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Themeeting"wascalledtoorderat3.l5 p.m.

EXAMINATION OF PETITIONS (T/INF/38)

The"PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): As agreed at our meeting

this morning, we shall now begin hearing petitioners whose requests for hearings

are contained in documents T/PET.lO/744 to 748. Today the Council will hear the

following petitioners: Mr. Roger S. Clark, Vice-President of the International

League for Human Rights; Mrs. Cita Morei, OtilABeluad, Mr. Joseph Inos, President

of the Commonwea lth Senate of the Northern Mariana Islands; Mr. pedro R. Guerrero,

Speaker of the Commonwealth Senate of the Northern Mariana Islands,

Mr. Larry L. Hillblom, Chairman of the Northern Mariana Islands Task FOICe on the

Termination of the Trusteeship, and Mr. Rick Sammon, President of the Conservation

Education Diving Archeology Museums International (CEDAM International). As

regards Mr. Glenn Alcalay, National Committee for Radiation Victims, whose request

for hearing appears in document T/PET.lO/745, I understand that he is not present

here today and wishes to speak at an appropriate future neeting.

I invite the petitioners to take their places at the petitioners' table.

At the invitation "of the PresidentiMr.RegerS.Clarki Mrs. CitaMorei,

Mr. Jose ph Inos, Mr. PedroR. "Guerreroi "Mr. "LarryL.Hillblomarrl Mr .. Rick Sammon

took places at the petitioners' table.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I call first on

Mr. Roger S. Clark, Vice-President of the International Leag~ for Human Rights,

whose request for a hearing appears in document T/PET.lO/744.

Mr.CIARK: As usual, I appreciate this opportunity to appear before the

Council on behalf of the International League for Human Rights, a non-governmental

organization in consultative status with the Economic and Social Council.



lM/3 T/PV.l675
3

(Mr .. "Clar k)

I should like en this occasien to draw the COlJlcil's attentien to four

publications concerning the Trust Territory that have appeared since the Council's

last mee tinq: a report by the Uni ted Sta tes General Accoun ting Office referred to

this TIOrning and entitled "Issues Associated with Palau's Transition to

Self-Government;" a book on Palau's struqqle for self-de termina tion by Bob Aldridqe

and Ched Mvers; a law review article by Professor Harry G. Prince enti tled, "The

United States, the United Nations and Micronesia: Questions of Procedure,

Substance and Faith"; and an article, "United States Still Considerinq Nuclear

Testinq Here", lIbich appeared recently in the Marshall-Islcnds-Journal. Each of

those works addresses in a serious way "many of the issues that have been raised in

recent years in th is Chamber.

The report of the General Accountinq Office was written at the request of

three members of the Committee on Interior cnd Insular Affairs of the United States

House of Iepresentatives. The report deals with a review of United States

agencies' oversiqht cnd assistcnce to Palau ald with issues related to Palau's

financial management, law enforcement, the HBEQ) power plant and conduct of the

referendums en the Compact. A supplement to the report centains TIOre detailed

information on some of the issues, notably, dubious contracts entered into by the

Government of Palau for infrastructure and services, law-enforcement difficul ties

in the Republic, issues concerninq the approval process for the Compact and matters

concerninq United States military use and operatinq riqhts in Palau.

I particularly commend to the Council's attention those parts of the report

dealinq with the illeqal efforts to alter the Palau Constitutien in 1987 cnd the

sickeninq material concerninq the bribes paid to high officials of Palau and the

Mar shall Islcnds in connection wi th IPSECO's activi ties. Those discuss ions confirm

in some detail what several petitioners have stated concerninq these matters in

pr ev ious years.
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I turn to the book by Aldr idge and Myers. This year, 1990, marks the

thirtieth anniversary of the General Assembly's Declaration on the Granting of

Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples. General Assembly

resolution 35/118, the Plan of Action for the Full Implementation of the

Declaration on the Granting of Independence to Colonial Countries and Peoples,

adopted a decade ago, takes the position that:

"Member States shall opPOse all military activities and arrangements by

colonial and occupying Powers in the Territories under colonial and racist

domination, as such activities and arrangements constitute an obstacle to the

full implementation of the Declaration, and shall intensi fy their efforts with

a view to securing the immediate and unconditional withdrawal from colonial

Territories of military bases and installations of colonial Powers." (General

Assembly resolution 35/118, "annex, para~9)

Resisting the "Serpent, the book by Aldridge and Myers, asserts strongly the

point of view that obtaining self-determination is closely related to escaping the

military net of the former colonial Power. The authors retell a traditional

Palauan legend on the escape from the sea-serpent, with the serpent representing

the scourge of militarism. Aldridge and Myers note the perspective of Pacific

Islanders on the issue, as recorded in the 1978 "Peoples' Treaty for a Nuclear-Free

and Independent Pacific", which asserted that the struggles for demilitarization

and self-determination are inseparable. They say that:

"The story of Palau clearly speaks to this perspective, which, in our opinion,

has a great deal to teach concerned first-world citizens about how to

understand and challenge the grave problems of militarism."

They continue to say that:

"At issue is the very heart of what we presume to call western civilization,

in its struggle to recover its humanity from the grasp of the serpent."
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The results of the most recent referendum in Palau this February suggest once

again that there are a significant number of voters in Palau who see the world in

this light. I therefore commend the Aldridge and Myers book to those who would try

to understand those opposed to the pervasive military aspects of the Compact. As I

have suggested here before, if Palau does not want nuclear material or the use of

its land for. military purposes - whether contingent or actual military

purposes - the United Nations Charter and general international law give it that

right. Neither the Charter ror the Trusteeship Agreement binds the Palauans in

permanent servitude to some view of security as seen by the Administering Authority.

The Prince article in the Michigan Journal of International Law is a tour de

force on the legal aspects of the Compacts of Free Association and the Covenant

with the Northern Mariana Islands. Professor Prince discusses the need for

Secur ity Council participation in the termination process, questions involving the

fragmentation of the Territory, the propriety of the arrangements for the future of

the Territory when judged against United Nations standards, questions of nuclear

reparations in the Marshall Islands and issues of economic, social and educational

conditions judged in light of the trusteeship obligations.
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Professor Pr ince does not always reach ag firm a ccncl us ion on some of the

issues as I would 1 ike, but his analysis is very fair and exhaustive. I hope that

members of the Cotncil will see fit to read his article with qreat care. It is a

timely reminder of someth ing the Mmin ister ing Au thor ity would cheerfully have us

forget~ the Trusteeshio Aqreement cOltinues to qovern its stewardshio of all four

puts of the Territory, and this Council's obliqation to exercise its suoervisory

au thor i ty is equallY wi & •

This leads me to the final story in the Mar sh all Islands·Journal earlier this

mcnth. That article makes the remarkable assertiQl that moot of the Uni ted Sta tes

Department of Enerqy's activities in the Marshall Islands are part of a

United States programme to maintain the capability to resume atmoooheric nuclear

testinq •. The information for the article is based on a 1982 Department of Enerqv

memormdum that wa<; publicly released for the first time at a Cooqressional hearinq

in Washinqton early in May. The 1982 memorandum was addressed to the issue of
-)

transferr inq all Department of Enercw Mar shall Islands medical mhadioloqical

proqranmes from the Department's Office of Environmental Protection to the Office

of Defence Programmes.

One of a number of understandings arrived at when the Un ited Sta tes Senate was

ratifying the Partial Test Ban Treaty in 1963 was that the United States would

establish and maintain standby facit ities for the resumption of a bnospher ic nuclear

testinq - presumably in the event of breach of the Treaty by other parties. This

is the first time I have heard, however, that the standby would take place in the

Msr shalls. Indeed, in liqht of the Compact of Free Associa tion 's promise by the

United States not to "test by detonation or dispose of any nuclear weapon", it is

hard to tnderstMd why the United States Government would have cQltingencv plans to

do just that in the Territory. Indeed, qiven the history of the nuclear-testing

issue, I should have thought that the vo ters who approved the Compact in the
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Marshall Islands did so Ol the plain mderstanding that no such events were even

remotely contemplated. Are there some secret understandings that do not appear on

the public record? I have no inside knowledqe of the na t ter beYOld t.«1at appears in

the .:Journal article, but I would respectfully suqqest that it calls for a careful

inves tiga tion by th is ComciL

The"PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I now call on Mrs. Morei, of

OtU"a"Beluad, whose request for a hearing appears in document T/PET.10/746.

Mrs~"MOREI: We would like to thank you, Madam President, and the merrbers

of the Trusteeship ComcU for the opporttmity to speak here today. My nal'M is

Cita Morei, and with me is Isabella Sumanq. We represent OU1- a "Beluad, a group of

Palauan ci tiz ens ccncerned about the fu ture of Palau.

We are very thankful that over 40 years ago the United States and the

United Nations stepped into protect Palau from Japanese colcnization. Older

Palauans talk about Japan's presence in Palau and rec:oqn ize that the people of

Palau were tmimportant to the Japanese. They say, "When the Japanese were here,

they pushed us to live in the mangrove swamps. "That is not true any more because

the Uni ted Sta tes brought denocracy to Palau, and now Palauans have vo ted

democratically to determine our future.

We followed a democratic Path to create and approve Palau's Constitution.

After over 100 years of Span ish, German, Japanese, and then American

admin istrations, defin ing who we are as a sovereiqn country and what "Palau" means

at this point in time became anexcitinq process. Palau'sConstitutionreflects

our un ique cul ture and our people's c:ommi tmen t to ma in ta in inq con trol of our

islands cnd keeping those islands clean for qenera Hons to COIm.

We have gone to the p:>lls several times in the past seven years to vote on

var ious vers ions of the proposed Compact of Free Associa tion. At times we have

voted on the same document more than once. With each vote the Compact has failed to
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gain the 75 per cent approval required by Palau's Constitution. In the most recent

vote, less than 60 per cent apprOlTed the Compact - fewer Palauans than ever

before. This result shows that as Palauans becorre It'Ore inforrred about the actual

prOlTisions of the Compact, the more they oppose it.

Members of OtU -a -Beload have actively worked aqainst the ra tifica tion of the

proposed Compact between Palau and the Un ited Sta tes. We bel ieve the Compact does

not represent the best interests of the Palauan people. The Compact obstructs the

process of returning land to riqhtful OlIlners, threatens our environment with

nuclear accidents, and presents the strcnq possibility of sacrificinq our small

islands to Un ited Sta tes mU itary plans.

We recognize that we are a very small island nation, and we as a people are

very coocerned about the development of our com trv, our economy and our welfare.

We welcorre development. However, we value the kind of development that does not

threa ten our el1l1irroment or destroy our means of livelihood - development that

serves as a basis for a sound economy in a stable society.

Palau is our island. We want our na tiro to qrow and develop on its 0\«\ terms,

in ways we Palauans decide are in our best interests. We recognize that we will

need assistance from the United Nations and from other countries. We welcome

appropriate assistance, but we do not want Palau to become a casualty of expanding

militarization and unbridled growth of international business ventures.

We have seen the destructive effects of inappropria.te development in other

places, md we d:> not want our comtry to be danaged as other countries have been.

Many of the features of Palau that are It'Ost valuable to us - the beautiful water,

reefs md marine life, the clear air, the peace and quiet are valued by many in the

international community. In 1989 Palau was narred the number one undersea wonder of

the world.
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People, organizations cnd Governments all over the world are realizing that

plans for sustainable development are imperative in preserving the resources of

complex cnd delicate eccsystens. There is also a growinq realizaticn, as expressed

in the nuclear-free and independent Pacific movement, anong others, that nuclear

weapons not only threa ten ul tins te destruction but have crea ted ser ious problems in

people's lives today. We in Palau want to be a part of these efforts and to

protect ourselves from those who fail to see hCM fragile our islands really are.

We are proposing a noratorium on Compact-related votes in the next few years.

Over 600 Palauan voters have already petitioned merrbers of the Palau national

legislature. Copies of that peti tion in Palauan and Enol ish are attached to our

pe ti tion.

We need relief from the constant voting on the Compact. We need time to

ed.1ca te ourselves on var ious fu ture-s ta tus options that include in&pendence, free

association with the United States without nuclear provisions and militarization,

and other ccnoepts related to self-reliance. We need time to complete the process

of returning public lands to their rightful owners, as manda ted by our

Constitutioo. We need time to re-establish the peace and mity amcnq ourselves

that has been shattered in th is time of repea ted and pressured voting on the

Compact •
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We are asking the Trusteeship Council to support this moratorium and to play a

more active role in supporting Palau's efforts to create its own path towards

self-reliance and self-government by, first, urging the Administering Authority to

respect our desire for a Compact moratorium; secondly, providing information to the

the Government and citizens of Palau about our status options; and, thirdly,

working with other United Nations branches and international agencies to make

information and technology for appropriate and sustainable development available to

Palau.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I now call on

Mr. Joseph Inos, President of the Commonwealth Senate of the Northern Mariana

Islands, whose request for hearing appears in document T/PET.lO/747.

Mr~ -INOS: On behalf of the people of the Northern Marianas I wish to

extend our congratulations to Mrs. Gazeau-Secret on her assumption of the

presidency of this body. Similarly, we wish to express our appreciation of the

special attention and assistance given our people over past years.

My name is Joseph S. Inos. I am the President of the Senate for the Seventh

Northern Marianas Commonwealth Legislature. Accompanying me is the Honourable

Pedro R. Guerrero, Senator from the Northern Marianas and a member of the 902

consultation talks between the Northern Marianas and the United States. I thank

the Council for the opportunity afforded us to speak here this afternoon.

We have always taken the position that the Administering Authority cannot

unilaterally terminate the Trusteeship Agreement. Only the Security Council of the

United Nations has the power and the right to end the trusteeship relationship

between the Administering Authority and the people of the formerly

Japanese-mandated islands.

We come before the Trusteeship Council to ask that the Trusteeship Agreement

not be prematurely terminated as it relates to the Northern Mariana Islands.
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On 3 November 1986, the President of the United States of America by

proclamation executed the final provisions of the Covenant. But that unilateral

action did not terminate the Trusteeship Agreement between the United Nations and

the Administering Authority. As we hope to make clear here this afternoon, we have

a fundamental disagreement with the United States as to our rights under

international law, rights which are protected by this body and by the Security

Council. You will be hearing our speakers who will e10qmntly present perhaps our

most 'pressing problems of self-government. Although that may be a fundamental

issm that m-ust be resolved, we have other concerns which I should like to address

and share with the Council at this time.

The Northern Mariana Islands, by enactment of a local law of its duly elected

legislature, claims the right to control, manage and develop the marine resources

of its exclusive economic zone. This law was enacted plrsuant to our own

constitutional authority. That law, Public Law 2-1, retains for the Commonwealth

the full complement of rights in the ocean and the exclusive economic zone

recognized for coastal States under the United Nations Convention on the Law of the

Sea. The Administering Authority contemptuously ignored that local law.

The Administering Authority has continued to force its unfounded assumption

under the guise of foreign affairs and sovereignty over the Northern Mariana

Islands and has taken the position that the territorial sea and exclusive economic

zone surrounding the Northern Mariana Islands is subject to United States federal

jurisdiction and should be treated in much the same way as the territorial seas

bordering a State. This failure by the United States to protect our people from

the loss of their natural resources is a flagrant violation of the Trusteeship

Agreement by the Administering Authority.

Several years ago, prior to the enactment of United States Public Law 94-241,

a covenant to establish a commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands in political
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union with the United States of America, we appeared before this body as

representatives and advisers of the Administering Authority. In eloquent and

extreme1y'persuasive fashion, we pleaded before this bo~ for it to support the

United States and our position that our decision to be a part of the United States

was freely and democratically arrived at and that our people's vote in a plebiscite

to be part of the United States was a solemn exercise in self-determination. We

applauded the United States commitment to respect our rights as the newest citizens

of the United States and to guarantee our people sovereignty over its internal

affairs.

The latter commitment, however, has been reneged on, and even the United

States judicial system has continued to aggravate our political status relationship

by issuing judgements on political and covenant issues that threaten to undermine

fundamental self-government as guaranteed by the United States and protected by the

Trusteeship Agreement. Existing laws of the Administering Authority, specifically

the Outer Continental Shelf Lands Act, do not apply to the Commonwealth of the

Northern Mariana Islands. However, proposed legislation as contained in the

National Seabed Hard Minerals Act of 1989 purports to ,extend United States federal

jurisdiction over the sea that surrounds the Northern Mariana Islands.

This jurisdiction over the oceans, sea bed and natural reSOUICes of the sea

surrounding the Northern Mariana Islands was not given to the United States in the

Covenant. The Covenant provided only for the conveyance of submerged lands, along

with other real property of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands in the

Northern Mariana Islands, to the Commonwealth Government.

Pursuant to the local Government authority reserved by the Commonwealth of the

Northern Mariana Islands Constitution and section 103 of the Covenant, the

Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands has enacted a series of laws which
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established the Commonwealth IS jurisdiction over its l2-mile territorial sea and a

200-mile exclusive economic zone.

, The Administering Authority law, which \lBS enacted without the partic ipation I

of the peoples of the Commonwealth, would establish for the first time United

States federal jurisdiction over the seabed hard minerals beneath the exclusive

economic zone surrounding the Northern Mariana Islands. This law would have the

effect of divesting the Conunonwealth and its people of existing rights over these

resources - something that was not contemplated by the Covenant and certainly never

given up by our people when they voted for the Covenant in 1975.

Early in its constitutional history the Comnonwealth enacted a series of laws

designated to affirm its rights in the oceans surrounding the Northern Mariana

Islands and the marine resources in those waters. The Commonwealth I s Submerged

Lands Act and Marine Sovereignty Act set out the Comrnonwea1 th' s ownership of the

l2-mile territorial sea, jurisdiction over a 200-mile exclusive economic zone and

submerged lands authority.

Our Marine Sovereignty Act establishes the Commonwealth I s claim to

archipelagic status under article 46 of the United Nations Convention on the Law of

the Sea. Incidentally, the United States does mt believe that the provisions of

the Convention apply to the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands. We

submit our total disagreement. Our Act also sets out our right to use the

a rchipelagic baseline in defining its territorial sea and exclusive economic zone.

The Northern Mariana Islands shall publicize its baseline by depositing a copy

of its baseline charts with the Secretary-General of the United Nations, as

provided in article 47 of the Convention. We find it extreme ly necessary to

deposit those baseline charts because, anong other reasons, the United States

persists in its federal claim to oontrol, manage and develop our eXClusive economic
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zone. In particular, we draw the attention of the Trusteeship Council to United

States Presidential Proclamation No. 5928 concerning extension of the territorial

sea of the United States to the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands.
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Further, the Territorial Sea Extension Act, with the stated purpose of

ensuring orderly implementation to extend the territorial sea of the United States,

causes us great alarm with regard to our claim to sovereignty over our own

exclusive economic zone. We draw the Council's attention to the proposed National

Sea-bed Hard Minerals Act, which establishes a federal policy for control,

exploration and commercial recovery of mineral resources in our exclusive economic

zone. Thi s Bill would assert for the first time united States federal jurisdiction

over the sea-bed hard minerals in our exclusive economic zone. The intent is to

divest the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands and its people of existing

rights in respect of those resources.

We heartily resist, and shall continue to resist, United States federal claims

to our marine resounces except for matters relating to national defence and foreign

affairs.

The Commonwealth has initiated formal consultations pursuant to the Covenant

with the Special Representative of the President of the United States to clarify

the Commonwealth's authority in the exclusive economic zone.

On 12 April this year the Special Representative of the President of the

United States agreed to support the Commonwealth's proposal that the authority and

jurisdiction of the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands be recognized and

confirmed by the United States to include the sovereign right to ownership of and

jurisdiction over the waters and sea-bed surrounding the Northern Marianas to the

full extent permitted under international law.

Under this proposal the Commonwealth will have rights as a coastal State in

the territorial sea, the exclusive economic zone and the continental shelf, as

provided in the United Nations Convention on the Law of the Sea.
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Although the President's Special Representative has agreed to the

Commonwealth's position, little if any support, or no support at al~has been given

him by other agencies of the executive or the legislative branches of the United

States.

I come to the natter of third-country assistance.

The Northern Marianas now pursues, through its section 902 negotiations with

the United States President, a new United States State Department IX>licy that would

allow the Commonwealth to receive assistance from foreign Governments. We seek

develo~nt grants from Governments such as that of Japan. Japanese business

investors, because of too great number and magnitude of their projects, have

overwhelmed our eXisting infrastructural facilities.

Tb date, however, the United States has refused to allow the Northern Marianas

the right to receive development grants from foreign Governments. This refusal

stands at odds with section 603(d) of our Covenant with the United States, which

provides in part:

"The Government of the United States of America will encourage other countries

to consider the Northern Mariana Islands a developing territory."

Shortly after the Northern Mariana Islands installed its first-ever

constitutional Government in 1978, the United States Department of State adopted a

policy regarding third-country assistance to Micronesia. The policy clearly

provided that appropriate financial and technical assistance to the Northern

Marianas would be permitted.

Despite that announced policy, and despite the fact that the Northern Marianas

has regularly expressed its desire for approval of assistance with projects such as

the desperately needed air traffic control tower at the Saipan international

airport, no such third-country assistance has been approved by the United States
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for the Northern Mariana Islands. During the same period, however, assistance from

the Government of Japan to the Commonwealth's neighbours, the freely associated

States of Micronesia, has exceeded $29 million.

In the light of the commitment by the United States in section 603 of the

Covenant to encourage other countries to consider the Northern Mar.ianas Islands a

developing territory, there is little justification for this great discrepancy.

The control tower project would be of mutual benefit to the Governments of Japan,

the Northern Marianas and the United States - Japan benefiting because of the

increased safety for the more than 400,000 Japanese citi zens woo travel by air to

the Northern Marianas each year.

The Saipan international airport is believed to be the only airport within the

jurisdiction of the united States where wide-bodied passenger aircraft arrive and

depart without air traffic control assistance. Yet the United States Government

has discouraged help with this and other similar assistance from third-country

Governments.

In 1985 the Committee on Appropriations of the United States House of

Representatives noted that the Japanese had offered to build a control tower at the

airport, and the Committee urged that that option be pursued.

The Northern Marianas Islands asks the Trusteeship Council to uIge the United

States to reaffirm the eligibility of the Commonwealth to receive foreign

Government development assistance from countries whose extensive business

investment has impacted our underdeveloped infrastructure. We ask specifically

that the Council urge the United States to allow the Japanese Government to assist

the Northern Marianas Islands in implementing the control tower project.
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I turn now to drift-net fishing. We and other Pacific island Governments have

been nearly unanimous in condemning the abhorrent drift-net fishing practices of

fishing fleets that deploy thousands of miles of nets in the Pacific, creating an

enormous so-called wall of death that indiscriminately kills fish and other marine

life. About four yea IS ago the American-flag Pac ific Islands took action through

the Western Pacific Fishery Management Council banning the use of this gear in our

exclusive economic zones.

Unfortunately, progress in ending drift-netting in the north Pacific has not

been as rapid as we should like. The United States Federal Government has proposed

legislation that would ban such fishing. However, such proposals have not become

law, and little if any pressure is being applied by the Administering Authority to

those Asian countries using this type of fishing to cease such operations.

We ask the United Nations to urge the world's nations to outlaw the sa le and

manufacture of the nets used in this fishing and to support the Commonwealth of the

Northern Madana Islands in its efforts to prohibit such fishing in the Pacific

area.

My next topic is international agreements. Sec tion 904 of the Covenant

requires that the United States consult with and give sympathetic consideration to

the Commonwealth's interest in international agreements. This is not being

followed. I give the following examples.

The United States recently entered into a trade agreement with Canada. The

agreement excludes the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands from the

benefits of this imp:>rtant market. No effort at consultation \\8S lI'Bde by the

United States with the Commonwealth before or after the agr~ment was entered

into.
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In the Pacific Fisheries Agreement, the United States has deliberately

excluded the fisheries of the Northern Mariana Islands as the only unregulated and

unprotected fisheries within the pu rview of the United States. We see these

omissions, and others, by the United States as a clear indication that it is not in

good faith adhering to the provisions of the Covenant.

Next I come to section 902 consultations. The Northern Mariana Islands first

requested .consultations in May 1985~ The United States did not appoint a

representative until a year later, at which time an employee of the Department of

the Interior 'tas designated as the United States President's Spec ial

Representative. Only three rounds of discussions took place, with no meaningful

results, before that Representative resigned.

It was another year before a second Representative was apPOinted. The

discussions resumed, with several meetings between August 1988 and May 1989. Then

the second Representative resigned. This foot-dragging was made the subject of a

hearing before the United States House of Representatives Sub-Committee on Insular

and International Affairs in May 1989. Yet it was not until February this year

that a third "interim" Representative was appointed - again a Department of the

Interior emplO¥ee.

In fact, the United States has taken the position that Covenant section 902 is

only an agreement to talk, and does not create a forum within which to resolve

disputes between the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands and the United

States. This is the stated position of the United States at the eighth round of

consultations between the President's Interim Representative and the Governor's

representatives of the Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands.
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It is abundantly clear at this point that the united States has no desire to

consult in good faith under Covenant section 902. The longer this unproductive

exerci~ continues, the more strained becomes the political relationship between

our Governroont and the Governroont of the United States.

It is time for this body to recognize and fulfil its fiduciary obligation to

the people of the Northern Mariana Islands. Section 902 may no longer be used by

the United States to shield it from its commitments to the United Nations under the

Trusteeship Agreement.

I coroo now to the Trusteeship Agreement.

I am particularly concerned with the united States Justice Department's

position in a recent lawsuit, United States of America v. Sab1an, in Which the

United States takes the position that the Northern Mariana Islands is m more than

a territory under the oomp1ete domination and complete authority of the United

States and subject to the plenary legislative authority of the United States

Congress.

Not only is the United States Department of Justice taking the position as

outlined in its legal brief but aIm the Special Representative of the President,

as recently as 12 April 1990, formally presented that position as the official

position of the United States President. Under that construction of the Covenant,

adopted and presented by the United States before its courts and to the

Commonwealth through the section 902 process, the Commonwealth of the Northern

Mar iana Islands is a mere territory of the United States, fu lly subject to the laws

of tl-e United States, without benefit of representation in the United States

Governroont or the right to vote for the President of the United States of America.

The Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands is not a territory, it is not

a property belonging to the United States. The relations between the Commonwealth

and the United States are governed exclusively by the Covenant. This relationship
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is different from the relationship between the Federal Govemment and the several

States and all its territories, all its colonies, or all its possessions. It would

defy all fairness and logic to allow the territorial clause to be used as a source

of power independent of the Covenant. The Covenant did not evolve from the

Constitution of the United States nor did it evolve from its federal laws. Rather,

the Covenant is the end result of continuous, hard-working negotiations between the

sovereign people of the Northern Mariana Islands and the United States, under the

oversight of the world community and subject to international law.

Despite the fact that the territorial clause was deliberately excluded from

the Covenant, the Administering Authority maintains that the territorial clause is

applicable to the people of the Northern Mariana Islands. Its assertion

necessarily blocks the termination of the trusteeship by the Security Council. The

trusteeship cannot be terminated until the United States of America agrees to

comply with the Covenant, Article 76 of the United Nations Charter and article 6 of

the Trusteeship Agreement.

Article 83, paragraph 1, of the United Nations Charter requires that the

Security Council approve termination of a strategic trusteeship agreementJ thus any

attempt at unilateral termination of such a trusteeship violates international

law. The United States cannot avoid the requirement of. Security Council consent

through a unilateral declaration that puports to abrogate its obligations under

the Trusteeship Agreement.

No termination of the trusteeship status of the Northern Mariana Islands can

be recommended by this body, or approved by the Security Council, until such time

as neaningful self-government for the people of those Islands is assured. Thus the

~orthern Mariana Islands opposes termination of its Trust Territory status until
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such time as a clear understanding is reached, supported by a binding commitment on

the part of the United States, that the Commonwealth's right to govern its internal

affairs will be respected by the United States.

The Commonwea1 th clearly is rot a sovereign State. It also is rot fully

integrated into the united States, since it does not have equal rights with the 50

States to participate in the executive, judicial and legislative branches of the

United States Government. The Commonwealth also does not qualify as a freely

associated State as contemplated by the United Nations, since it does rot have the

authority under the Covenant to disassociate itself from the sovereignty of the

United States.

In addition, according to the United States the Covenant is rot a binding

agreement since the United States claims the right to alter or repudiate it at its

CMn will. The Covenant does rot grant the Commonwealth complete freedom in

determining its own constitution and the United States claims plenary power to

intervene in our own local affairs.

This body is thus without authority to recommend, and the Security Council is

unable to grant, termination of the trusteeship as to the Northern Mariana Islands

until such time as the obligations of the Covenant, General Assembly resolution

1514 (XV) and article 6 of the Trusteeship Agreement are respected and complied

with by the United States.

The people of the Northern Mariana Islands respectfully request of this

Counci1~ first, that at such time as it may be appropriate to terminate the

trusteeship the following language shall be included in any terminating resolution,

"In terminating the 'Trusteeship Agreement for the formerly Japanese mandated

Islands' the United Nations Security Council and Trusteeship Council

specifically recognize that the people of the Commonwealth the granted

sovereignty only over foreign affairs and defence.",
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secondly, that the Trusteeship Council request an advisory opinion of the

International Court of Justice regarding the effective termination of the strategic

trust and whether the Covenant as interpreted and applied by the United States

satisfies the United Nations guarantees of self-determination and independence or

self-government, and, thirdly, that in the event that the Trusteeship Council is

unable or unwilling to request such an advisory opinion from the International

Court of Justice, the Trusteeship Council recommend to the Security Council that

such a request be made.

On behalf of the people of the Northern Mariana Islands I thank the Council

for the opportunity to make this statement.

The'PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I now call on

Mr. Pedro Guerrero, Speaker of the Commonwealth Senate of the Northern Mariana

Islands, whose request for hearing appears in T/PET.lO/747.

Mr~ 'GUERRERO: I am Pedro Guerrero. Our delegations from the Northern

Mariana Islands congratulate you, Madam President, and Mr. Thomas Richardson on

your election to the offices of President and Vice-President of the Trusteeship

Council.

On behalf of the people of the Northern Mariana Islands and the nembers of the

House of Representatives, I thank the Counc il for the opportuni ty to ma ke this

statement.

With IRa here today are Congressman Wi1liam C. Ada, Congressman

Diego Benavente~ Congressman Thomas P. vi llagomez, Legislative Counsel Ray E. Smith

and Assistant Attorney-General Eric Smith.
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We have returned to the Council in order to seek confirmation of our right to

an equal standing with the other self-governing peoples of the world. We appear

before the Council again supported by elected members of the executive and

legislative branches and by members of the Trust Termination Task Force. This

year, as in past years, our delegation is here as a demonstration of support for

the fundamental right of our people to be self-governed and free from United States

fO"'deral governmental interference in our local affairs.
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Today we ask that an advisory opinion be sooght of the International Court of

Justice regarding the effective termination of the strategic Trust and regarding

whether the Covenant to Establish a Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands in

Political Union with the United States, as interpreted and applied by the United

States, satsifies United Nations guarantees of self-determination and

self-qovernment.

In the 1988 report "Self-De termination Realized" the Task Force asked for a

strong statement by the United States, the J\dministering Authority, supporting its

previous assertions that it rejects any desire for colonial rule in the Northern

Mariana Islands. We asked for, and continue to ask for, a commitment from the

United States that it will comply in good faith with all the provisions of the

Covenant and all applicable provisions of international law. We believe that we

have yet to receive that commitment.

In fact, since our last appearance before the Council, the United States has

nade it plain in lawsuits before its courts, and officially in

Government-to-Government consultations, that despite the clear terms of the

Covenant, article 6 of the Trusteeship Agreement and General Assembly resolution

1514 (XV), it will govern the Northern Mariana Islands as a colonial Territorv. By

its actions, the United States has sought to gut the essential self-government

commi tment of those agreements.

We have come such a long distance to appear before the Council because we

firmly believe that the Trusteeship Council, as an overseeing body, has the

obliga tion to examine whether our right to self-qovernrnent, as confirmed by the

Charter of the United Nations and the Trusteeship Agreement, has been encouraged,

supported and respected by the United States. We ask this body to review the

posi tions taken by the Uni ted Sta tes under the Covenant and to de termine whether

self-qovernment has been retained by the people of the Commonweal the
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'!We1ve years after the Covenant was siqned we have extensive evidence that the

United States is not honourinq its aqreement with respect to the Northern Mariana

Islands. We present the following examples, from which the Council can judqe

whether under a universal c.'ncept of se1f-qovernment the Commonwealth has that

sovereign right to qovern itself or whether it has lost that right to the United

Sta tes federal author ity.

First, the United States asserts that the territorial clause of the United

States Constitution applies to the Commonwealth. Despite the fact that that

provis ion of the Consti tu tion was del iberate1y excluded from the Covenant, the

Administering Authority maintains that the territorial clause is applicable to the

people of the Northern Mar iana Islands. The territor ia1 clause qives author ity to

the United States Congress to make laws, rules and requ1ations for the

Administering Authority's Territories and possessions. The territorial clause

qives plenary power to Conqress to make all needful rules and regula tions

respectinq the Territory or other property belonging to the United States.

The Nor thern Mar iana Islands are not a "Terd tory or other property be10nq inq

to the United States", and it is only recently that such a position has been taken

by the Uni ted Sta tes. The re1a tionship between the Northern Mar iana Islands and

the Un ited Sta tes is governed exc1us ive1y by the Covenan t. That re1ationsh ip is

different from the relationship between the federal Government and the several

States and all its Territories, colonies and possessions. It would defv all

fa irness and logic to allow the terd tor ial c1a use to be used as a source of power,

independent of the Covenant, throuqh which the United States o:>u1d nu11ifv its

Covenant obligation to respect the Commonwealth's right to qovern its own internal

affa ir s.
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The fact that the terri tor ial clause is not among the cons ti tu tiooal

provisions included in the Covenant is consistent with the authority of the

Commonwealth of the Northern Mariana Islands to govern its own internal affairs.

Its deliberate exclusion is intended to ensure that the United States Congress does

not use an independent plenary source of power to supersede the sovereign

prerogatives of the people of the Northern Mariana Islands. The territorial clause

is a vestige of colooialism Which, if applied to the Northern Mariana Islands,

would give the United Sta tes plenary colon ial power over our people. Territor ial

status would render the guarantee of self-qovernment meaninqless. with the

approval of the United Nations, the Northern Mariana Islands would become a

"colony" of the United States in violation of international law.

The Covenant did not evolve from the United States Constitution, nor is it a

federal law. Rather, the Covenant is the end result of negotiations between the

sovereign people of the Northern Mariana Islands and the United States, under the

oversight of the world community and subject to in terna tional law. The Uni ted

States cannot and should not presume that a source of congressional power not found

in the Covenant applies to the people of the Northern Mariana Islands.

Secondly, laws which directly and substantially affect the Commonwealth have

been rou tinely adopted without prior consul ta tions.

Thirdly, it is officially asserted that the Covenant is no more than a United

Sta tes public law enacted by Conqress and that Conqress can un ila terally amend or

repeal it at will.

Fourthly, the self-government provis ion of the Covenant is violated by the

assertion of the riqht to control the expenditure of the Commonwealth and to audit

all its revenues, includinq wholly local revenues.
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The United States executive branch and federal courts have recently taken

positions fundamentally at odds with self-qovernment guarantees in the Covenant and

with the Commonwealth's political status as protected by international law. Those

positions place the United States in breach of international law and of the

Covenant. The United States has officially taken the position that the

Commonweal th 's riqht to self-qovernmen t is limi ted to the "riqht" to choose only

the form of local government institutions pursuant to a local constitution. That

is an unbelievable position for the bastion of democracy to take. Those of us who

are actively involved in the derrocra tic process find it difficult to understand how

the United States can be furthering the ideals of democracy by limiting the concept

of self-government to mean that once the structure of a local government is

established, the federal Government will control all legislation.

The Uni ted Sta tes has stated th is posi tion in legal br iefs filed by the

Department of Justice in two lawsuits, and the position was formally confirmed by

the personal represen ta tive of the Presi dent of the Uni ted Sta tes in the las t round

of consultations pursuant to Covenant section 902, in April of this year.

In the recent lawsuit United'States'of'America'vs~'Sablan, the United States

takes the position that the Northern Mariana Islands are no more than a Territory

under the complete domina tion and authority of the Uni ted Sta tes and subject to the

plenary legislative authority of the Un ited Sta tes Congress. In that lawsuit the

Uni ted Sta tes asserts four posi Hons affecting self-qovernment: first, that the

guarantee of self-qovernment is limited solely to the "riqht" to choose the form of

the Commonwealth's local government structure~ secondly, that the territorial

clause of the Un ited Sta tes Con sti tu tion appl ies to the Commonweal th, despi te the

fact that the Covenant does not make it applicable J thirdly, that, pursuant to the

territorial clause, the United States has full legislative authority with regard to
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the Commonweal th and that the Covenant crea tes no preserve of independent

sovereignty for the people of the Northern Mariana Islands, and fourthly, that the

Covenant is no more than a law of the Uni ted Sta tes, which can be amended or

repealed at will by the United States Congress.

Although the United States takes the untenable position that the right to

self~overnment is limi ted to the "right" to choose only the form of local

government structure, the federal Court of Appeals is apparently denying even this

to the people of the Commonweal th. In its recent decis ion in the lawsuit Wab9l vs.

Villacrus is, a feder al Court of Appeals held that the Uni ted Sta tes Congress" can bv

statute, unilaterally reduce or eliminate the legislative power of the Commonwealth

legislature. The federal court says in effect that despite the Covenant, the

United States can treat the Northern Mariana Islands as a Non-Self-Governing

Territory subject to the plenary legislative power of the United States and that

the Congress can pass legislation amending or nullifying any provision of the

Covenant and the Commonwealth's Constitution.
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The corner-stone on which the United States was built 200 years ago is the

fundamental p: inci ple that sel f-government is rooted in the cance P: of

re p:esentative del'lOcracy. The right to self-government means the right to vote for

the legislators and executive officials who enact and enforce legislation affecting

the lives of the people. The United States cannot now be permitted to accord a

very small and relatively defenseless p:>rtion of its p:>P1lation a lesser right.

Yet this is p:ecisely what the United States p:oJ;X>ses to do with the tiny

J;X>PJlation of the N:>rthern Mariana Islands.

Fi fthly, there is the p:oblem 0 f viola ting the spirit of the p'li tical

relationship embodied in the Covenant by placing the Commonwealth for

"administrative J;11rJ;X>ses" under the executive department resp:>nsible for

territorial affairs, thus treating the Commonwealth within the ~deral system as a

Non-Self-Governing Territory.

These p:oblems and the bias against self-government which the United States

courts have demonstrated in their inter p:etation of the Covenant have caused us to

question the good faith of the United States and the legitimacy under international

law of the way in which the United States treats the Commonwealth. The people of

the islands believed that they were voting for full, effective and meaningful

self-government when they voted for the Covenant. Whether true self-determina tion

has been achieved is also called into question, and that is why we are asking this

body to review the Covenant and the inter p:etations we and the United States give

to its ~ovisions. Our question to you is\ what is the international cormnunity's

definition of self-government, and, most imp:>rtant, what is your p'sition?

Our negotiators bargained long and hard for terms in the Covenant. When the

peo pIe of the Northern Mariana Islands voted to a pp:ove it, they did so with the

assurance that they were voting for guaranteed sel f-government.
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We have lost confidence in the Mminister ing Authority's intention to com ply

with the (:rovisions of the Covenant. We believe that the attemp: by the United

States to exercise complete legislative p:>wer to govern the internal affairs of the

comm::>nwealth violates its obligation under article 6 of the Trusteeship Agreement.

Only if the self-government !;rovisions of section 103 of the Covenant are

given their full and intended meaning, and only if the United States respects this

guarantee, will the basic freedoms guaranteed to all pea pIes under international

law be satisfied with regard to the ,;eople of the Northern Mariana Islands.

The PRESIDENT (inter !;retation from French): I now call on

Mr. Larry L. Hillblom, Acting Chairman of the Northern Mariana Islands Task Fbrce

on the Termination of the Trusteeshi p, whose request for hear ing a ppears in

document T/PET.IO/747.

Mr. HILLBLOM, I should like first to introduce the other members of the

Task Force. Mr. Elias Okamura and Mr. Julian Calvo, former President of the House

of Senate of the Northern Mariana Islands, and our Counsel, Peter lbnnicio.

In 1987, 1988 and 1989, the Task Force on the Termination of the Trusteeshi p,

a body created (llrsuant to the law of the Conunonwealth, ap,;eared before the

Trusteeship Council. We were further mandated by a referendum passed by

75 ,;er cent of the inhabitants of the Northern Marianas to supp>rt termination of

the Trusteeship only when the Mministering Authority complies with basic

democratic (:r inci ples found in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). Now, in

1990, the Task Force once again a ppears be fore the Council to eX !;ress its

continuing concern over the intentions and conduct of the Mministering Authority.

All .indications demonstrate that, following the elimination of this body's

oversight, the J.\dministering Authority will ignore the basic {:rovisions of the

Covenant, most imp:>rtantly section 103, which guarantees and preserves the right of

self-government to the inhabitants of the Northern Marianas. This right of
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self-government, the authority to govern local and internal affairs, is the very

essence of the Covenant and is the direct memorialization of the goals sought by

Article 76 of the Clarter of the United Nations and article 6 of the Trusteeshi p

Agreement.

The Task Fbrce believes that the Administering Authority has always intended

to treat the Commonwealth as having the same colonial status as puerto Rico,

American Samoa, the Virgin Islands and Guam. It is ironic that the self-proclaimed

champion of deIrocracy and human rights would continue the colonial status of

ap~oximately 3.5 million Puerto Ricans, 100,000 Virgin Islanders, 40,000 American

Samoans and 130,000 Guamanians. The Task Force fully recognizes that the

Trusteeship Council has no authority to address the colonial status of those

islands. However, the Council does have the authority and the obligation under the

Charter and under the Trusteeshi p Agreement to ensure that the 25,000 inhabitants

of the Northern Mar ianas are not added as a colony. Yet earlier pleas to the

Council for protection have fallen on dea f ears. To our knowledge, not a single

rep:>rt to the Security Council even mentions the concerns continually eX [ressed by

this Task Force and other members of the Northern Marianas delegation.

President Inos and Speaker Guerrero have ex plained in their pr es en ta tions,

consistent with previous ~esentations before this Council, the method which the

Administering Authority will use to exercise its authority should this- colonial

status be a p~oved and emerge. In p:trticular, it has been explained how the

Administering Authority intends to use the territorial clause of the United States

Constitu~ion, which ap~ars nowhere in the Covenant and is s~cifically excluded,

to justi fy legislation affecting the local and internal matters of the

Commonwealth. That clause allows for the enactment of legislation within the

Northern Mar ianas by persons for whom no person in the Northern Mar ianas has a
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single vote at all. This lX'Sition of the Administering Authority is contrary to

the ideals of democracy and violates article 21 of the Universal Declaration of

Human Rights, to which the Administering Authority is a signatory.

The Task Force is at a loss to understand how the Mministering Authority can

take one posi tion 00 denocra tic ideals concerning Nicaragua, Eastern Euro ~, the

Soviet Union and China, while taking a totally contrary position when dealing with

the Northern Marianas. We think it only apJ;:CoJ;:Ciate that the Council should call

upon the 1\dministering Authority to drop this double standard and view the

Commonwealth in the denocratic manner it has rePeatedly championed before the

United Nations regarding other nations.

Lastly, we concur in and ado~ the request for relief made by Speaker G.terrero

and President Inos, and we urge the Council to recognize it.

The PRESIDENT (interpreta tion from French) I I now call on

Mr. Rich Sammon, President of Conservation Education Diving Archaeological Museums

International (CEDAM International), whose request for hearing ap~ars in document

T/PET.l 0/748.

Mr. SAMMON, CEDAM International is a 23-year-old not-for-profit

organizatioo dedicated to conservation, education, diving, archaeology and

museums.' I am here today to s~ak about Palau's designation as me of the seven

underwater wonders of the world, about which the Council heard earlier. This is a

very, very exci ting J;:Coject. To give the Council some background on this J;:Coject,

we wanted to hook so~ kind of great idea that would develop an increased global

awareness of all the world's fragile marine environments. But we needed this

hook. If we had co~ up wi th an idea like "the 10 best dive si tes" or "the most

s~ctacular reefs in the world", it would not have made it.
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Thus, we developed an idea we called "The Seven thderwater Wmders of the

World", with the hook being that if we do not protect the seven underwater wonders

of the world now, thev, 1 ike the classic wmders of the World of which you have all

heard, wU1 be lost forever.

To give the idea and the project credibil ity we brought toge ther the top

marine scientists, conservatiooists Md naturalists in the comtrv last Alqust in

Washington D~ C to select the Seven Underwater ~nders of the World. I think their

names are impressive; they included Dr. Chuck Carr from the New York Zooloqica1

Society; Marcia Sitnik from the Smithsmian Institute; Dr. Bob Johannes from the

Commonwealth Scientific cnd Industrial Research Orqanizatim «(SIRO), which is ooe

of the mos t respected conservation organ izations in Australia; Jean-Claude Faby

from the Uni ted Na tions Envirmmen t Proqramll\! (UNEP); Dr. J\ndy Reckne tzer, a mar ine

scientist from California; Lieutenant Jim ~rris from tbah; Dr. Bill Stone from

Cis1una Development Corporatioo in Washingtm D.C.; Dr. Ernie Ernst, the Director

of Fducation from the New York Aquarium; Dr. Jack Carter from Wildlife Conservation

In terna tiooal; and perhaps the most famous woman mderwa ter explorer of our till\!,

Dr. Eugenie Clar k.

We brought those people down to Washington last Alqust, and we selected the

Seven Underwa ter Wmders of the World. The si tes were judged 00 na tural b eau tv ,

conservation value, geological sign ificance and un ique mar ine life. 'lWenty-one

sites were nominated. There were slide presentations cnd video tapes, and it was a

very informative day. After the presentations, Pa1au was named the nunber one

Underwa ter Wmder of the World. The others were the Northern Great Barrier Reef;

lake ·Baika1 in the Soviet Union, the largest and deePest lake in the world; the

northern Red Sea; the Belize Barrier Reef; the Galapaqos Is1cnds in Ecuador cnd the

~ep O::ean Ven ts, wh ich are 3,000 to 6,000 fee t under water. So the question is:

Why was Pa1au named the number me Underwa ter Wmder of the World? I am not qoing
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to go into all the details, but to put it quite simply, it has the highest species

diversity in the Pacific, with 300 species of coral alone. It is a spectacular and

br ea th-tak ing si te.

The reaction to this project worldwide has been overwhelming. I would like to

read out a couple of statements. Jean-Claude Faby gave the opening speech at our

Seven Underwater Wonders of the Wor ld meeting in Wash ington D. c., and he said:

"ProfessionallY, as a staff member of UNEP, I find the project fits in very

nicely with ooe of the most impOrtant progranmes in which my organization is

irwolved, namely, the protection of the marine erwirQlment."

He went on to talk about the programmes of UNEP, and he concluded by saying that

"The project of the Conserva tiQl Educa tiQl Diving ArcheoloCJ{ Museums

International (CEDJIM International)has, in common with our own concerns, a

conservatiQl ald protectiOl compooent based on somd scientific practices.

But what I like most about it is the education and p.tblic-awareness side of

the project. Moot people have not had the chalce to dive with the CIDAM

International teams, and the p.tblic at large does not realize the incredible

diversi ty, richness ald meer beauty of the mderwa ter world. The enly

ecosystems to rival it in these respects are the tropical rainforests of our

plalet. Shakespeare nay have been the greatest playwright in the English

language, but if I had to vote for the grea test poet of all time, Na ture would

be the winner. CID AM's Wen ders pro ject, so a ptly na tred, mould play a gr ea t

part in educating people about the wealth and beauty of our earthly heritage

ald the need to care for it r espons ibly. "

Since we announced the Seven Underwater Wonders of the World, we have had

letters from world leaders from aromd the world. President CorazQl Aquino wrote

us and said:
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It I am pl eased to h ear that cm.AM In terna tional, devo ted b:> cons erv ing the

global marine environment through research and education, is launching a

public-awareness project b:> explore ald Cbcument the seven mderwa ter wcnders

of the wor ld. I expect the project to in itia te an underwater expedi tion that

will instil in all of us, regardless of creed or theology, the need b:> protect

and preserve our fragile marine ecosystems and our entire terrestrial

envircnment. I send every good wish for the project."

Prime Min ister Hawke of Austral ia wrote\

"Projects such as CED.AM International's Underwater Wonders of the World,

which help make people aware of the need to conserve our natural heritage, are

to be apPlauded. I sincerely wish the project every success."

Senator Al Gore, who is known as Mr. Global Warming here in the United States,

wrote:

"Dear Mr. Sammon, I am writing to express my support for CEDlM's efforts

to develop a grea ter awareness of and apprecia tion for the world's delica te

marine ecosystems. I especially want to praise your decision to focus On

developing infornation ald materials that would be of particular interest to

science educators within our nation's public schools. Solving the world's

env ir en men tal problems is an enormous task. Efforts such as CEDAM's Seven

Underwa ter Wonder s of the Wor ld project can help us mee t the challenge by

edtca ting the na tien about the cri tical importance of the world's mar ine

resources. I hope the project will be successful."

I want to leave wi th you ald the Commi t tee some of the doz:ens of cH ppings we

have received on this project from all over the world. We have had edi torials in

The'Washington'Post, we are in National'Geographic, ald, againf the reaction has

just been overwhelming. We also have a video tape of the announcement of the
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project. I should also like to no te that when people now land in Palau there is a

big s iqn sayinq, "Palau, the Nunber One Underwater Wonder of the World". We have

heard that this has really turned thinqs aromd in Palau and that everyooe at all

di fferent levels is qe ttinq very involved and is proud that this is the Nunber One

Underwater Wcnder of the World~ I think it is very important to protect this area

for qener~tions and qenerations to come. We have also received a letter from UNEP

in the Pad fic invi ting CEDl\M In terna tiooal to go over and help with conserva tion

efforts.

What are our plans for the tu ture? We are qoinq to develop the wor Id's

largest exhibit of mderwater Jilotographs, a televisicn cbcumentary, a quality art

book and educational materials - all with a focus on marine conservation and

educaticn, because the fact is that if we cb not protect the mderwater wcnders of

the world, they, I ike the classic i'bnders of the World, will definitely be lost

forever.

The-PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We have heard the last of

the petiticners for this afternocn. If no member wishes to put questions to any of

the petitioners, I would invite the petitioners to withdraw from the petitioners'

tcble.
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The" PRES IDENT (in terpreta lion from French): Tomorrow, the Council will

hear two further petitioners. In addition, in keepinq with the schedule we aCbpted

this llDrning, the Council, after having heard the petitioners, will take up aqenda

item 4~ "Examination of the Annual Report of the Administering hlthoritv", at ~ich

time questions will be pu t to the Admin ister inq All thor ity on the situa lion in the

Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands, and aqenda item 6, as a continuation of the

consideration of the "Report of the Vis itinq Miss ion to Observe the Plebisci te in

Palau" •

The" mee tinq" rose' at" 4~ 35' p.m.


