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AGENDA ITEM b4 (a)

EX:MINATION OF CCNDITICNS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC ISL/iNDS:
REPORT OF THE DRAFTING COMMITTEE (T/L.1C96, L.1097/Rev.l) (continued)

The PRESIDINT (interpretation from French): The Council will now

resume the voting on the report of the Drafting Committee on the Trust Territory

of the Pacific Islands, which appears in document T/L.lCQG- I sugzest that
we follow the procedure we adopted yesterday, that is,that belore voting on
each paragraph of the report, delegations may make any ccuwents ol any
particular clarifications they wish to make concerning the parajrapii in
question or the amendments thereto. I would hope that these ccuments will
be as brief as possible and that speakers will not indulge in the luxury of
returning to questions which have been dealt with at some length in the
general debate on the Pacific Islands.

Ve had reached paragraph 14 at our meeting yesterday. Since no
representative wishes to make any comments on this paragraph, I put it to
the vote.

Paragraph 1k was adopted by 6 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Dces uny rerresentative

wish to make any comments on paragraph 15%

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): I address myself to the Soviet amwendment
in paragraph 5 of document T/L.1C97/Rev.l, and I would express the pesition of

wy delegation in this matter in the following way.

First, we have noted that the defence appropriations in relation to the
United States Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands are quite apart frow the
appropriations relating to the aduwinistration and the advancement of the Trust
Territory. They do not come out of the Territory's budget; they are = ccupletely
separate item on the budget of the United States itself.

Furthermore, the special strategic significance of this Territory has
been recognized by the General Assembly and this recognition has been given
expression through the development of particular machinery here in the United

Nations. Apart from this, the whole implication of the paragraph, we believe,
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is directly contrary to the information placed before this Council regarding
the increasingly large sums of money which the United States Government is

making available to promote the welfare of the people of this Trust Territory.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council will vote

on the Soviet amendment which proposes replacing the existing paragraph 15
by a nev paragraph which appears in paragraph 5 of document T/L.lO97/Rev.l.

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

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation would request a separate vote on the last

sentence 1in paragraph 15.

The ZPEESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance with the

request of the representative of the Soviet Union, we shall vote first on the
last sentence of paragraph 15, which begins with the words "1t the same time"
and ends with "internal revenue'.

The sentence was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragraph 15 as a vhole was adopted by 6 votes to 1, with 1 abstention.
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Peragraph 16 was_adooted by 6 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

Paragraph 17 was adonted by & votes to none, with 2 abstentious.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): As regards baragraph 18,

I should like to remind the Council that the Soviet Union hag submitted an
amendment which appears in paragraph 6 of document T/L.109T/Rev.l, an amendment

to replace the first sentence in paragraph 13 by a different text.

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): With regard to the Soviet amendment

contained in paragraph 6 of document T/L.1097/Rev.l, I should simply like to
note the view of my delegation that the eyewitness account given, I think,
the day before yesterday by the representative of Hew Zealand is alone
sufficient to refute the implications and allegations contained in this

amendment .

lir. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation
from Russian): As regards the statement just made by the representative of
fwstralia about assertions allegedly contained in the Soviet amendment to
the draft conclusions and recommendations, the Soviet delegation would like
to remind the representative of Australia that only two and a half weeks ago
the Council had before it a petition signed by Dr. Hicking and ten other members
of the medical services in the Trust Territory, in which the fidministering
Authority was accused of having misinformed the Trusteeship Council with
regard to the state of affairs in the field of medical services in the Trust
Territory. At that time the Soviet delegation informed the Council that this
petition,which was addressed to the Council on 30 ipril 1965, ccntained new
information with regard to the conditions in the Trust Territory.

As regards the reference made by the representative of Australia to the
statement of the New Zealand representative, I should like to remind him that
the Visiting ldission of the Council went to the Trust Territory of the Pacific
Islands over a year ago, and its information cannot be compared in anv way with

the new information available to the Council in the petition to which I referrcd.
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Ir. McCARTHY (iustralia): I attach particular weight to what I
called the eyewitness account of the representative of Ilew Zealand. I think
that the point is in nart well taken by our colleague from the Soviet Union
that a year has elapsed since our colleague from llew Zealand saw these things
regarding which he spolie the day before yesterday. But I think that the
representative of the Soviet Union has probably missed the poin%. I was
referring to the things which the representative of New Zealand said he saw
with his own eyes, that is, the equipment in the hospitals, the extent of the
hospitals' programmes, and all the rest of it; that could scarcely have

disanpeared in those twelve months.

lir. HOPE (United Kingﬁom): I should simply like to say that, if ny
memory serves me right, some time ago this matter was indeed considered in
this room and agreement was reached that there should be an impartial investigation
by the ilorld Health Organization. It seems to me, therefore, otiose that we

should return to this matter at this particular‘juncture.

ilr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I should like to make two ccmments in connexion with what has
just been said by the representatives of :fustralia and the United Kingdom.
First, if we compare the characterictics of the two sources which we have
available to us, we cannot fail to note that on the one hand we have a visitor
to the Trust Territory, even if he is a chairman of a Visiting lMission of the
Trusteeship Council and that on the other hand we have people who work and live
in the Trust Territory, who are there constantly and not for just one month,
and wvho thus have the possibility of acquiring a more profound knowledge of
the true state of affairs in the Trust Territory.

Furthermore, I should like to say that the statement by the Australian
representative implied that a year ago the Soviet delegation apparently agreed
with the information supplied by the Visiting llission. That was not so. At
the thirty-first session of the Trusteeship Council the Soviet delegation said
that it did not intend to share the enthusiasm expressed by the Visiting

Iission regarding the state of affairs in the field of medical services.
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Iis regards the remark made by the United Kingdom representative, of
course he is right. Therefore, in this case we should pay all the more
attention to the subject matter under discussion at this stage. It would
only be fair if the Drafting Committee refrained from submitting any
conclusions or recommendations on this question precisely because the Council
has decided to invite the World Health Organization to carry cut an investigation
of this matter. Uhether individual members of the Drafting Committee
desire it or not, a definite point of view is being foisted upon the Council,
a point of view which does not take into account the new information
contained in the petition received from Dr. Hicking and ten other persons.
The Soviet delegation naturally cannot agree with this. It would be ready
to withdraw its amendment if the Council decided not to submit any opinion
in the matter until such time as the Vorld Health Organization, if it carries

out an investigation, completes it and submits its results to us.
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Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): I hasten to say that I made no implication

regarding the views of the Soviet Union. Our colleague from the Soviet Union
is perfectly capable of expressing his own views. 1 was expressing my views
on the basis of an eye-witness account. Simply to put his mind at ease,

I would say that I was meking no implication whatever regarding the views of
the Soviet Union.

I believe that the point made by the representative of the United Kirgdcm
is very well taken. Vle have decided to call for an investigation of the
circumstances by the World Health Crganizaticn. The representative of the Scviet
Union has Just pointed out that he is perfectly happy to abide by the verdict
of the investigation of the World Health Organization in this matter.

Miss BROOKS (Liberia): I should like to say to the representative
of the Soviet Union that the formulation of the sixth Soviet amendment seems
to attempt to disqualify the findings of the Visiting Mission to the Pacific
Islands, when its report objectively sets forth the deficiencies in the medical
field as well as the good aspects. For this reason, my delegation will vote

against the amendment.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation remembers guite well the appeal addressed to
us by the President at the beginning of the meeting. However, we cannot fail
to speak once agoin in order to request the representative of Australia in the
future not to put any words into the mouths of others. The Soviet delegation
has not said anything about the conclusions which the World Hesalth Organization
might reach. We have not commented in any way on the possible outcome of its
investigation. For this reason, the representative of Australia should
understand that the position that he might take on this issue need not

necessarily be the position to be adopted by the Soviet Union on the same matter.

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): There may be a misurderstanding between my

Soviet colleague and me in this matter. I was not attempting to put any words
in his mouth. I would not do that; I would not have any words to put into his

mouth. I was not implying anything with regard to the position of the Soviet Unicn



BHS /bd T/PV.1263
12

(Mr. McCarthy, Australia)

in this matter. I was merely exXpressing my own views. Perhaps those views came
through incorrectly in the interpretation, but I do hasten to set his mind at

ease in this matter.

Mr. HOPE (United Kingdom): I would suggest that since many of us have
expressed our views on this particular point and since no doubt the members of
the World Health Organization will be able to read in the verbatim record
exactly what we have said, we might pass on to the next subject.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation has a sufficiently good memory to refer not
only to cne part of the statement made by the representative of Australia, but
to the statement as a whole. The representative of Auscralia used the English
words "to abide by". The Soviet delegation would like to say in this connexion
that it prefers to adopt a position not in advance but only after the material
has been studied. I think that each responsible delegation will share the point
of view of the Soviet delegation in this matter.

I should also like to say in this connexion that this statement by the

Soviet delegation in no Way casts any doubt on the results of the investigation
by the World Health Organization. We always reserve the right to make our judgement

on each subject after we have received sufficient information, but not before.

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I would agree with the statement wade a

moment ago by the representative of the United Kingdom that the position of

rerters on this question is already well known. The New Zealand position was
set out the day before yesterday by Ambassador Corner and has already been
alluded to several tiwes this afterncon. In presenting his eye-witness account,
he stressed that he had seen the medical services in fhe Territory as a layman,

but indicated that he was impressed, with some few reservations, by what he saw.
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(Mr. McArthur, New Zealand)

I would pcint out at this stage that the report before us sinmply
welcomes the statemxent made by the Administering Authority. Where the Council
states that it is encouraged by the progress made, this is simply a matter of
verifiable facts. The Council draws the attention of the Administering
Authority to the various reccorwendations and observations made by the World
Health Orgenization. There is no intention in the text as it stands to prejudge
the matter.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council will now vote
on the sixth Soviet amendment (T/L.1097/Rev.l).

The amendment ¥Was rejected by 7 votes to 1.

H

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): With respect to the vote on paragraph 18 of the report of the
Drafting Committee, the Soviet delegation would like to request a separate vote

on each of the three sentences of the paragraph.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council will now vote on

paragrarh 18, and in accordance with the request just rade by the representative of
the Soviet Union, will vote first on each of its three sentences separately.

The first sentence was adopted by 6 votes to 1, with 1 abstention.

The second sentence was adopted by 6 votes to none, with 2 abstentions.

The third sentence was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

Paragraph 18 as a whole was adopted by 6 votes to 1, with 1 abstention.
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Paragrzph 19 was adopted by 7 votes to none, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I should like to remind

the Council that the Soviet delegation has submitted an amendment in the form of
a new paragraph to be inserted before the present paragraph 20. That amendment

appears in paragraph 7 of document TfL.lO97/Rev.l.

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I wish to apologize for introducing a

sub-amendment at this stage in our deliberations, but I think that there are

ways in which the new paragraph suggested in the Soviet amendment could becocome
acceptable. It is the understanding of my delegation that the Administering
Authority is in fact making use of United Nations programmes of assistance. Ve
have noted the statement made by the représentative of the Administering Authority
in that connexion. e should therefore like to suggest a sub-amendment to the
Soviet amendment, as follows:

Starting with the word "recommends" in the second line of the Soviet amendment,

the paragraph would read:

"recommends that the Administering Authority continue to make use, in the
interests of the Micronesians, of the opportunities for education and
vocational training available to the inhabitants of the Trust Territory
under United Nations programmes".

That would be the end of the paragraph.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): Indeed, in the statement by the representative of the United States,
there was a reference to the fact that some persons from the Trust Territory went
to other colonial Territories and also to individual independent States within the
ald programmes of the United Hations. For this reason, when the representative of
ITew Zealand amends our own amendment, he is presumably mixing up two things which

are guite distinct. In its amendment, the Soviet delegation says that:
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"The Council, taking into consideration the Trust Territory's
requirements of highly qualified personnel, recommends the Administering
Authority to use, in the interests of the lficronesians, the opportunities
for education and vocational training available to the inhabitants of the
Trust Territory under the United Nations fellowship programme for
inhabitants of Trust Territories."

In other words, the Soviet amendment speaks of the special United Nations
programme for inhabitants of Trust Territories.

Thus, we are dealing here with two completely different and distinct matters.
On the one hand, we have the United Nations aid programmes; and, on the other, we
have the special United Nations fellowship programme for inhabitants of Trust
Territories. In these conditions, the sub-amendment proposed by the New Zealand
delegation is unacceptable to my delegation. But, inasmuch as a further
consideration of this sub-amendment is necessary, we suggest, if the llew Zealand
representative is going to press for it, that we use rule 57 of the rules of
procedure of the Trusteeship Council. Hcwever, before I read that rule, I should
like once again to draw the attention of the Council, and alsoc of the officials
of the Secretariat concerned, to the fact that we have not yet received the
last edition of the rules of procedure of the Trusteeship Council in Russian.
I now réad rule 57, in Lnglish:

"Reports, draft resolutions and other substantive motions or amendments
shall be introduced in writing and handed to the Secretary-General. The
Secretary-General shall, to the extent possible, circulate copies to the
representatives twenty-four hours in advance of the meeting at which they
are to be considered. The Trusteeship Council may decide to postpone the
consideration of draft resolutions and other substantive motions or amendments,

copies of which have not been circulated twenty-four hours in advance."

Mr . McARTHUR (llew Zealand): I should like to point out, in reply to

the statement by the Soviet representative, that my delegation does not feel it
is confusing various United Nations programmes in any way. I might explain the
matter simply in this way: It is our feeling that it is up to the people of

Micronesia and to the Administering Authority to determine which United Nations

-

programmes it should make use of.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The representative of New

Zealand hes tabled a sub-amendment to the seventh amendment submitted by the delegation

of the Soviet Union.

The representative of the Soviet Union has requested the
application of the provisions of rule 57, which reads, in part:
"The Trusteeship Council may decide to postpone the consideration of
draft resolutions and other substantive motions or amendments, copies of
vhich have not been circulated twenty-four hours in advance."

Does any member of the Council have any comments to make on the proposal made
by the representative of the Soviet Union?
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lr. McCARTHY (fiustralia): I believe that the point raised by the

representative of the Soviet Union in relation to rule 57 of the rules of procedure
is valid. T also believe that the sub-amendment submitted by the representative of
llew Zealand is designed to bring the Soviet amendment more into conformity with
the situation as we understand it. |

Mr. President, you are faced with a time factor in the Council and it would
be desirable for you to finish the business of the Council with the utmost
expedition. Therefore, my delegation, while admitting the validity of the point
raised by the representative of the Soviet Union, would be perfectly happy to vote

on the Soviet amendment as it stands at the present time.

Mr. DICKINSON (United States of America): The rule which has been

cited, rule 57 of the rules of procedure, has as its purpose to make it possible
for all of us in the Council, in the event that new proposals are submitted --
particularly if they are complicated or if they are lengthy amendments that are
difficult for us to take down ~~ to have twenty-four hours to study these proposals
in writing. It has been a common practice, however, and it is the practice of
all bodies of the United Nations, to deal with brief amendments of one or two
words without such a delay. I remember innumerable occasions when the Soviet
Union itself made brief prcposals and representatives agreed to deal with them
immediately. The other day the Soviet Union introduced a very long series of
amendments and it was reguested that they be put in writing. They were put in
writing in dccument T/L.1097/Rev.l. But I believe that it has been our practice
and it should continue to be our practice to get on with our work, not over
anybody's dead body but through understanding efforts. We can deal with this
simple amendment, which all of us understand.

IT that is nof the case, if that is not the decision of this bedy, then I
suppose we should have to delay-the matter for a day while thié amendment 1s put
in writing and circulatecd. I think that would be an unconscionable delay of our

work, which has already been greatly retardecd.
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Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): I hope that members of the Council realize that what they heard. from
the United States representative a few mcments ago was an interpretation by the

United States delegation of rule 57 -- nothing more and nothing less.

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): The sub-amendment which I moved vas

presented solely in order to try to provide some means whereby the Council would
be able to adopt the greater part of the text of the draft amendment put Fforward
by the delegation of the Soviet Union, which in spirit is something that we think
vould be worth adopting and that could well be reflected in the report which
emerges from the Council. My delegation, however, would be perfectly prepared to
leave a decision on the procedural matter which has been raised in the hands of

the Council.

The PRISIDENT (interpretation from French): I believe that that would

be the wisest solution and it is the solution which I have had in mind for some
minutes now. If in fact the Council feels that the sub-amendment is a fairly
brief one and that it would delay us too much to wait Tfor it to be distributed
in vwriting, we can immediately take up the sub-amendment of New Zealand and then
he Soviet amendment.

Therefore, I should like to have the opinion of the Council on this matter.
I shall ask those members of the Council who feel that we should continue with the
discussion immediately to raise their hands.

I call on the representative oi the Soviet Union on a point of order.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation Crom
Russian): IMr. President, the Soviet delegation would like to know on what rule

of procedure you are basing yovrself in putting this proposal to the Council.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I just read out the third

sentence of rule 57, on which I am basing myself. I shall repeat it:
"The Trusteeship Council may decide to postpone the consideration of
draft resolutions and other substantive motions or amendments, copies
of which have not been circulated twenty-four hours in advance."”

What T am now asking is whether or not members of the Council feel that the

consideration of this draft sub-amendment, the text of which has not been

circulated twenty-four hours in advance, should be deferred.
Mr. DICKINSON (United States of America): I want to be perfectly sure
that I understand what we are voting on. As I understand it, an affirmative vote

would delay the discussion for one day. Is that correct?

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Yes. The Council will

now proceed to the vote on the propcsal. Those who wish to defer the consideration
of the sub-amendment will vote in favour, and those who wish to consider it
immediately will vote against.

The proposal was rejected by b votes to 1, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I take it, therefore, that

the Council wishes to take a decision now on the sub-amendment submitted by the

representative of lMew Zealand.

Ifr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation cannot regard the decision talien by the Council
as anything but an action under rule 105 of the rules of procedure which reads
as follows:

(spoke in English)

"Wlhen the Trusteeship Council is in session, a rule of procedure

may be suspended by decision of the Council."
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(continued in Russian; interpretation)

The Tirst portion of rule 57 states guite clearly that amendments must be handed
in to the Secretary-General -- I repeat this, to the Secretary-General -- in
writing, twenty-four hours prior to the meeting of the Trusteeship Council at
which the amendment is to be considered. The Soviet delegation also cannot

fail to note that when it suits the Council -- the majority of which is guite
well defined -- it decides to act with regard to the rules of procedure as it
thinks fit.



APf3r T/PV.1263

26

Mr. HOPE (United Kingdom): I should like to say, lir. President, that

I vill support the ruling that you have made as President of this Council.

lr. DICKINNSON (United States of smerica): I should like to register
the view of ny delegation that we did not suspend rule 57; we simply applied
it in a sensible way, in the way in which it is applied over and over again

in all organs.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Ve shall now vote
on the sub-amendment submitted by the representative of lNew Zealand. The purpose
of that sub-amendment is to add the word "continue" after the words "Administering

cuthority" and to delete some words in the Soviet amendment.

llr. RIFAI (Secretary of the Council): If I have taken down correctly
the sub-amendment submitted by the representative of New Zealand, it is as
follows: Insert in the second line, between the words "recommends" and

"the Administering ..uthority" the word "that"; after "Administering iAuthority"
insert the words "continue to make use" and delete the word "to"; between the

"Micronesians" and "the opportunities" insert the word "of"; delete

words
in the last line the word "fellowship" and leave the word "programmes"; delete
also the words "for inhabitants of Trust Territories". The amendment would
thus read as follows, if sub-amended as suggested by the representative of
lew Zealand:

"The Council, taking into consideration the Trust Territory's
requirements of highly qualified personnel, recommends that the
Administering Authority continue to make use, in the interests of the
lMicronesians, of the opportunities for education and vocational training
available to the inhabitants of the Trust Territory under the United

lations fellowship programme."
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Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): There is just one slight difference in

what I originally proposed. It should read "under United Nations programmes”,

without "the".

Miss ERCOKS (Liberia): I should like the representative of New Zealand
to explain what are his objections to the word "fellowship" and the words "for
inhabitants of Trust Territories". Ve are referring to the inhabitants of the
Trust Territories and we are referring to fellowships for thesz inhabitants

under the Trusteeship System.

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I shall be very pleased to give that

explanation to the representative of Liberia. As I explained in a previous
intervention, there are various United Nations programmes aveilable. It is
the view of my delegation that it is for the_pecple of Micreonesia end for
the Administering Authority to determine which of those prograrmes they wish

to use.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation is encountering the same difficulties as the
representative of Liberia. The New Zealand representative is telling us about
various programmes within the United Wations framework. Inasmuch as
the sub-amendment submitted by New Zealand, if adopted -- and there cannot be
any doubt as to the ocutcome of the vote in this Council -- would completely alter
the nature of the amendment submitted by the Soviet Union, the Soviet delegation
would like to have a further explanation with regard to what programmes the
representative of New Zealand has in mind. The Soviet delegation would be grateful
if the representative of New Zealand would enumerate and describe them. If we do
not get these clarifications, the Soviet delegation will be unable to take any
position on this gquestion because we will not know what we are dealing with and
what we are being asked to vote on.

As regards the Soviet amendment, as the Council knows, it deals with

a specific programme of United Nations fellowships for inhabitants of the Trust

Territories. TFor this reason, the widening of the meaning of the Soviet amendment
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(Mr. Fotin, USSR)

that is proposed in the New Zealand sub-amendment means in essence changing the
meaning of the amendment. It was for this reason that the Soviet delegation
thought that the Council, and not only the Soviet delegation, needed some time

in order to understand the meaning of the New Zealand sub-amendment. That is the
reason why we voted for a 2h-hour deferment of the vote on the New Zealand
amendment .

Today the representative of New Zealand twice said that it was for the
Administering Authority and the people of lMicronesia themselves to decide which
programmes, within the United Nations framework, they wished to utilize and which
they did not wish to utilize. The Soviet delegation would like to remind the
representative of New Zealand that the people of Micronesia have no opportunity
to have 2 say in the matter. /fs you will recall, the Soviet delegation said that
the Administrator has attached to him a special fellowship committee which consists,
if I am not mistaken, exclusively of United States nationals, and in which there
is no Micronesian participation. Thus, the opinion of the Micronesian people is
not represented in that committee, the functions of which include the teking of

decisions on reqguests and recommendations by local organs in the Trust Territory.

Iiiss BROOKS (Liberia): I must apologize for taking the floor again but
I am not sure that the explanation given by the representative of New Zealand has
cleared up the ambiguity which has arisen during the discussion. I should like
to say, for example, that I personally was asked in Micronesia by some women to
use my influence so thaﬁ more United Nations fellowships would be given to women
in the Trust Territory of the Facific Islands. In view of my promise to do
something about it, I feel that I cannot support the sub-amendment of the

representative of New Zealand in its present form.
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Mr. McARTHUR (WNew Zealand): I think in fact that the point raised by the

representative of Liberia is precisely the one which my delegation's amrendment

is tryihg to meet. It broadens the range of the United Nations programres to which
we are indicating there should be recourée.

Now, as to the point raised by my Soviet colleague, we have heard from
the representative of the Administering Authority earlier in our discussions
in the Council that eight students have already made use of certain United Nations
programres; we also understand that attempts have been made to rake use of the
specific fellowship programme mentioned in the Soviet draft amendment. I would
suggest that it might possibly be useful to the Council, before proceeding,to hear
some further elaboration from the representative of the Administering Authority

in this regard.

Mr. DICKINSON (United States of America): I would be glad to talk

again on this subject. As you recall, the Special Representative had a great
deal to say on it, and I also spoke earlier on it.

The scholarships to which the representative of New Zealand Jjust referred are
eight in number. He was referring to a statement that we made that eight
applicants from the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands have studied under
United Nations programres, specifically the Technical Assistance Scholarship
Programre, since July 1963. There were, as I recall, an average of two a year
prior to that also. It has been going on for a long time. These eight people
went to five independent countries ---not colonial countries, as the representative

of the Soviet Union said, although I thought they were independent too; but I
am referring to Japan, Western Samoa, the Philippines, India and Ceylon.

With respect to another remark that the representative of New Zealand rade,
he said that one student had made some effort to study under a scholarshin
offered by an individual nation to Trust Territory inhabitants. That is correct,
He did not try and feil; he simply considered an offer by an independent State
to Trust Territory people and he also considered a different scholarship in the
Philippines, deciding upon the latter. I had cited this earlier to show that
students do receive this information and study it and make up their own minds

about it.
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With respect to the statement that the representative of Liberia made about
women wanting more scholarships, she did not specify which kind they meant, which
kind they were talking about. It would perhaps be of interest to know that
Rose Makwelung, whom she may have met in the Territory, did become a United Nations
scholar last year in a scholarship programme that took her to three countries.

This was a Technical Assistance programme. I do not know if the representative
of Liberia has met Miss Makwelung, but she may well have, for apparently she is
a rather prominent person in the Territory.

I do not know if there is any further information the Council needs on this

point.
Miss BROOKS (Liberia): I would like to ask the representative of New
Zealand if he would accept a sub-amendment -- or a sub-sub-amendment -- to the

New Zealand sub-amendment, to the effect that at the end of his sub-amendment would
appear the words "including the fellowships and scholarships offered by Member

States" .

Mr. McARTHUR (llew Zealand): I think the sub-sub-amendrent, as the

representative of Liberia calls it, is one which my delegation would be fully
prepared to accept. I merely have some slight doubts about the actual wording
of it. I think we might possibly need to repeat again at the end "under the
United Nations programmes"”. This seems to make clear that these are fellowships
and scholarships offered under the United Nations programmes. But

certainly the general spirit of the Liberian amendment is something that would

be acceptable to my delegation.

Miss BROOKS (Liberia): What I wished to say was that if, after the word
"programmes" in the sub-arendment of the representative of New Zealand, he would
add "including the fellowships and scholarships offered by Member States", I would

then be in a position to support the sub-amendment.
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Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation froﬁ
Russian): The farther we go into this question and the more statements we hear,
including those by the delegations of New Zealand and the United States, the rore
obvious the ambiguity of the New Zealand sub-arxendment becomes. All the statements
we have heard have not dissipated the impression of ambiguity in respect of the
sub-amendrent that the delegations of Liberia and the Soviet Union have received.
On the contrary, they have made this ambiguity all the more pronounced and have
shown that the sub-amendment pursues a definite objective, an objective which we
have of'ten seen manifested here in this Trusteeship Council. The fact is that
some members of the Council are prepared blindly to reject any proposal -- even
though it deserves the most careful consideration -- reflecting the true state
of affairs in the Trust Territories.

What the representative of the United States has told us here regarding the
number of persons who have used fellowships within the Technical Assistance
programre paints the unattractive picture of conditions in the Trust Territory
in the most telling fashion. The representative of the United States tells us
that eight persons have used scholarships under the United Nations programmre --
eight people in twenty years. And she is proud of that. Any self-respecting
Power would be ashamed to quote such a figure; indeed it might even seek to conceal
it. But the United States delegation triumphantly describes the heights it hus
reached: 1t has sent eight people in twenty years to other countries to receive
training within the framework of the United Nations Technical Assistance programme.

Inasmuch as it becomes clear that the sub-amendment submitted by the New
Zealand delegation relates to a matter connected in no way whatsoever with the
point raised in the Soviet amendment, the Soviet delegation regards that

sub-amendrent as out of order.
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The representative of New Zealand may, of course, submit any amendments he
wishes, especially since in this Council even the most absurd amendments and
proposals can be submitted. Eut inasmuch as we are dealing with a quite different
matter, and as the New Zealand representative has been unable to reply to the
question of the Soviet delegation and to clarify his position, the Soviet delegation
considers this sub-amendment to be out of order,

As regards the further sub-amendment proposed by the representative of ILiberie,
the Soviet delegation feels that, in the present circumstances, when we do not
have before us the text of the New Zealand delegation's sub-amendment, it would
be very difficult to determine in what way the first part of the sub-amendment
would relate to the further sub-amendment prcposed by the represertative of
Liberia, )

If the Soviet delegation understands correctly the sub-amendment proposed by
the representative of ITiberia, its adoption and the adoption of the New Zealand
sub-amendment would signify that the Council recommends that the Administering
Authority, inter alia, should continue to make use of the scholarships provided by
the United Netions scholarship programme for inhabitants of Trust Territories.

We should then have the most obvious non sequitur because, as we know, despite the

years of the existence of the United Nations scholarship programme for Trust
Territories, not one inhebitant of Micronesia has utilized one of these scholarships.
Vhen one of them apparently tried to avail himself of an opportunity offered

within the framework of that programme, it seems that he was very soon told what

place he should occupy in Micronesian society.

Mr. DICKINSON (United States of fmerica): I have asked for the floor

in exercise of my right of reply.

Once again the Sovie£ representative has quoted the representative of the
United States incorrectly. He did so only minutes after I had made a statement.
He said just now that the United States representative had stated -- or admitted,
to use his word -- that there had been only eight United Nations technicel
assistance scholarships utilized in twenty years. That is not what I said.

I think that everyone will recall -- &nd I wish that he would recognize his error --
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that what I said was that since July 1965, eight such scholarships had been used;
that prior to that, they had used, on the average, two a year -- possibly two or
three, but I shall stick to what I said. I should like to think that the Soviet
representative's remark wds an inaccuracy, an accidental misstatement, althowgh
it happens so frequently that I find it hard to believe it was accidental. I have
a high regard for the intelligence of the representative of the Soviet Union and
I cannot see how he could have said that. However, I have corrected the record.
Ee has elso resorted to something that has delayed the work of the Council
day after day; and that is, distortion of statements made by the Administering
Authorities, thus requiring them to take up the time of the Council in refutation,

as they must do. He said that when one Trust Territory inhabitant --

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I give the floor to the

representative of the Soviet Union on a point of order.

Mr. FOTIN (Uhion of Soviet Scecialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I apologize for having to ask for the floor’on a point of order, but
we have encountered, not for the first time in the Trusteeship Council, a situation
in which the United States delegation tries to indicate to other delegations,
particularly my own, the manner in which we must behave in a particular instance,
He says that the Soviet delegation has been delaying the work of the Council,
I cennot but protest against such a statement inasmuch as the Soviet delegation
is here to represent the point of view of its Government on all the gquestions on

our agenda --

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I give the floor to the

representative of the United Kingdom on a point of order.

Mr. HOPE (United Kingdom): I should simply like to say that I do not
think the representative of the Soviet Union is speaking on a point of order.
He is speaking on a matter of substance. I should like him to restrict his remarks

to the point of order on which he asked for the floor.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I call on the representative

of the United States on a point of order.

Mr., DICKINSON (United States of fmerica): I should like to continue

the statement which I was making when I was so rudely interrupted. I had hoped
for a moment that the representative of the Soviet Union was interrupting me to
say that 1 need go no further because he admitted his error. He did not do so,
and I shall have to continue,

I was speaking of the Soviet representative's resorting to deliberate
distortion. Referring to a statement that I had rade, he said that when
one of the Trust Territory personnel did undertake to study an offer, having
been provided with all the information about it, he was told where he stood in
society. The implication, of course, was that he was told that he could not accept
the offer and would have to go somewhere else. That was a distortion, and that is

what I wanted to say.

lMiss BROOCKS (Iiberia): In order not to prolong the discussion further,
I vonder whether the representative of New Zealand would be willing to revert to
the suggestion made by the representative of Australia to let the original

amendment remain and each dclegation vcte in accordance with its own opinion.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Bussian): The representative of the United States makes wvery free use of such
words as "errors"”, "distortions", and the like as applied to statements of the
Soviet delegation. Perhaps the representative of the United States will also
describe as "distortion™ the Soviet delegation's statement that approximately
two years ago the legislative Council of the Marianas -- one of the district
legislatures in the Trust Territory -- adopted a special recommendation that the
inhabitants of the Trust Territory should be allowed to utilize the programmes
granted by the States Members of the United Nations within the framework of the

United Nations programmes.
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Mr., McARTHUR (New Zealand): I regret that this degree of confusion

had to arise and that the Council had to spend such a long time on this point
arising from what, in the mind of my delegation, was a very simple amendment
designed to be as helpful as possible. In all the circumstances, I think
that my delegation could do no better than to withdraw its amendment on

the understanding that, as an indication of our feelings in the matter, we

shall abstain in the vote on the Soviet amendment.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The sub-amendment

submitted by the representative of New Zealand has been withdrawn, and we
shall now, therefore, vote on the Soviet amendment appearing in paragraph 7
of document T/L.1C97/Rev.l.

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

Paragraph 2C was adopted by 6 votes to 1, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): As regards paragraph 21

I should like to remind the Council that the Soviet delegation has submitted
an amendment to this paragraprh, namely, to add a new sentence to the énd of
this paragraph. This amendment can be found in paragraph 8 cf

document T/L.1C97/Rev.l.

Miss BRCOKS (Liberia): I see in paragraph 8 of the Soviet amendments
that there is a reference to deleting a certain portion of the paragraph
after the words "the Council feels". I think that a comprowise was made and

that a sentence was to be added at the end of the text without any deleticn.

The words "and therefore recommends" should thus be used.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): As the umembers of the Council will recall, the Soviet delegation
met the wishes expressed by the representative of Liberia and, as may be seen
from the revised text of the Soviet amendments, the first part of the original
amenduent of the Soviet delegation is not included in the revised text.
The revised text merely conﬁains the amendment with regard to which the

Iiberian delegation did not have any objection.
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Mir. McCARTHY (Australia): Having noted that the delegation of the

Soviet Union has withdrawn its first amendment, for which I should like to
commend our colleague from the Soviet Unicn, I should simply like to say this.
Addressing myself to the substantive matter before us of the establishment of
this junior college, I wculd recall that I addressed myself to this matter
during the general debate when I said:
"In this connexion,I would refer in passing to the suggestions which
nave been.made for the estavlishment of a Jjunior college in this area.
I would be the last to deny that there might be 2 need for such
an institution. But I would note that the lick of this geems to
re certainly not to be retarding the educational development
of the people at the present time, and will not in the immediate future.
They have in the neighbouring territory of Guam a college of a high
order. They have open to them similar institutions in Huwaii. T am
inclined to think that in the present circumstances concentration on a
rolicy of primary and secondary education along the present lines of
develorment would be preferred.” (1252nd meeting, page 11)
Thus, having no objection in principle whatever to the propczal now
before us, but feeling, as I have expressed it, that the needs of the
people are being adequately met at the present time, and as the educational
needs of the people would be better catered for by a rather narrow concentraticn,

nmy delegation will abstain in this vote.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Ve shall now vote on

paragraph & of the Soviet amendment.

There were 2 votes in favour, 2 against and 3 abstentions.

The FRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I shall now read out

rule 38 of our rules of procedure:

"If a vote other than for an election is equally divided, a second vote
shall be taken at the next meeting or, by decision of the Trusteeship Council,
following a brief recess. Unless at the second vote there is a majority in
favour of the proposal, it shall be deemed to be lost."”

I shall therefore suspend the neeting for a few minutes.
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Lfter a brief recess in accordance with rule 33 of the rules of vnrocedure

of the Trusteeship Council, a second vote was taken.

There were 2 votes in favour, 2 against, and_3_abstentions. The .
amendment was not adopted.

lir. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation, in connexion with the vote that has just

been taken, cannot but express its congratulations to our colleague on the right.

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I wish to make a brief statement in
explanation of the abstention of my delegation in the two votes that have
just taken place. My delegation certainly fully supports the adoption of
measures designed to lead to the establishment of an institution of higher
education in the Territory. However, we did not feel that we could support
the precise wording of the Soviet amendment, in particular the word "immediate'.
I would recall that, speaking in this debate two days ago, the leader of
my delegation made the following remarks:
"Therefore, I think that, for the Council to be responsible, it should
not recommend the adoption of immediate measures, but could well recommend
a further consideration by the /dministering Authority of the feasibility
of establishing this institution, and even give soine more positive
indication of the Council's support for it." (12615t meeting, pp. 57

and 53-60)

iir. HOPE (United Kingdom): In explanation of my vote, I should like
to recall that in the course of the debate here some while ago I said:
"It was particularly satisfying %o note the increase in the number of
students enjoying higher educetion outside the Territory from 161 to 196
in the year under review."
I then said:
"Doubtless the Administration and the Congress of liicronesia will give
due attention to the question already raised here about establishing

institutions of higher education in the Territory itself."
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It will therefore be seen that I have no quarrel with the sponsors of
the amendment about its purport, that is the purport of the establishment of
institutions of higher education. To my mind, however, this is reflected in
the report before us, document T/L.1096, in which, in paragraph 21 ; 4t ds
stated, inter aliaj;

" .. reiterates its previous recommendation that renewed consideration
be given to the establishment of a junior college of Micronesia."

My explanation of vote is similar to that of the representative of HNew

Zealand.

Iiss BROOKS (Liberia): I have not asked to speak in order to explain
my vote on the Soviet amendment, but I do wish to say that there is an
immediate reed for an institution of learning higher than the high school
level where adults who cannot leave their families and go to Guam to study will
have an opportunity to advance. They do have the desire to do this. That is

the reason why 1 submitted my sub-amendment to the Soviet amendment.

lfr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): i/ith respect to the vote on paragraph 21, the Soviet delegation
wvould like to request a separate vote on the first nart of the third sentence,
which reads as follows:
"ihile recognizing that the College of Guam and the East-Vest Centre in
Hawaii provide fairly accessible institutions of higher educaticn for
ilicronesian students, and while appreciating that a population of 33,000

would not usually require the esteblishment of a2 separate junior college,".

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance with the

request of the representative of the Soviet Union, the Council will now vote
cn the first part of the third sentence of paragraph 21, as read out by him.

The first part of the sentence was adonted by 6 votes to 1, with

1 abstention.

Paragraph 21 as a whole was adopted by 5 votes to none, with 35 abstentions.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council will now

consider the ninth Soviet amendment, which is to insert a new paragraph before
existing paragranh 22. I should also like to remind members that the
representative of lNew Zealand at one of our recent meetings orally submitted a sub=-
amendment to replace the words "to self-determination and independence" by

the words "to self-determination, which includes independencé”.

. Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I should like to ask the representative of ew Zealand, through the
President, why the Council does not have this sub-amendment in writing, even
though a sufficient period of time for doing so has elapsed since its

submission.
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Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I feel that I must apologize for the

fact that my delegation has not subtmitted this sub-amendrent in writing. However,
we feel that we did give very adequate notice of it by introducing it two days
ago: it is included in the verbatim record of our debates and will have been
available to delegations for at least the requisite period of time -- although

not, I admit, formally submitted in writing.

Mir. MeCARTHY (Australia): In the amendment now before us, we have

references to certain principles and documents with which I would not quarrel.

I do believe, however, that the point regarding self-determination and
independence brought up the day before yesterday, I think, by the representative
of New Zeacland is well taken. Any act of self-determination may well result

in independence: that is one of the self-determination choices open to the
people involved. But such an act need not necessarily result in this or that
political form. It is for the people to decide, through the exercise of the

act itself.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Australian representative is once again trying to create the
impression that attempts are made to foist upon the people of the Trust
Territory of the Pacific Islands a particular form of government, that attempts
are made to choose on their behalf what is best suited to them and what the
result of the act of self-determination must be. If the representative of
Australia will read the Soviet amendment more carefully, he will see that,
far from containing any such attempts, the amendment merely reaffirms the right
of the people of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands to self-determination
and independence in accordance with the Charter and with the Declaration on the
granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples.

Moreover, I should like to remind the representative of Australia, who is
also a member of the Australian delegation in the Special Ccmmittee of Twenty-Four,
that this specific wording was used by the Special Committee of Twenty-Four
in its conclusions and recommendatiocns on the Trust Territory of the Pacific

Islands when it considered this question at the end of 196L.
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Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): My colleague from the Soviet Union persists

in attributing some Machiavellian designs to me when I express an opinion.

I was not trying to create any such impression as he indicates; I was simply
expressing a point of view, and I suppose I am entitled to do that. It happened
to accord with the point of view expressed by our colleague from New Zealand

in this Council two days ago. That point of view remains that the wcrding of
this paragraph, "self-determination and independence in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations and with the Declaration on the granting of
independence to colonial countries and peoples", is not in accord with my
understanding of the self-determination provisions of the Charter and indeed

of resolution 151k,

Nor do I see any reference in this amendment -- and I make this additional
point ~- to the Trusteeship Agreement, which my delegation believes is a wvalid
document and a basic document in relation to all Trust Territories, and which,

I would remind this Council, was acceded to not only by the other Meuwbers of the

United Nations involved but by the Soviet Union itself,

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation frcm
Russian): I should also like to remind the representative of Australia that
he was not particularly worried by the United States' ignoring scme of the
provisions of the self-same Trusteeship Agreement which he has now spoken about
at such length and wvhich he has tried to defend against the evil BSoviet Union.
It will be recalled that, in the order of the Secretary of the Interior of the
United States which set forth the powers of the Congress of Micronesia, one
single word was omitted -- but a rather significant word -- which is present
in the Trusteeship Agreement. That was the word "independence". At the time,
the representative of Australia was not particularly worried by that fact.
Furthermore, I should like to solve my ovwn riddle and say that the absence of

that word made him Jjoyful rather than causing him any concern.

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): I can only repeat what I said before.

I do not know what basis the representative of the Soviet Union has for his
interpretation of my feelings of joy or sorrow. I expressed neither joy nor

sorrow. If I remember rightly, I said nothing during that portion of the debate
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and I gave no indications to our colleague from the Soviet Union that I was
either joyful or sad. He spoke at great length on this, and I listened very
attentively to everything he had to say. I must say that I do object to this
Ppsychcanalysis of my feelings, without anything to back it up.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): Even if we were to carry out some psychoanalysis of the representative
of Australia -- which we do not intend to do -- I think our point of view would
be affirmed: that the representative of Australia was completely indifferent
to the absence of that word frcm the order in question, because he did not even
insist on having the representative of the United States give any more or less
sensible explanation for the omission of the word, which is more important

than any other as far as the Trust Territory is concerned.

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): This is a barren debate as far as I am

concerned and as far as the advancement of the purposes of this Council is
concerned., I did say that I would remind our colleague from the Soviet Union
that a basis document in this respect is the Trusteeship Agreement -- and the
word does occur in the Trusteeship Agreement, I believe. Whether the word

deoes or does not appear in some other document put out by the Department of the
Interior or any other Department éf the United States Government is not, I
think, relevant, because it does not alter the Trusteeship Agreement. My
contention stands: +that the basic document is the Trusteeship Agreement, which,
I verily believe, does contain the word to which my colleague from the Soviet

Union is referring.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In my capacity as

President of the Council, I call upon the representative of the Republic of China.

Mr. KIANG (China): I think it would be better if my colleagues in the
Council were to limit their interventions to the subject under consideration, that
is to say, the amendment to the recommendation of the Drafting Committee. Having
said that, I would comment very briefly on that amendment. I would be prepared to
vote for it on certain conditions, and I will eXplain later why I lay down those

conditions.
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First, the words "and independence” should be deleted, for the simple reason
that "self-determination" is a right and also a process. Iudependence is quite
a different thing; self-determination is close to independence, self-government
end cther forms of independence.

May I draw the attention of the Council to the text of the TLeclaration
contained in CGeneral Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). The Counecil will note that
not one paragraph in that text ever mentions "self-determination and independence™;
it mentions just the right of self-determination., The word "independence" is
mentioned, but not tcgether with the word "self-determination” -- and for obvious
reasons which I do not have to go into.

Tn the second place, operative paragraph 2 of resolution 1514 (XV) states:

YAll peoples have the right to self-determination; by virtue of that
right they freely determine their political status" -- that means independernce
or self-government or even free association -- "and freely pursue their
economic, social and cultural development."”

Since the amendment is based upon this particular resolution, I think that we
must use the right terminology. Therefore, as I said, that is the first condition,
and I will vote for it on that condition.

The second condition is that I wili vote for the amendment if the words
"Trusteeship Agreement™ are also added to it; that is: "in accordance with the
Charter of the United Nations, with the Trusteeship Agreement and with the
Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial countries and peoples”.

If those conditions are not met, I will not be able to lend my support to this

amendment.

EE;_EEEEE (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The discussion in the Trusteeship Council on the question of the
Pacific Islands and on the Trust Territories has already convinced the Soviet
delegation that the Council has lagged far behind the United Nations as a whole
in understanding the concepts by which the United TNations is guided in the solution
of colonial problems; it is far out of step with the United Nations; it is separated
by quite a considerable distance from other United Nations organs dealing with these

questions.
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However, we must not forget that there do exist United Nations organs which
have already taken a position in this matter, and I should like to remind the
members of the Council that when they adopt a position on the Soviet amendment,
they are also‘taking a stand on a specific recommendation of the Special
Committee of Twenty-Four. If they support the amendment, they will at the same
time -- inasmuch as the text takes up the recommendation of the Special Committee
of Twenty-Four -~ support and show co-operation with the Special Committee of
" Twenty-Four. That would be genuine co-operation and not formal co-operation.

If they vote against the amendment, they will thereby oppose the recommendation
of the Svecial Committee of Twenty-Four, which has been empowered by the General
Assembly to follow the implementation of the Teclaration on the granting of

independence to colonial countries and peoples.

Mr. DICKINSON (United States of America): I regret that I have to delay

the Council, but the Scviet representative reverted to something on which we have
already spent fcur or five hcurs this session, or perhaps ten hours, and I feel
that it requirés me to sPéak once again.

The representative of the Soviet Union says that the United States delegation
jignores the word "independence" in the charter of the Congress of Micronesia.
It is quite true that the word "independence" does not appear in the charter of
the Congress of Micronesia., However, as he well knows, and as the entire Council
knows, and as I must restate here, my Government bases all of its action in the
Trust Territory on the Charter of the United Nations and on the Trusteeship Agreement.
In both of those, it is stated that the Administering Authority shall advance the
people towards self-government or independence. I have repeated those words, I
have repeated our support of them, every single time, and I would like to say again
that that is the basis of our position, that that is the basis of our administration

of the Territory: +to promote the people towards self-government or independence.

Mr, FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I am equally unwilling to take up the Council's time over a question
which we discussed and in respect of which we have received, and understood,
a clear-cut reply from the United States delegation. At this stage the Soviet
delegation would like to say that what has been stated here by the United States
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representative is for our consumption, so to speak, and the document which sets
down the powers of the Congress of Micronesia is for consumption in Micronesia
internally; as the Americans say, for home consumption. We know that the United
States has an interest in keeping silent on the most important decisions of
the United Nations and even distorts the Trusteeship Agreement., The Trusteeship
Agreement clearly says that the United States bears responsibility for developing
the Trust Territory towards self-government or independence. In the most
important document relating to this document, and also in other documents, and
in particular in the charter of the Mariana Islands, the word "independence" is
absent.

When the United States representative is asked here to give an explanation

for this, he cannot tell us anything that we can understand.

That is all I have to say, and once again I should like to apologize for
the fact that my delegation had to ask for the floor at this stage on this

particular topic.

Mr, SWAN (United Kingdom): I should like to state the view of my
delegation very briefly on this amendment, My Government's views on the question
of self-determination are well known by the fact that, contrary to other
Governments and one in particular, it has applied and put into practice the
principle of self-determination in the Territories under its administration.
Therefore, our views correspond with the general principles envisaged by this
amendment, However, in looking at the text of the amendment I cannot see, either
in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV) or in the Charter, the conjunction of
wording which is used here, The words “self-determination and independence" do
not, as far as I have been able to determine, appear in this conjunction in either
of these documents. Therefore, it would be difficult for my delegation to support

the amendment,

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): In various United Nations organs the representatives of the Administering
futhorities, including the representative of the United Kingdom, like stubbornly
to foist the thought that, allegedly, the United Kingdom, with honour and dignity,

has led to independent statehood many Territories and peoples. When we hear such
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statements, we inveoluntarily think of the dozens of colonial wars waged by the
United Kingdom for possession of the colonial Territories; the sufferings of
millions of people during the long years of British colonial domination; the
pillaging of the colonies in the interest of the handful of exploiters in the
metropolitan Territory; the facts of political, economic and social backwardness
of the colonial peoples; the prisons and the torture chambers which the leaders

and fighters for national liberation of those countries have had to face.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): 1 call on the representative

of Australia on a point of order.
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Mr., McCARTHY (Australia): Mr. President, we are dealing with the

Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands; that being so, I fail to understand
the relevance of the tirade that our colleague from the Sovietthion has

embarked upon.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation does ﬁot exprect the representative of
Australia ever to understand what he has described as a "tirade" on the
part of the Soviet delegation. But I think that his statement on a point of
order is out of crder. The representative of the United Kingdom mwade a general
statement and the Soviet delegation deemed 1t necessary to reply to that statement.
In conclusion, the Soviet delegation would merely wish to state the
following. The present good intentions of our British colleagues -- and not
only the past intentions -- are demonstrated by the acts of repression against
the people of Aden, against the people of Southern Rhodesia and other

territories.

The PRESILENT (interpretation from French): I think that we are

straying somewhat from our subject. I call on the representative of the United

Kingdom on a point of order.
Mr. SVAN (United Kingdom): I understand that the representative of the
Soviet Union has now ceased to discuss the question of Aden and therefore I hope

that I shall not have to raise a point of order.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We shall now vote on the

sub~arendirent of the delegation of New Zealand.

The sub-amendment was adopted by 4 votes to 2, with 1 abstention.
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The FRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Ve shall now vote on the

amendment of the Soviet Union, as amended by the sub-amendment submitted by

New Zealand, which has just been adopted.

Vr. McCLRTHY (Lustralia): Mr. President, I would ask you to read out

the amendiment on which we are now voting.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Secretary of the Council

will now read out the text on which we are going to vote.

Mr. RIFAL (Secretary of the Council): The text reads as follows:

"The Council reaffirms the inaslienable right of the people of the
Trust Tefritory of the Pacific Islands to self-determination, which
includes independence, in accordance with the Charter of the United Nations
and with the Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial

countries and peoples (resolution 151k (XVv))."

Mr. KIANG (China): If my memory does not fail me, I think I heard the
representative of New Zealand say that his amendment was: "the right of the
people of the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands to self-determination, -

covering independence". I do not know whether or not I am right.

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): Terhaps I could clarify the situation as
regards the text of our sub-amendment by éimply gquoting from the verbatim record
of 22 June, in which the leader of my delegation put forward the sub-amendment,
which reads as follows:

"The Council reaffirms the inalienable right of the people of the

Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands to self-determination (which
includes the right of independence) in accordance with the Charter".

(1261st meeting, pages 58-60)

Mr. KIANG (China): Shall we include those brackets?
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Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I certainly would not insist on including

the brackets. My point was, at least as I thought I heard the Secretary read
out,that the words "which includes the right of independence"” should be
included. I think those were left out in the version that the Secretary read

out to us.

Mr. RIFAT (5ecretary of the Council): The Secretariat received the
exact wording yesterday from the representative of New Zealand, Ambassador Corner,
and it was: "which includes independence” without the words "the right". The
text with those words was apparently handed in after the Council had adjourned
yesterday. At any rate, it is up to the members of the Council to decide

whether they would like to have the word "right" included or not.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): Actually, the Council

has voted, I must emphasize, on the wording which was submitted to the Council
Secretary by the head of the New Zealand delegation. That is the text which
ve read out and on which the Council has already voted.

We shall proceed to vote on the Soviet amendment, as sub-amended.

A vote was taken by roll eall.

China, having been drawn by lot by the President, was called upon to vote
Pirst.

In favour: China, Liberia, New Zealand, United States of
America, Australia.

Abstaining: France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Northern Ireland.

The amendment, as sub-amended, was adopted by 5 votes to none, with

2 abstentione.

Mr. FCTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): So that no variants or interpretations of our position may be advanced
later, the Soviet delegation would like to say that its position in this matter is
explained in its earlier statements, vwhich are to be found in the verbatim records
of the Trusteeship Council, and also in the text of the amendments submitted by the
delegation of the Soviet Union for consideration by the Council, which text has

been altered by the sub-amendment submitted by the New Zealand delegation.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): e shall now proceed to

paragraphs 22 and 25. First I should like to say that, as the Council will recall,
the Soviet delegation submitted.émendments to paragraphs 22 and 23, the last two
paragraphs in the report. One would meke an additicn preceding paragrsph 22,
while the other would replace paragraph 23 with a new paragraph vwhich avppears ir
paragraph 10 of document T/L.1097/Rev.l.

Mr. McCARTHY (Australiaj: I wish to say in relation to those amendments

that my delegation believes the Administering Authority is in fact steadily
implementing measures in an ordered way towards the provisions and purposes
referred to. The direct implication that it has not done so and is not doing so

is one which we cannot accept in this amendment.

The FRESIDENT (irterpretation from French): Ve shall now proceed to

vote on these two amendments, paragraphs 9 and 10 of document T/L.lO9TfRev.l.

The amendments were rejected by 5 votes to 1, with 1 abstention.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We shall now proceed to

vote on paragraph 22 of the report of the Drafting Committee.
Paragraph 22 was adopted by 6 votes to 1, with 1 abstention.

The FRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We shall now proceed to

vote on paragraph 25 of the report.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I request, Sir, that you put to a separate vote the following part of
paragraph 23:
(spoke in Inglish) -~ "and 1541l (XV)".

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In compliance with the

request of the representative of the Soviet Union, we shall first vote on the
words "and 1541 (XV)" appearing in paragraph 2J.
The words "and 1541 (XV)" were adopted by 6 votes to 1.
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We shall now vote on

paragraph 23 as a whole.

Paragraph 27 was adopted by 5 votes to 1, with 2 abstentions.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): The Soviet delegation, in explanation of its vote on paragraph 25 of
the draft conclusions and recommendations, would like to state that its negative
vote on this paragraph is equivalent to a refusal to make it possible for the
Administering Authority to annex the Trust Territory, a possibility which is

opened up to the Administering Authority by the mention of resolution 1541 (XV).

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We shall now proceed to

vote on paragraph_h of the report of the Drafting Committee, which reads as
follows:

"The Committee recommends to the Trusteeship Council that it adopt
the revised vorking paper on conditions in the Trust Territory of the
Pacific Islands (T/L.1089 and T/L.1C89/Add.1) as the basic text for the
chapter on conditions in that Territory to be included in the next report

of the Trusteeship Council to the Security Council."
The recommendation contained in paragraph 4 was adopted by 6 votes to none,

with 2 abstentions.

The FRESIDENT (interpretation from French): We have thus completed our

consideration of conditions in the Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands.

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Cocialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I do not wish to delay the Council in its work, but if I am not
mistaken, it would be in accord with our tradition for us to vote on paragraph 5
of the report of the Drafting Committee, in which the Committee recommends that
the Trusteeship Council adopt the conclusions and recommendations in its report.

In any case, I would ask that paragraph 5 of the report be put to the vote.

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In compliance with the

request of the representative of the Soviet Union I shall put paragraph 5 of the

report to the vote.
The recommendation contained in paragraph 5 was adopted by 5 votes to 1,

with 2 abstentions.
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Mr. DICKINSON (United States of America): I should like to explain

briefly the vote of the United states delegation on the conclusions and
recommendations and on the report as a whole.

As I said, I believe, at yesterday's meeting when we began to discuss the
report and the various amendments thereto, although my Government obvicusly
had some reservations about some of the conclusions and recommendations in the
draft report, we felt that, on the whole, the report was a balanced one and
accurately reflected the views which had been presented by the great majority of
this Council during our discussions.

It will have been noted that we abstained from voting on a great many of the
provisions in the report, and on all of its paragraphs as a whole, and I want
1t knowm here, particularly to the Drafting Committee and to the other members
of tne Council, that many of the things on which we abstained from voting were
considered by us to be of vital importance to the Territory. We support them;
we think that they are good recomrendations, and we appreciate the fact that,
after such extensive work, they were drafted. An abstention in no way implies
that my Government does not approve many of the things on which we abstained from
voting., We did abstain, however, from voting on the report itself and on
individual paragraphs because as a matter of principle we believe that, as
Administering Authority ,we should do so when the Council is considering our

administration of the Territory.

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

Russian): The United States representative is quite right in saying that the
Council probably observed that the United States delegation abstained from voting
both on individual paragraphs in the report of the Drafting Committee and on the
report as a whole. I shomld like to say, however, that at none of the sessions
of the Council -- at least since the twenty-seventh session -- has the United
States delegation given any explanations of a substantive nature of the reasons
why it has abstained from voting on reports of the Drafting Committees.

Presumably, the merbers of the Trusteeship Council have also noticed that the
United States delegation has voted against every Soviet amendment, but that, on
the other hand, it adopted a positive position when any particular word of praise
was expressed with regard to the situation in the Trust Territory or when the

Council expressed its satisfaction or admiration concerning conditions there.

-
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Mr. DICKINSON (United 3tates of America): My delegation did not think

that the Council would care to be treated to a two or three hours'! summary of its
views on each paragraph of the draft report. But I would refer the representative
of the Goviet Union to the work which Yas been done in the last month. My
delegation has expressed its view on every item contained in that report. Ve

nade our opinions clear on every subject., We made long statements; we answered
questions. We replied interminably to the statements made by the Soviet
delegation at various times, even when we were not discussing the Trust Territory
of the Pacific Islands. I believe that the records, since 29 May, explain

fully the position of my Government on everything contained in this report.
ORGANIZATION OF WORK

The PRESICENT (interpretation from French): I believe that it will

be necessary to hold two meetings of the Council tomorrow in order to make as
much progress as possible in our consideration of the report of the Drafting
Committee on the Trust Territory of New Guinea. Therefore, I would request
representatives -- who have no doubt begun to read the Drafting Committee's
report -- to be prepared to submit any possible amendments so that they may be
considered as soon as possible. We shall also take up the draft resolution
submitted by the delegation of the Soviet Union (T/L.1095).

I believe that the report of the Drafting Committee contains certain errors,
for example, in the numbering of the paragraphs. I refer particularly to the
paragraph numbered 6 in the annex: this should be paragraph 1. I make this
observation because sorme delegations may wish to submit amendments and I think

that it would save time if the paragraphs could be referred to by nunber.

Mr., FOTIN (Union of Soviet Gocialist Republics) (interpretation from
Russian): I should like to have some clarification, Mr. President. DMust those
delegations which intend to submit amendments to the report follow the numbering
in the document as it now stands, or should we follow the traditional numbering --

in other words a separate series of numbers for the annex to the report?
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The PRESILENT (interpretation from French): I think that it would be

preferable to follow the traditional method of numbering; that is, the first
paragraph of the annex would be number 1, although in the docurent now before me
(T/L.1099) the paragraphs have been numbered in succession from the front page,
so0 that the first paragraph of the annex appears as number 6,

The Council will hold two meetings tomorrow because it is essential to

complete our work by Monday, 28 June, at the latest.

The meeting rost at 5.50 p.m.






