the an:endrr..ent sutmi tted by New Zealand,. I do not see the. need 

:for re:pea.ting our symr:athetic point of view ii,. the s2:.e sentence and., therefore, 

I supported the Indian amendment. 

l•ir . DOISE (France) (interpretation frcm French ): I shculd_ like to say 

a few ·words in explanation e,f' r;1.y vote. My delegati:n considered tta.t the 

decision which the Council had t0 take tcday in ccnn2zicn with these amendrrents 

was, in fact, :prerr:2.ture. As a rr.e.tter of fact, 1:Ir. :CeSoburt 1s replies a few 

rr.:cn:ents ago confirrr.ed that feeling. It is not up tc this Council tcday to 

decide wh-:i.t the future hcme of the Nauruan pc:pulaticn ,;1ill be. For that reason, 

"'.ie voted as we did on the Soviet Union I s amendrc.eP..t. 

1~i th regard to the Inclian emendrr..ent, we considered. tl:at there is not a 

very great difference between interest and symp1thy; when one indicates interest 

in scmeone, cne demonstrates sym:patby as well and conversely, if one is 

s;yr:rr:;athetic to anyone, c-ne demcnstrates interest in the.t r;erson. 

UV 

'The FRESIDEET ( interpretation frcm S1:anish) : 1:!e shall new contini..i.e 

consider the draft resolution and if there is nc ccjecticn by the members of 

the Council, in view of tte late hour, ;,.re could vote on the remainder of the 

:r,rc:pcse.l, inclu:iing the ar~eGdr.ents which have been e.d.:::9tecl. 

I telieve that the representative of the Soviet cnic1: has requested a 

se:r;arate vote on the first Faragra:ph; I should like t0 en(luire whether he 

insists on that procedure. 

Russian): 

Mr . CBEREf,:KO (Union cf Soviet Socialist RepJ.blics) ( interpretaticn frcm 

The Soviet delegaticn requests that we he.ve e. se:r;ara:te vote or:. 

the ccncluding i;art of r:aragraph 1, begining 0;1i th t?1e ~-rords: 
11 

••• and, as an alternative proposal, work out e..s:r;ecific plan for the 

establishrr.ent of a r:auruan ccrr..,.'T1unity cent re in .G_ustralia within. easy rce.cr-_ 

of scrr,e main centre of porJulaticn. r? 
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(11r. Oberemko, USSR) 

The Soviet delegation will vote against that part. Aside frcm that, we 

do not insist upon a separate vote on any of the individual paragraphs. He 

agree that we coulJ. vote on the report of the Drafting Ccn:mittee, as a whole. 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation frcm S:r;anish): In conforraity with the . 

Soviet Union 1s proposal, we shall vote in the following ·way. Ue will have a 

separate vote on the latter part of paragraph 1. 

Hmrever., I will new put to the vote paragraph 2, beginning: 
11 The Council trusts that in the search for a solution to the problem 

of resettling the Nauruan people, ... 1
• 

That is what we are presently putting tc a vote. 

Hr. GBEREMKO (Union of Soviet Jccialist Republics) (interpretation 

frcm Russian): I request permission to speak on a point of order. That which 

we wanted to put to the vote is scmething quite different . . Ue wanted a vote 

on the concluding part, that is the last sentence of :r;aragraph 1, which begins 

with the words : 

(spoke in English) 

I! ••• as an alternative proposal, work out a specific plan for the 

establishment of a Hauruan . ccrununi ty centre in Australia within easy rea.ch 

of scme ma.in centre of population. 11 

(continued in Russian) 

Cur delegation makes this request because the part of the paragraph which 

precedes what I have just read is acceptable to us. It is the part which I have 

just read to which we object and against which we shall vote. 

The FRESIDENT (interpretation frcm S~anish): I thank the Soviet 

representative for his clarification. It is, therefore., on that last :part of' 

the first paragraph on which we shall vote. It reads: 

(spoke in English) 
11 

••• as an alternative proposal, work out a si;ecific plan for the establisl'.rnent 

of a Hauruan ccmmuni ty centre in Australia ,-,ithin easy reach of scme main 

centre of po:pulaticn. 11 
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(The President) 

This is the :r;art of the :r;are.gre.ph on which the represent2.tive of the Joviet 

Chien requests a se:i;:arate vote. Having made that clear, W,c :;hall new proceed 

~,ri th the vote. 

T'ne last -part of varagraph l was adopted by 8 votes to 1, with no 

abstentions. 



t.P/rf T/Fv:1201 
~1 ,~ 

The :FRSSID2NI' (inter:!_)retation free Spe.nish): I sh2.ll submit to.the 

Council the draft resolution as 2.. whole. 

l--Ir. HCOD (\ustralia): ,,\re you putting to a vote the text as a whole? 

The FR:SSIDB1'1T (interpretation from Spanish): Yes. 

J'.Jr. HOOD (:i.ustralia) : I have one req_uest, which is that ·we have a 

separate vote on the last senter..cc of pa.ragraph 3 . . I do that in order to rr.ake the 

position of the ~,.de1inistering .\.uthority pe1:fectly clear. lie have, of course, no 

obJection to the l10pe of the Council that •ithe result of the negotiations will 

be corr.:rrmnicated ... 11 j but I would not wish by casting an actual affirmative 

vote for ti1at particular sentence to ccrrmi t the 11.drainistering 1,uthori ty to 

observe any iiarticular date on this ms.tter. 

The FRESIDEI."T ( interpretation frcm Spanish) : I should like to ask the 

nustralien represent:J.tive for a clarification. He wishes to hs.ve a separate 

vcite on the very last sentence of paragra:pi.1 3) is that it? 

I:Ir. HOOD (Austr21ia): I think I have made the reservation which is 

necessary for me to r:1.ake and I should like that reservation simply to be taken . 

note of. I will not ask fo::c 8. se:para te vcte. 

· The FRESIDEt;T ( interpretation frcr.; Spanish) : •• The representative of 

the Adninistering Power has made a reservation as regards the very last part of 

paragraph 5. · It will be noteo. in the records of the Council. 

;fe shall put to the vote the whole of the resolution) including the amendi~ents 

which have been 2.cio:pted.-

The resoluticn was adopte~~Y 8 votes to l, with no abstentions. 
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'.i:h'.= PKi:J rm:1,:T ( interpretatio".l from ~jpanish) : I shoulcl J.il.;:e to ask the 

rr.er::bers oi:' :che Ccrr:rni ttee whether the1·e is o.ny objection to the first pc:!.rt of 

parag1 .. ~pl1 is some doubt as reg2.rds this :90.ragraph. 

1-I:c. COPPER (Neu Zealand): At whe.t point are we in the votin6? Could. 

you ini'on1 ""e? I must have cast my vote ,1rongly because I thbuc;ht I hG.d voted 

f'or the resolution as a ·whole. t,re ,,1e now to reconsider the vote7 

The FRI::SIDEI•;T ( interpreto:tion from S:92.nish) : I should like to make 

things cleo.:;:-. 1/e voted on the dra:i:t starting on pege one, ·which is a cl:caft 

resolution f:-com the Drafting Committee; 2.nd now we e.re speaking of the report. 

This is a sub,-,idiary vote. Ue have voted on the· resolution. It is sirr,ply on 
~ . 

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

necessary to vote sep3.l'ately on p3:ragraph 4 of page 1. Therefore, ,1e shall put 

to the vote parag:caph 4 of page 1 of the report of tne resolution which we have 

been discussing. 

Paro,gra~)h 1~ was adopted by 8 votes to none. ,1ith l abstention. 

:n:::. 1-IcCarthy iii thrlre,r . 

AGElTI'f, ITEi-1 5 

REFOET 07 T~:= UIEi'BD i·:ATICFS VISlTIEG i.'JISSI(JH TO '.[}ill TRL'ST TI::RRITORn:.s CF Iff\.lJrtU Al'TD 

EL".! GUII:E:·-, 1962 (T/1595 and h.dd.l, 1597 and ,!'.1.cid.l; T/L.1050) 

. The PR::srm:t;T ( interpretation from Spanish) : l!e nm-7 have a clraft 

resolution submi t:ted by the delegation of Chine. J uhich is conta ined in 

docurr:ent T/L.1050. These are questions before the Visiting Hission, and the 

delegation of China has submitted these suggestions. If there is no objectiot). to 

this dre.ft resolution, we shall consider it adopted. 

lir. YIIX!f~l (India): Have you acloptecl the resolution itself? 

The PR2SIDENT ( interpretation from Spanish) : Yes. 

II:c. KTC1.Ii'\I (India): Uy clek[:sation ,-,culd suggest thc.~t this resolution 

be taken int0 consid.er2.tion at the nezt ¥..eeting. ;_ ie should like to 1:ncw •:1hen it 

is going to be helrl because we h uve scrr.e alterrnitive pro:vosals s.nd suggestions 

which ,:e uoul~l like to have consiuen~rl 2.t the :'lcx.t r.-,eeting. 
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The FRESIDEJ:TJ:• ( interpretation from Spanish) : The next meeting of' the 

Council ·Hill be held on Friday at 10.30 in the morning. · If necessary, we shall 

have a meeting on Friday afternoon to consider the report of the Corr.mittee which 

he.s submitted conclusions as regards the Territory of Ne1;1 Guinea. 

The meeting rose at 1.10 p.m . 

.:, 




