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AGEI\TDA ITEM 4 (a) 

EX.:J.tliNATION OF CCNDITICNS IN THE TRUST TERRITORY OF THE PACIFIC I 3L :.NDS : 

REPORT OF THE D&-.FTING COMMITTEE (TjL.lC96 , L.lC97 /Rev .1) (continued) 

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council Hill nou 

resume the voting on the report of the Drafting Committee on the 'Trust Te rritory 

of t he Pacific Islands, >.;rhich appears in document Tj:L .lC9G . I suc;::.:;e st that 

we follow the procedure vre adopted yesterday , that is, that beJ-:'ore ,·otin::.:; on 

each paragraph of the report, delegations may mal~e any ccnm:ents o r ~:my 

particular clarifications they wish to make concernint_; tlle para,:_;n.tp:l in 

q_uestion or the amendments thereto. I would hope that tllese cctunents 1:ill 

be a s brief as possible and that speakers will not indulc;e in the luxur y of 

r e turning to questions which have been dealt \vi th at sorr.e lenc;tll in tl1e 

general debate on the Pacific Islands. 

Vle had reached paragr aph 14 at our meetin,:; yesterday. Since no 

representative wishes to make any comments on this paragraph, I put it to 

the vote. 

Paragrape. 14 "\ras adopted by 6 votes to none, 11i tl1 2 abstentions. 

The ? RESIDENT (interpretation from French): Does a.ny re:rre~entati ve 

vrish t o make any c omments on paragraph 15? 

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): I address myself to the Soviet mr.endment 

in paragraph 5 of document TjL.lC97 /Rev .1, and I 1rould express the r,osi tion of 

my delegation in this matter in the follm.,ring way. 

First, we have noted that the defence appropri ations in r e l ati o n t o the 

United St ates Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands are quite apart :fr om the 

appropriations relating to the admi nistration and the advanc ement o:f t lle Trust 

Territory. They do not come out of the Territory' s budget; t hey are a completely 

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 t he United 

Nations. Apart from this, the whole implicati on of the parag r a ph, v~e believe , 
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(Mr. McCarthy, Australia) 

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 vrill vote 

on the Soviet amendment which proposes replacing the existing parag raph 15 

by a new paragraph which appears in paragraph 5 of document T/L.l097/Rev.l. 

The amendment v7as rejected by 5 votes to l, with 2 abstentions. 

Mr~_FCT!~ (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): The Soviet delegation would reQuest a separate vote on the last 

sentence in paragraph 15. 

The ?RESIDENT (interpretation from French): In accordance vli th 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 n_.=,_t the same tirr.e 11 

and ends >vi th !!internal revenue!!. 

The sentence Has adopted by 7 votes to none, with l abstention. 

Paragraph 15 as a vrhole vias adopted by 6 votes to l, with l abstention. 
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Po.rQ;~raph 16 -vras acl.opted by 6 votes to none, "\·Tith 2 abstentions . 
~--- - --------- ----·· ------ -- -- ·--· -·----------- -· -------

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

I should like to remind the Council that the Soviet Union has submitted a n 

amendment 'iThich appears in paragraph 6 of document T/1.1097/Rev.l, an amendment 

to repl ace the first sentence in lJar agraph 18 by a different text. 

Mr. IvlcCARTHY (Austr alia ): With regard to the Soviet amendme nt 

contained in paragraph 6 of document T/1.1097/Rev.l, I should simply like to 

note the vieu of my delegation that the eyeHitness 8.ccount c;iven, I think, 

the day before yesterday by the representative of NeH Zea land is alone 

sufficient to refute the i mplicat ions and allegat ions contained in this 

amendment. 

Hr . FOTIN (Union of Soviet Soci alist ReiJUblics) (interpretati on 

from Russian) : As regards the statement just made by the r epresentative of 

J\ustralia about assertions allegedly contained in the Soviet amendment to 

the draft conclus ions and recormnendations, the Soviet delegation -vmuld like 

to remind the representat ive of Austr alia that only t-vw and a half Heeks ago 

the Counci l had before it a petition signed by Dr. Ricking and ten other members 

of the medical services in the Trust Territory, in uhich the Administering 

Authority was accused of having misinformed the Trusteeship Council with 

r egard to the state of aff airs in the field of medical services in the Trust 

Territory. At that time the Soviet delegation informed the Council tha.t this 

petit i on,-vrhich was addressed to the Council on 30 I~pril 1965, co ntained neH 

informat ion '\·rith regard to the conditions in the Trust Territory. 

As regards the reference made by the representative of Australia to the 

statement of the He<..r Zealand. representative, I should like to remind him that 

the Visiting His s i on of the Council uent to the Trust Territory of the Pacific 

Islands over a year ago, and its information cannot be compared in anv -vray vTi th 

the new inforrr:ation available t:::> the Council in the petit ion to 1vhich I referre(. 
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Ilr . llicCARTHY U-ustralia) : I attach particular -vreight to 11hat I 

called the eyeuitness account of the representative of IJe-vr Zealand . I think 

that the point is in part uell taken by our colleague from the Soviet Union 

that a year has e l apsed since our colleague from IfeH Zea l and SD.\·7 these things 

regarc.~ing vrhich he spoke the day before yesterday. But I think that the 
• 

representat ive of the Soviet Union has probabl y missed the :!_:>oint . I vras 

referring to the things l'lhich the representative of JileVT Zealand said he sa-vr 

with his mm eyes, that is, the equipment in the hospitals, the extent of the 

hospitals' pr ogrammes, and all the rest of it; that coul d scarcely have 

disaypear ec:t in those tvrelve month s . 

.l·lr . J:IOPE (United Kine:;dom) : I shoul d simply like to say that, if my 

memor;,r serves me right , some time ac;o this matter I·Jas indeed considered in 
' this room and agreement uas reach ed that there should be an imyartial investigati:::m 

b y the liorld Health Or c;anization. It seems to me, therefore, otiose that \ve 
' 

should return to this matter D.t this :particulD.r juncture. 

lJr. FOTIN (Union of Sovi et Socialist Repu.blics) (interpretation from 

Russian ): I shoul C::. like to mD.ke tuo comments in connexion -vr i th 1·rhD.t has 

j ust been said by th e representatives of .:,ustralia D.nc1 the United Kingdom . 

First, if >·re compare the char acteristics of the tuo sources uhich He have 

available to us, vre cannot fail to note that on the one hand He have a visitor 

to the Trust Territory , even if he is a chairman of a Visiting Ni ss ion of the 

Trusteeship Council a nd thD.t on the other hand vre have :people >vho 1wrk and live 

in the Trust Territory, Hho D.re there constantly and not for just one month, 

and 'iTho thus have the possibility of D.cquiring a more profound l;:novrledge 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 apparent l y agreed 

\-Tith the information supplied by the Visiting Hission. That Has not so . At 

the thirty-first session of the Trusteeship Council the Soviet del egation said 

that it d i d not intend t o shD.re the enthusiasm expr essed by the Vis iting 

i-li ssion regarding the state of a ffairs in the field of medical services. 



DR/jr T/PV.l263 
8 -10 

(lvlr. Fotin, USSR) 

l~s regards the remark made by the United Kingdom repr ese ntati ve, of 

cour se he is right. Therefore, i n this case v.Te shoul d pay a ll t h e more 

o.ttent i o n to the subject matt er under discussion at t his stage . It uould 

only be f air if the Drafting Committee refrained from s ubmitting any 

conclusions or recommendations on this question prec i sely b ecaus e the Council 

has decided to invite the Horld Health Organization to carry out a n i nvest i gat i on 

of this matter. \·lhether individual members of the Drafting Committee 

desire it or not, a definite po i nt of vieH i s b e ing f oisted upon the Council, 

a point of vie11 vThich does not t ake into account the neu informati on 

containe d in the petition r ece i ved from Dr. Hicldng and ten other persons. 

The Soviet delegation naturally cannot agree \·Ti th t h i s . It >vould be ready 

to uithdravT its amendment if the Council decided not to submit any opinion 

in the matte r until such t i me as t he Uorld Health Organiz ation , if it carrie s 

out an invest i gat ion, compl etes i t and s ubmit s i ts results to u s . 
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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 mm views. I was expressing my views 

on the basis of an eye-witness account. Simply to put his mind at ease, 

I would say that I -vms making 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. vJe have decided to call for an investigation of the 

circumstances by the Horld Health Crganizaticn. The representative of the Soviet 

Union has just pointed out that he is perfectly happy to abide by the verdict 

of the investigation of the vlorld 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 quite well the appeal addressed to 

us by the President at the beginning of the meeting. However, we cannot fail 

to speak once again 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 Health Organization 

might reach. He 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 misurderstnnding bet-v1een 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 v10uld not have any -vwrds to put into his 

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



BHS/bd T/PV.l263 
12 

(Mr. McCarthy, Australia) 

in this matter. I ~as merely expressing my o~n vie~s. Perhaps those vie~s came 

through incorrectly in the interpretation, but I do hasten to set his mind at 

ease in this matter. 

Mr. HOPE (United Kingdom): I ~ould suggest that since many of us have 

expressed our vie~s on this particular point and since no doubt the members of 

the Horld Health Organization ~ill be able to read in the verbatim record 

exactly vlhat ~e have said, vie might pass on to the next subject. 

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet 3ocialist 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 

t0 the statement as a ~hole. The representative of Aus~ralia used the English 

~ords 11 to abide byn. The Soviet delegation ~ould like to say in this connexion 

t hat it prefers to adopt a position not in advance but only after the material 

has been studied. I think that each responsible delegation ~ill share the point 

of vie~ of the Soviet delegation in this matter. 

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

Soviet delegation in no ~ay casts any doubt on the results of t he investigation 

by the Vlorld Health Organization. He al~ays reserve t he right to make our judgement 

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

Mr. ~cAR'IHUR (Ne~ Zealand): I would agree vJi th the statement rr:nde a 

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

rrerr:ters on this question is already well known. The New Zealand position ~as 

set out the day before yesterday by Ambassador Corner and has already been 

alluded to several times this afternoon. In presenting his eye-witness account, 

he stressed that he had seen the medical services in t he Territory as a layman, 

but indicated that he was impressed, ~i th some few reservations, by ~hat he smv. 
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(Mr. McP.rthur, New Zealand) 

I would fCint out at this stage that the report before us simply 

welcomes the staten:ent made by the Administering Authority. \~here the Council 

states that it is encouraged by the progress made, this is simply a matter of 

verifiable facts. The Council drm·Js the attention of the Administering 

Authority to the various reccrrn:endations and observations made by the Horld 

Health Organization. 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.l097/Rev.l). 

The amendment was re,iected by 7 votes to l. 

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

Russian): vJi th 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 vlill now vote on 

pClrograr;h 18, and in accorC'.nnce with the reqt:est jt:st n:ode by the rEpresenta tive of 

the Soviet Union, will vote first 0n each of its three sentences sepC\rately. 

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 l abstention. 

Paragraph 18 as a whole was adopted by 6 votes to l, 1-1i th 1 abstention. 
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_!'arcgr.sph 19 waE_~-~'?.1?~-~~l by 7 votes to none, Hi th 1 abstention. 

TLe PRE~IDENT (interpretation from French): I should like to remind 

the Council that the Soviet delegation has submitted an amendment in the form of 

a nell paragraph to be inserted before the present paragraph 20. That amendment 

appears in paragraph 7 of document T/L.l097/Rev.l. 

l/'.tr . McARTHUR (Nevr Zealand): I wish to apologize for introducin8 a 

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

•-rays in vrhich the nevT paragraph suggested in the Soviet amendment could become 

acceptable . It is the understanding of my delegation that the Administering 

Authority is in fact making use of United Nat i ons programmes of assistance . He 

have noted the statement made by the representative of the Administering Authority 

in that connexion. ~'Je should therefore like to suggest a sub-amendment to the 

Soviet amendment , as follows: 

Starting with the 1wrd "recommends " in the second line of the Soviet amendment , 

the paragraph would read: 
11 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 11
• 

That would be the end of the paragraph. 

Russian): 

:t-'!r . FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Indeed, in the statement by the representative of the United States, 

there vras 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 

aid programmes of the United Nations . For this reason, v7hen the representative of 

Ne>v Zea.land amends our own amendment, he is presumably mixing up two things vrhich 

are quite distinct. In its amendment, the Soviet delegation says that: 
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"The Council, talcing into consideration the Trust Terri tory 1 s 

requirements of highly qualified pe::csonnel, recommends the Administering 

Authority to use, in the interests of the Hicronesians, the opportunities 

for education and vocationa.l training avai.lab.le to the inhabitants of the 

Trust Territory under the United Nations fellowship prograrrme for 

inhabitants of Trust Territories. " 

In other words, the Soviet amendment speaks of the special United Nations 

programme for inhabitants of Trust Territories. 

Thus, He are dealing here with tvro completely different and distinct matters, 

On the one hand, we have the United Nations aid prograrnrnes; and, on the other, 1ve 

have the special United Nations fel.lovrship prograrr.rne 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 necensary, we suggest, if the Nevr Zealand 

representative is going to press for it, that 1ve use rule 57 of the rules of 

procedure of the Trusteeship Council. Hcuever, before I read that rule, I should 

like once again to draw the attention of the Council, and also of the officials 

of the Secretariat concerned, to the fact that 1ve have not yet received the 

last edition of the ru.les of proceo.ure of the Trusteeship Council in Russian. 

I novr read rule 57, in English: 

"Reports, draft resolutions and other substantive motions or amendments 

shall be introduced in vrriting 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 t·wenty-four hours in advance. 11 

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

the statement by the Soviet representative, that my delegation does not fee.l it 

is confusing various United. Nations programmes in any vmy. 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 Uniteci Nations 

programmes it shou.ld make use of. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpr etat ion frcm French): The representative of New 

Zea.land he.s t abled a sub-amendment to the seventh amendment submitte d by the delegat ion 

of the Soviet Union. The representative of th e Soviet Union has requested the 

application of t he provisions of rule 57, which reads, in part: 

"The Trusteeship Council may decide to postpone the consideration of 

draft r esolutions and other substantive motions or amendments, copies of 

vrhich have not been circulated tvrenty-four hours in advance. rr 

Does any member of the Council have any comments t o make on the proposal made 

by the representative of the Soviet Union? 
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lir. BcC/~TH).' (l.ustra1ia): I be1ieve that the point raisecl by the 

r epresentative of the Soviet Union in re1ation to rule 57 of the ru1es of proceciure 

is valid. I a1so be.lieve that the sub-amendment submittec1 by the repres entative of 

lTevr Zealand is de signe d to bring the Soviet amendment more into conformity with 

the situation as we understand it. 

l'-'fr. President, you are faced ui th a time factor in the Council and it vlOuld 

be desirable for you to finish the business of the Council 1;.-ri th the utmost 

expedition. Therefore, my delegation, Hhile admitting the va.lidi ty of the point 

raised by the r epr es entative of the Soviet Union, "'iwulcl be perfectly happy to vote 

on the Soviet amendment as it stands at the pres en t time. 

I-'fr. DICKINSON (Unit e d States of America): The rule vrhich has been 

cited, ru1e 57 of the rules of procedure? has as its purpos e to make it possible 

for all of us in the Counci1, in the event that ne~r proposals are submitted 

particularly if they are comp1icated or if they are 1ene;thy ar,1endments that are 

difficult for us to t ake d01.m -- to have tVJenty-four hours to study these proposals 

in writing. It has b een a common practice, however, and it is the practice of 

all bodies of the United Nations, to dea1 Hith brief amendments of one or tiro 

110rds without such a de.lay. I remember innumerable occasions 1·1hen the Soviet 

Union itself macle brief proposals and representatives ac;reed to deal vri th them 

immediately. The other day the Soviet Union introduced a very long series of 

amendments and it 1vas requested t hat they be put in "'i·Triting. They vrere put in 

I·Triting in document T; L .1097 /Rev .1. But I believe that it has been o ur practice 

and it should continue to be our practice to get on vJi th our uorl~, not over 

anybody's dead body but through understanding efforts. \tJe can deal ·Hi th this 

simple amendment, which all of us understand. 

If that is not the case, if that is not the decision of this body, then I 

suppose >·re should have to clelay the matter for a day wbi1e this amendment is put 

in 1;1ritin0 and circulated. I thinl;: that would b e an unconscionable de.lay of our 

Hark, vrhich has already beel' greatly retardec~ . 
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N.r. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics)(interpretation from 

I hope that members of the Council r eali ze that vrhat they heard. from 

the United States representative a fevr mcments ago l·ras an interpretat ion by the 

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

rdr • . l\1cARTHUR (Ne1r Zea l and ): The sub -amendment vrhich I moveCi. vras 

pres en tee!. s olely in order to try to provide some means uhereby the Council uoul d 

be able to adopt the greater part of the text of the draft amendment put fonrard 

by the delee;ation of the Soviet Union, 1rhich in spirit is something that 1re thinl~ 

1rould be vrorth adoptinG and that could l·rell be reflected. in the report vrhich 

emer ge s from the Council. My deleGation, hmvever, uould be perfectly prepared to 

l eave a decision on the procedural matter llhich has been r a i sed_ in the ha nds of 

the Council. 

The PR=SID2NT (interpretation from French): I believe that that 1roul d 

be the 'lrisest solution and it is the solution 1rhich I l1ave had in mind for some 

minutes nmr. If in fact the Council feels that the sub-amendment is a fairly 

brief one and that it 'dould de l ay us too much· to vvait for it to be distributed 

in 1rri ting, ve can immediately t ake up the sub-amendment of Neu Zea l a nd and then 

the Soviet amendment . 

Therefore , I should like to have the opinion of the Council on this matter . 

I s D.all ask those members of the Council vrho feel that He shoulcl continue 11ith the 

discu ss ion immedi ate ly to raise their hands. 

I call on t h e representative of the Soviet Union on a point of order. 

l1r_. _ _F~Q.'J:'):]'! (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian ): Hr. Pr esi c~ent , the Soviet delegation 1-rould like to lmovr on what rul e 

of proc e dure you are basing yoc;rs elf in putting this proposal to the Council. 
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The PRES~DENT (interpretation from French): I just read out the third 

sentence of rule 57, on Vlhich I am basins 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 vrhich have not been circulated twenty-four hours in advance." 

\'!hat I am novr 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. 

Ivir. DICKINS_9IT (United States of America): I want to be perfectly sure 

t hat I understand \vhat \'le are votinc: on. As I understand it, an affirmative vote 

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

The PRESIDEITT (int erpretation from French): Yes. The Council vlill 

novl proceed to the vote on the proposal. Those v-rho -vlish to defer the consideration 

of the sub-amendment viill vote in favour, and those vrho wish to consider it 

immediately vrill vot e against. 

The proposal was re,iected by !~ votes !?_~, vrith;L __ abstent_ion. 

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

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

r epresentative of Nevr Zeal and. 

11r. FOTIH (Union of Sovie t Socialist Repub.lics)(interpretation from 

Russian): Th e Soviet delegation cannot regard the decision trucen by the Council 

as anything but an action under rule 105 of the rules of procedure vlhich r eads 

as follows: 

(spoke in Er:-tgl ish) 

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

may be suspended by decision of the Council." 
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(I.jr. Fotin, USSR 2 

The first portion of rule 57 states quite clearly that amendme nts must be hancled 

in to the Secretary-General -- I repeat this, to the Secretary-General in 

'driting, tlvent:y-four hours prior to the meeting of the Trusteeship Council at 

·which the amendment is to be considered. The Soviet delegation also ca nnot 

fail to note that when it suits the Council -- the majority of vrhich is quite 

1·rell defined -- it decides to act vri th regard to the rules of procedure as i t 

thinks fit. 
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I should like to say, Hr . Pres i dent, that 

I 11ill suppor t the rulint; that you have made as President of this Council. 

l£r_:_Q_ICKIJ.'T_:SON (United States of ; .meri ca ): I should like to register 

the vieu of r.w delet;ation that. vre did not suspend rule 57; >re simply applied 

it in a sensible 1ray, in the •..ra~r in uhi ch it i s applie d over a nd over again 

in all or gans . 

Th~ _ _ P.B_~I~E_B1: (interpretation fr om Fr ench): vie sha ll now vote 

on the sub-amendment submitted b y the representat ive of Nevr Zealand . The purpose 

of that sub- amendment is to add the 110rd 11 continue" after the i-TOrds "Administering 

.-.uthori ty 11 a nd to de l ete some 1wrds in the Sovi et amendment. 

llr_._ ]1.1!!-U (Secretary of the Council): If I have taken down correctly 

the sub-amendment submi tted by the r epresentative of Neu Zealand, it is as 

foll m1s : Insert in t h e seco nd line, beh1ee n the uords ''r ecommends 11 a nd 

"the Administeri nG . ·~uthority" the word "tha t 11
; aft e r "Administeri ng .:.uthori ty 11 

ins ert the vrords "cont i nue to make us e " and delete the vrord 11 t o 11
; beti1een the 

11ords 111--Ji crones ians " and "the opportuni t i es 11 insert the i-TOrd "of 11
; de l ete 

in the l ast line the -vmrd "felloushi p 11 and l eave the -vmrd 11 pr ogr amrnes 11
; delete 

also the Hords "for inhabitants of Trust Territ ories 11
• The amendment vmuld 

thus r ead as follov1s, if sub - amended as sucgested b y the r epresentat i ve of 

l'Jeil Zeal and : 
11 The Council, taking into considerat i on the Trust Territory's 

requirements of highl y qualified p ersonnel , r ecomnends that the 

Administering Authority cont inue to make use , in the i nterests of the 

rlicrones i ans, of the opportunities for education and vocational traini ng 

ava ilable t o the inhabitants of the Trust Terri tory under the United 

nat i ons fell o-irship pr ograrnme . 11 
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Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand) : There is just one slight difference in 

vlhat I originally proposed. It should read "under United Nations programmes" J 

without "the n. 

Miss ERCOKS (Liberia) : I should like the representative of NevT Zealand 

to explain what are his objections t8 the v10rd "fellov1shipn and the v1ords nf8r 

inhabitants of Trust Territories". He are referring to the inhabitants of the 

Trust Territories and vle are referring to fellowships for thes2 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 Nati8ns prograThiDes available. It is 

the vieH of my delegation t tat it is for the_people of Micronesia end for 

the Administering Authority to de t e rmine which of those programme s they wish 

to use. 

Mr . FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (inte rpretation fr8m 

Russian): The Soviet delega tion is encountering the same difficulties as the 

representative of Liberia . The New Zealand representative is telling us about 

vari ous programmes within the United Nations framevTOrk. Inasmuch as 

the sub-amendment submitted by Ne>l 3ealandJ if adopted -- and there cannot be 

any doubt as to the outcome of the vote in this Council -- would completely alter 

the nature of the amendment submitted by the Sovie t UnionJ the Soviet delegation 

would like to have a further explanation with r egard to v1hat programmes the 

representative of New Zealand has in mind. The Soviet delegation ·Hould be grateful 

if the r ep re senta ti ve of New .:.;ealand vJOuld enumerate and describe then . If we do 

not ge t these clarifications) the Soviet delegation 11ill be unable to take any 

position on this q_uestion because we vlill not knov1 w·hat 1ve are dealing vli th and 

what >·le are being asked to vote on . 

As r egards the Soviet amendment) as the Council lmovTSJ it deals vlith 

a specific programme of United Nations f e llovships f or inhabitants of the Trust 

Territories. For this r eason) the widening of t he meaning of the Soviet amendment 
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that is proposed in the New Zea land sub-amendment means in essence changing the 

meaning of the amendment. It vas for this reason that the Soviet delegation 

thought that the Council, and not only the Soviet delegation) needed some time 

in order t o understand the meaning of the Nevr Zealand sub-amendment. That is the 

reason why we voted. for a 24-hour deferment of the vote on the New Zealand 

amendment. 

Today t he representative of Ne1·r Zealand twice said that it was for the 

.Administering I\.uthority a nd the people of Micronesia themselves to dec ide vlhich 

progr ammes , uithin the United. Nations framework) they vrished to utilize a nd uhich 

they did. not wish to utilize. The Soviet delegation would lil<:e to remind the 

representative of Ne1r Zealand that the people of Micronesia have no opportunity 

to have a say in the matter. As you -vli ll recall, the Soviet delegation sa id. that 

the Administrator has attached to him a special fellowship committee which cons ists) 

if I am not mistaken, exclusively of United. States na tiona ls) and. in vlhich there 

is no Nicronesian pa rticipation. Thus, the opinion of the Hi cronesia n people is 

not represented in tha t committee) the functions of vhich include the takin£!: of 

decisions on requests and re commendations by loca l organs in the Trust Territory . 

l'liss BROOKS (Liberia): I must apologize for taking the floor again but 

I am not sure that the explanation given by the representative of Ne1-r Zealand has 

clea red up the ambiguity vrhich has a risen 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 that more United. Nations fellowships would be gi ven t o women 

in the Trust Territory of the Facific Isla nds. In view of my promise to do 

something about i t ) I f ee l that I cannot support the sub-amendment of the 

representative of Ne"\v Zealand in its present form. 
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Yx. McARTHc~ (New Zealand): I think in fact that the point raised by the 

representative of Liberia is precisely the one which my delega tion 1 s arr:endrr:ent 

is trying to rr:eet . It broadens the range of the United Nations prograrmr.es to which 

vre are indicating there should be recourse. 

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 rr:ade use of certain United Nations 

programrr:es; we also understand that attempts have been rrade to rr:ake use of the 

specific fellowship programme rr:entioned in the Soviet draft arr:endrr:ent . I would 

suggest that it might possibly be useful to the Council, before proceeding ,to hear 

son:e further elaboration from the representative of the Administering Authority 

in this regard. 

~rr . DICKINSON (United States of Ame rica): 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 Zeal and just refe rred are 

eight in number. He vras referring to a staten:ent that we rcade that eight 

applicants from the Trust Te rritory of the Pacific Islands have studied under 

United Nati ons programrr:es, specifically the Technical Assistance Scholarship 

Programrr:e, since July 1963 . There vere, as I recall, an average of tvo a year 

prior to that also . It has been going on for a long time. These e i gh t peopl e 

went to five independent countries ---not colonial countries, as the r epr esentative 

of the Soviet Union said, although I thought they were independent too; but I 

am referring to Japan, Vlestern Samoa, the Philippines, India and Ceylon. 

Hi th respect to another rerr:ark that the representative of Nevr Zealand rr:ade 
) 

he sa id that one student ha d nw.de some effort t o study under a scholarshi o 

offered by an individual nation t o Trust Territory inhabitants. That is correct . 

He did not try and f ail; he simply considered an offer by an independent Stat e 

to Trust Territory people and he a lso considered a different scholarship in the 

Philippines, deciding upon the latter. I had cited this earlier to show that 

students do receive this inforrro.tion and study it and rr:al):e up their ovm minds 

about it. 
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With respect to the staterr.ent that the representative of Liberia rm.de about 

'rTomen wanting more scholarships, she did not specify which kind they meant, "<Thich 

kind they were talking about . It would perhaps be of interest to know that 

Rose Mak"<relung, whom she rray have rr::et in the Territory, did becorr::e a United Nations 

scholar last year in a scholarship prograw~e that took her to three countries. 

This was a Te.chnical !-is si stance prograw~e. I do not know if the representative 

of Liberia has rr::et Miss Makwelung, but she rray well have, for apparently she is 

a rather prominent person in the Territory. 

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

point. 

Miss BROOKS (Liberia): I would like to ask the representative of New 

Zeal and if he "<Tould accept a sub-arr:.endrr::ent -- or a sub-sub-amendment -- to the 

New Zealand sub-arr:.endrr::ent, to the effect that at the end of his sub-arr:.endrr:.ent would 

appear the words ''including the fellowships and scholarships offered by ~~ember 

States 11
• 

Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): I think the sub-sub-arr.endn:ent, as the 

representative of Liberia calls it, is one 'rlhich my delegation would be fully 

prepared to accept. I rr:.e rely have sorr:.e slight doubts about the actual vlording 

of it. I think we might possibly need to repeat again at the end 11 under the 

United Nations programmesn. This seems to n:ake clear that these are fellowships 

and scholarships offe red unde r the United Nations programmes. But 

certainly the general spirit of the Liberian amendrr:.ent is sorr:.ething that would 

be acceptable to my delegation. 

Miss BROOKS (Liberia): vlhat I wished to say was that if, after the word 

''prograrr.rr.es 11 in the sub-arr:.endrr:.ent of the representative of NevT Zealand, he would 

add 11 including the fellowships and scholarships offered by Member States11
, I would 

then be in a position to support the sub-an:endrr.ent. 
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Mr ._FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): The farther we go into this question and the rr.ore sta ten:ents -vre hear, 

including those by the delegations of New Zealand and the United States, the n:ore 

obvious the ambiguity of the New Zealand sub-arr.endrr.ent becorr.es. All the statements 

we have heard have not dissipated the impression of ambiguity in r espect of the 

sub-amendrr.ent that the delegations of Liberia and the Soviet Union have received. 

On the contrary, they have rrade this ambiguity all the more pronounced and have 

shmm that the sub-arr.endment pursues a definite objective, an objective vhich vTe 

have often seen rr:a.nifested here in this Trusteeship Council. The fact is that 

sorr:e tr.embers 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. 

Vlhat the representative of the United States has told us here regarding the 

number of persons vho have used fellowships within the Technical Assistance 

programrr.e paints the unattractive picture of conditions in the Trust Territory 

in the most telling fashion. The representative of the United 3tates tells us 

that eight persons have used scholarships unde r the United Nations prograrrffe -­

e i ght people in h1enty years . And she is proud of that. Any self-respecting 

Po-v1er vrould be ashan:ed to quote such a figure; indeed it might even seek to conceal 

it. But the United States delegation triumphantly describes the heights it btJ.s 

reached: it has sent eight people in t-vrenty years to other countries to receive 

training within the frarr.ework of the United Nations Technical Assistance prograrmne. 

Inasmuch as it becomes clear that the sub-amendment submitted by the New 

Zealand delegation relates to a n:atter connected in no \vay whatsoever lvith the 

point raised in the Soviet arr.endn:ent, the Soviet del egation regard~ that 

sub-an:endn:ent 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 ina smuch 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-emendment proposed by the representative of Liberia, 

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 represeLtative of 

Liberia. 

If the Soviet delegation understands correctly the sub-amendment proposed by 

the representative of Liberia, its adoption and the adoption of the New Zealand 

sub-amendment vrould signify that the Council recommends that the Administering 

Authority, inter alia, should continue to make use of the scholarships provided by 

the United Nations scholarship programme for inhabitants of Trust Territories. 

He 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 inhabitant of Micronesia has utilized one of these scholarships. 

l·lhen 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. DICIHNSON (United States of America): I have asked for the floor 

in exercise of my right of reply. 

Once again the Soviet 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 t echnicrl 

assistance scholarships utilized in twenty years. That is not what I said. 

I think that everyone will recall -- end I wish tbat he would recognize his erro:r --
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that what I said was that since July 1963, 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 was an inaccuracy, an accidental misstatement, althotgh 

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. 

He has also 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 (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (intex~retation 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 cannot 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 questions 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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'Ihe PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): I call on the representative 

of the United States on a point of order. 

l'frr. DICKINSON (United States of 1~merica): 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 I 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 wade, he said that when 

one of the Trust Territory personnel did undertake to study an offer, having 

beeTl provided. with all the information about it, he was told where he stood in 

society. 'lhe 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 

vhat I vanted to say. 

lJii s s BROOKS (Liberia): In order not to prolong the discussion further, 

I vronder vhether the representative of Nev Zealand vould be villing to revert t o 

the suggestion made by the representative of Australia to let the original 

amendment r emain and each d<: Legntion vote in accordance vi th its ovm opinion. 

~rr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republic s ) (interpretation from 

Russian): 'Ihe representative of the United States makes very free use of such 

vords as 11errors 11
, 

11distortions 11
, and the like as applied to statements of the 

Soviet delegation. Perhaps the representative of the United States vill also 

describe as !!distortion n the Soviet delegation 1 s statement that approximately 

tvo 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 alloved to utilize the p rogrammes 

granted by the States Members of the United Nations vithin the framevork of the 

United Nations programmes. 
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Mr. HcARTHUR (Nevl 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 vlhat, 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. 

Th~ ?RESIDENT (interpretation from French): The sub-amendment 

submitted by the representative of Ne1v Zealand has been withdrawn, and we 

shall now, therefore, vote on the Soviet amendment appearing in paragraph 7 
of document T/L.l097/Rev.l. 

The amendment \vas re,iected by 3 votes to 2, with 2 abstentions. 

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

The ?RESIDENT (interpretation from French): As regards paragraph 21, 

I should like to remind the Council that the Soviet delegation has submitted 

an amendment to this paragraph, namely, to add a new sentence to the end of 

this paragraph. This amendment can be found in paragraph 8 cf 

document TjL.lC97/Rev.l. 

Miss ERCOKS (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 >lOrds 11 the Council feels 11
• I think that a compromise wa s made and 

that a sentence ,,,as to be added at the end of the text without a,ny deletion. 

The <lords 11 and therefore recommends" should thus be used. 

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

Russian): As the members of the Council will recall, the Soviet delegation 

met the lvishes 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 

amendment of the Soviet delegation is not included in the revised text. 

The revised text merely contains the amendment -vri th regard to vlhich the 

Liberi an delegation did not have any objection. 
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Having noted t hat the delegation of the 

Soviet Uni on has lvi thdravm its fi rst amendment, for vlhich I should like to 

commend our colleague from the Soviet Union, I should simply like t o say this. 

Addr essi ng mysel f to the substantive matter before u s of the establishment of 

this junior college, I wculd r e call t hat I addres sed myself to this matter 

duri ng the general debate ~-Then I s aid: 

nin this connexion, I would refer i n passing t o the suggestions vlhich 

have been made for the establishment of a junior college in this area. 

I vlould be the l ast to deny that t here mi ght be c. need for such 

an institution . But I would note tho.t the L 1ck of this seems to 

rr:e certainly not to be retarding the educational development 

of the peopl e at the pr esent time, and will not i n the immediate future. 

They have in t he ne i ghbouring territor y of Guam a college of a high 

order . They have open to them similar instituti ons in H~vlo.ii. I am 

i nclined to think that i n t he present circumstances concentration on a 

policy of primary and secondary education al ong the present lines of 

devclor:rr.ent would be preferred. 11 (1252nd meeting, page ll) 

Thus, having no objection in principle whatever to the propc;;al nm1 

before us, but f eeling, as I ha ve expressed it, that the needs of t ee 

people ar e being adequ at el y met at the present time , and as the educational 

needs of the people would be better catered for by n r nther nnrrm-1 concentrntion , 

my delegation will abstain i n this vote. 

Th~ _ _j?RESIDEJ\J"'T (interpretation from French): He shall now vote on 

paragr aph 8 of t he Soviet amendment. 

There we r e 2 votes in favour, 2 against and 3 abstentions. 

The FRESI DENT (interpretation from French ): I shall now r ead out 

rule 38 of our rules of procedure: 

ttif 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 

f avour of t he propos al, it shall be deemed to be l ost.n 

I shnll therefore suspend the rr.eeting for a few minutes . 
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Lfj:._e_1:_ _a __ p_]'ief r~cess in a_s:cordanc~_!Tith ru~u3 of the _ _!yle_s of or ocedur e 

of __ !-he .J.r:usteeship _Counc il, ~- second vote >·ras ta~en . 

T}l_e!_e_]I~re ~votes i.E._ favour , 2 agains.t.,_11nd_3_a.:p_s_te_ntions...__The_:_ 

ame_n_§rn~n_t_3_a_~_not adop!-ed. 

J;Ir. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Soci a list Rei1Ublics) (interpretation from 
- -- ·---· · --- ..J_ -

Russian): The Soviet delegation, in connexion 11ith the vote tha t ha.s just 

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

Mr_._ McARTHUR (Neu Zealand): I 'dish to make a brief statement in 

explanat ion of the abstent ion of my delegation in the tuo votes that have 

just taken pl ace . My delegation certainly fully supports the adopt i on of 

measure s designed to lead to the establishment of an institution of higher 

educat ion in the Territory. Huvrever, we did not fe el that vre could support 

the precise \lOrding of the Soviet amendment, in particular the 1vord "immediate". 

I uould recall that, speaking in this debate tuo days ago, the leader of 

my delegation made the follm-ring remarks: 

"Therefore, I think that, for the Council to be responsible, it should 

not r ecommend the adoption of immediate measures, but could \Tell recommend 

a further consideration by the l.dministering Authority of the feasibili t:y 

of establishing this institution, and even give so;ne more pos itive 

indication of the Council's support for it." (126lst meeting, pp . 57 

and 53-60 ) 

i<ir. HOPE (United Kingdom) : In expl anation of my vote, I should like 

to recall that in the cours e of the debate here some Hhile ago I said: 

"It 11as particularly satisfying to note the increase in the number of 

students enjoying higher education outside the Territory from 161 to 196 

in the year under revieH." 

I then said : 

"Doubtless the Administration and the Congress of f.licronesia will give 

due attent ion to t he question already raised here about establishing 

insti tutions of higher education in the Territory itself." 



BHS/jr T/PV.l263 
47 

It uill therefore b e seen that I have no quarrel -vrith the sponsors of 

the amendment about its pur port, that is the purport of the establishment of 

institut ions of higher education. To my mind, hm1ever, thi s is r eflected in 

the report before us, document T/L.l096 , in >·Ihich, in paragraph 21, it is 

stated, int~!_~l_iaj_ 

11 
••• r eiterates its or evious recornrnendation that renevred consideration 

be gi ven to the est ablishment of a junior college of .i\licronesia. 11 

Ny e}q)ln.nation of vote is sir:.ilar to that of the representative of He11 

Zealand. 

l·Ii_s_E_]3_B_QOKS (Liberia): I have not asl~ed to speak in order to expla in 

my vote on the: Soviet amendment, but I do 'lvish to say tha t there is an 

i rmnediate r,eed for a n institution of learning higher than the high school 

level Hhere adults who cannot leave their families and go to Guam to study vrill 

have a n opportunity t o a dvance. They do h ave the desire to do this. That i s 

the reason 11hy l submitted my sub-amendment to the Soviet arr.endment. 

l1r . FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interoretation fr om 
-------- - ...!.,; 

Russian): liith respect to the vote on paragraph 21 , the Soviet delegation 

uould like to request a separate vote on the first part of t h e third sentence, 

uhich r e ads as follmrs: 
11\!hile r e cogniz ing that the College of Guam and the' East-\!est Centre in 

Hauaii provide f a irly a cc e ssible institutions of high er education for 

ltlicronesian students, a nd Hhile appreciating that a population of 38,000 

'\TOUld not usua lly require the estn.b lishme nt of a separate junior college,". 

1'~_PRES_~.PENT (interpretation from French ): In accordance vTith the 

r equest of the r epresentative of the Soviet Union, the Council Hill nm1 vote 

on the first part of the third sentenc e of paragraph 21, as read out by him. 

Th_e_f_iF_€c part of _:the_ sentence _ _:-ws ~dotJted by 6 vot es to l, 11i th 

1 abstent i on. 
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Th~.R.~~SIDENT (interpretation from French): The Council Hill novr 

c onsider the ninth Soviet nmenclment, 1·rhich i s to insert a nevr paragraph before 

existing par ao;ra~1h 22. I should a lso lH:e to remind members that the 

r epr e sentat ive of Ne1r Zea land at one of our recent me etings orally submitted a sub­

amendment to replace t he 1:ords 11 to self-determination and independence 11 by 

the words ''to s elf-det ermination, ·Hhich includes independence". 

!l!_. _ _!_OTIN (Unio n of Soviet Socialis t Republics) (interpretation fr om 

Russian): I sh ould like to ask the representative of Hevr Zealand , through the 

President, 1rhy the Council does not have thi s sub-amendment in 1-rri ting, even 

thou~h a sufficient period of time for d oing so h a s 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 submitted this sub-omendrr:ent in -v1ri ting. However, 

we feel that vie 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. 

Mr. McCARTHY (Australia): In the amendment nov1 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 Zealand 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): 'I'he Australian representative is once again trying to create the 

impression that a ttempts 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 v1hat 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 Ccmmi ttee of Tv1enty-Four, 

that this specific wording was used by the Special Committee of Twenty-Four 

in its conclusions and recommendations on the Trust Territory of the Pacific 

Islands when it considered this question at the end of 1964. 
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Mr. McCAR'I'HY (Australia): My colleague from the Soviet Union :persists 

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

I v1as not trying to create any such impression as he indicates; I ~as simply 

expressing a :point of vie~, and I suppose I am entitled to do that. It happened 

to accord ~ith the :point of vie~ expressed by our colleague from Ne~ Zealand 

in this Council t1w days ago. That point of vie~ remains that the ~crding of 

this paragraph, 11 self-determination and independence in accordance vli th the 

Charter of the United Nations and ~ith the Declaration on the granting of 

independence to colonial countries and peoples 11
, is not in accord vli th my 

understanding of the self-determination provisions of the Charter and indeed 

of resolution 1514. 
Nor do I see any reference in this amendment -- and I make this additional 

point -- to the Trusteeship Agreement, ~hich my delegation believes is a valid 

document and a basic document in relation to all Trust Territories, and ~hich, 

I ~ould remind this Council, ~as acceded to not only by the other ~embers 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 ~as not :particularly ~orried by the United States' ignoring some of the 

provisions of the self-same Trusteeship Agreement ~hich he has no~ spoken about 

at such length and vlhich he has tried to defend against the evil Soviet Union. 

It ~ill be recalled that, in the order of the Secretary of the Interior of the 

United States ~hich set forth the po~ers of the Congress of Micronesia, one 

single ~ord ~as omitted -- but a rather significant ~ord ~hich is :present 

in the Trusteeship Agreement. That viaS the ~ord 11 inde:pendence11
• At the time, 

the representative of Australia ~as not particularly 1wrried by that fact. 

Furthermore, I should like to solve my mm riddle and say that the absence of 

that ~ord made him joyful rather than causing him any concern. 

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

I do not knm~ ~hat basis the representative of the Soviet Union has for his 

interpretation of my feelings of joy or sorro~. I expressed neither joy nor 

sorro~. If I remember rightly, I said nothing during that :portion of the debate 
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(Mr. McCarthy, Australia) 

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 

psychoanalysis of my feelings, without anything to back it up. 

Mr. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Sociali~t Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): Even if we 1dere 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 from 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 \Wrd, which is more important 

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

Nrr. 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 vlOuld remind our colleague from the Soviet trnion 

that a basis document in this respect is the Trusteeship Agreement -- and the 

v10rd does occur in the Trusteeship Agreement, I believe. Hhether the word 

does or does not appear in so~e other document put out by the Department of the 

Interior or any other Department of 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 vlhi eh 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 vlill explain later why I lay dovm those 

conditions. 
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(Mr. Kiang, China) 

First, the words "and independencerr should be deleted, for the simple reason 

that "self-determination rr is a right and also a process. Iudependence is quite 

a different thing; self-determination is close to independence, self-govern~ent 

2nd ether forms of independence. 

May I draw the attention of the Council to the text of the ~eclaration 

contained in General Assembly resolution 1514 (XV). The Council will note that 

not one paragraph in that text ever mentions rrself-determination and independenceu; 

it mentions just the right of self-determination. The word rrindependencerr is 

mentioned, but not tcgether with the word r1self-determination n -- and for obvious 

reasons which I do not have to go into. 

In the second place, operative paragraph 2 of resolution 1514 (XV) states: 
11All peoples have the right to self-determination; by virtue of that 

right they freely determine their political status"-- that means indepe:c.der::ce 

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 will vote for the amendment if the words 
11Trusteeship .Agreemt:ntn are also added to it; that is: r:in accordance with the 

Charter of the United Nations, with the Trusteeship Agreement and with the 

~eclaration 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. 

lfrr. ~~TIN (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 Nations 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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(JVIr. Fotin, USSR) 

However, we must not forget that there do exist United Rations 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. ~at would be genuine co-operation and not formal co-operation. 

If they vote against the amendment, they will thereby oppose the recommendation 

of the S~ecial Committee of Tvrenty-Four, which has been empowered by the General 

Assembly to follow the implementation of the reclaration 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 Soviet representative reverted to something on which we have 

a~ready spent fcur or five hcurs this session, or perhaps ten hcurs, and I feel 

that it requires me to speak once again. 

The representative of the Soviet Union says that the Bnited States delegation 

ignores the word 11independence 11 in the charter of the Congress of Micronesia. 

It is quite true that the word 11independence 11 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 r s time over a question 

vrhich 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 Congre ss of Micronesia is for consumption in Micronesia 

internally; as the Americans say, f or home consumption. We know that the United 

States ha s an interest in keeping silent on the most i mportant 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 11independence 11 is 

absent. 

\~en the united States representative is a sked here t o 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 s tage on thi s 

· particular topic. 

Jv'rr. SI·TAN (United Kingdom): I spould like to state t he view of my 

delegation very briefly on this amendment. My Government's views on the ~uestion 

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 nself- determination and indep endence 11 do 

not, a s far as I have been able to determine, appear in thi s . conjunction in either 

of these documents. Therefore, it would be difficult for my delegation to support 

the amendment. 

Jv'~r. FOTIN (Union of Soviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

Russian): In various United Nations or gans the representatives of the Administering 

Authorities , including the representative of the United Kingdom, like stubbornly 

to foi st the thought that, allegedly, the United Kingdom, with honour and dignity, 

has led to independent statehood many Territories and peoples . \{hen we hear such 
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statements, we involuntarily 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): I call on the representative 

of Australia on a point of order. 
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Mr . HcCARTHY (Australia) : Mr . Presi dent ) vle 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 Soviet Union has 

embarl:ed upon . 

Russian): 

Mr . FOTI N (Union of Soviet Soci alist Republi cs) (interpretation from 

The Soviet delegation does not expect the representative of 

Australia ever to understand what he has descri bed as a "tirade" on the 

part of the 3oviet del egation. But I think that his staterr..ent on a point of 

order is out of order. The representative of the United Kingdom rr..ade a gene r a l 

staterr.ent and the Soviet del egati on deen:ed it necessary to repl y to that statement. 

I n conclusi on ) the Soviet delegation would mere l y wi sh to state the 

following. The present good intentions of our British colleagues -- and not 

only the past intentions -- are demonstrated by the acts of r epr ession aga i nst 

the peopl e of Aden ) agains t the peopl e of 0outhern Rhodesia and other 

territories. 

The PFESI DENT (int e r pretation from French): I think that vle are 

straying somev1ha t from our subj e et . I call on the rep re senta ti ve of the United 

Kingdom on a point of order . 

Mr . 31-l.AN (United Kingdom): I understand that the r epresentative of the 

Soviet Union has novr ceased to discuss the que s tion of Aden and therefore I hope 

that I shall not have to raise a point of or der . 

The PRESIDENT (interpreta tion from French): \ve shall now vote on the 

sub-an:endrc.ent of the delegati on of Ne1r Zeal and . 

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

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

Nevr Zealand, vrhich has just been adopted. 

Mr . McC!,RTHY ( lmstralia): Mr. President, I 110uld ask you to read out 

the amendment on vrhich vre are nmr voting. 

The PRES IDENT (interpretation from French): The Secretary of the Council 

\·rill now read out the text on which vre are going to vote. 

Mr. RIF!'"I (Secretary of the Council): The text reads as follovrs: 

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

Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands to self-determination, vhich 

includes independence, in accordance vrith the Charter of the United. Nations 

and vith the Declaration on the granting of independence to colonial 

countries and peoples (resolution 1514 (XV)). 11 

Mr. KIANG (China): If my memory does not fail me, I thinl<:: I heard the 

representa tive of Nevr Zealand say that his amendment vras: 11the right of the 

people of the Trust Territory of the Facific Islands to self-determination, 

covering independence n. I do not lmovr whether or no ·c I am right. 

Mr. Ivlcfi.RTHUR (New Zealand): Perhaps I could clarify the situation as 

regards the text of our sub-amendment by simply quoting from the verbatim record 

of 22 June, in 11hich the lea der of my delegation put forward the sub-amendment, 

Hhich reads as follm1s: 
11 'Ihe Council reaffirms the inalienable right of the people of the 

Trust Territory of the Pacific Islands to self-determination ( vrhich 

includes the right of independence) in accordance 1-1ith the Charter". 

(l26lst meeting , pages 53-60 ) 

Mr. l\IANG (China): Shall we include those brad::ets? 
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Mr. McARTHUR (New Zealand): . I certainly would not insist on including 

the brackets . My point vms, at least as I thought I heard the Se cretary read 

out,that the words 11 Which includes the right of independence 11 should be 

included. I think those were left out in the version that the Secretary read 

out to us. 

Mr. RIFAI ( se~retary of the Council): The Secretariat received the 

exact wording yesterday from the representative of New Zealand, Ambassador Corner, 

and it vms: 11 which includes independence 11 without the words nthe right11
• 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 v1ould like to have the viord ''right11 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 Nevl Zealand delegation. That is the text which 

vie 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 call. 

China, having been dravm by lot by the President, was called upon to vote 

first . 

In favour: 

Abstaining: 

China, Liberia, New Zealand, United States of 

America, Australia. 

France, United Kingdom of Great Britain and 

Northern Ireland . 

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

2 abstentions . 

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

Russian): So that no variants or inter·pretations 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, which 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 PliliS IDENT (interpreta tion from French): \le shall no-vr proceed to 

paragraphs 22 a nd 23. First I should like to say that, as the Council will recall, 

the Soviet delega tion submitted amer:d:n:.ents to paragraphs 22 and 23, the la s t t ·l·ro 

paragraphs in the report. One vould n:ake a n additicn preceding paragraph 22, 

vrhile the other vould replace paragrapl:: 23 with a r:.evr paragraph vrhich ap:J;:ears ir:. 

paragraph 10 of document T/1.1097/Rev.l . 

. Mr. McCAR'Ih"Y (Australia): I wish to say in relation to those amendments 

tha t my delegation believes the Administering Authority is in fact steadily 

implementing measures in an ordered -vray tovJards the provisions and purposes 

referred to. The direct implication that it has not done so a nd is not doing so 

is one Hhich ue cannot accept in this amendment. 

The FRESIDENT ( ir:terpretatior:. from French): He shall novr proceed to 

vote on these two amendments, paragraphs 9 and 10 of document T/L.l097 /Rev.l. 

The amendments were re ,i ected by 5 votes to l, with l abstention. 

The PRESIDENT (interpreta tion from French): \.-Je shall now proceed to 

vote on paragraph 22 of the report of the Drafting Committee. 

Faragraph 22 vras adopted by 6 votes to l, with l abstention. 

The FRESIDENT (interpretation from French): He shall novr proceed to 

vote on paragraph 23 of the report. 

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

Russian): I request, Sir, that you put to a separate vote the follovring part of 

paragraph 2.): 

(spoke in English) 

The ?RESIDENT (interpretation from Fre nch ) : In compliance 1vith the 

request of the representative of the Soviet Union, ue shall first vote on the 

'I.JOrds 11 and 1541 (XV) 11 appearing in paragraph 2.). 

The 1-10rds nand 151~1 (XV) n were adopted by 6 votes to l. 
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The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): He shall noH vote on 

paragraph 23 as a whole. 

Paragraph 2) vias adopted by 5 votes to l, vTith 2 abstentions. 

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

Russian): The Soviet delegation, in explanation of its vote on paragraph 23 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 

Ailininistering 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): vle shall now proceed to 

vote on paragraph. 4 of the report of the Drafting Committee, which reads as 

follO"HS: 
11 The Comrnittee recommends to the Trusteeship Council that it adopt 

the revised -vrorldng paper on conditions in the Trust Territory of the 

Pacific Islands (T/L.l039 and T/L.lC39/Add.l) 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. 11 

1he recommendation contained in paragraph 4 was adopted by 6 votes to none, 

with 2 abstentions. 

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

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

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

Russian): I do not vrish to delay the Council in its -v;ork, but if I am not 

mistalcen, it would be in accord -vrith our tradition for us to vote on paragraph 5 

of the report of the Drafting Committee, in which the Committee recon~ends that 

the Trusteeship Council adopt the conclusions and recommendations in its report. 

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

The PRESIDENT (interpretation from French): In compliance -.;-rith the 

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

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

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

briefly the vote of the United 3tates delegation on the conclusions and 

recommendations and on the report as a whole . 

As I said, I believe, at yesterday's rr.eeting vrhen we began to discuss the 

report and the various aiLendn:ents thereto, although my Government obviously 

had sorr.e reservations about sorr.e of the conclusions and recowEendations in the 

draft report, we felt that, on the whole, the report was a balanced one and 

accurately reflected the views vrhich had been presented by the great rrajority of 

this Council during our discussions . 

It vrill 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 \<Thole, and I want 

it kno-vm here, particularly to the Drafting Committee and to the other n:embers 

of tne Council, that rr£ny of the things on which we abstained from voting were 

considered by us to be of vital importance to the Territory. We support them; 

vre think that they are good re cowEenda tions, and we a pp re cia te 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. Vle did abstai n, hovrever, from voting on the report itself and on 

individual paragraphs because as a 1ratter of principle we believe that, as 

Administering Authority,vre 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 Comrni ttee and on the 

report as a whole. I shoihld 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 e}~lanations of a substantive nature of the reasons 

vrhy it has abstained from voting on reports of the Drafting Committees. 

Presuw.ably, the members 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 

vas 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 An:erica) : My delegation did not think 

that the Council would care to be treated to a two or three hours 1 surrarury of its 

views on each paragraph of the draft report. But I would refer the representative 

of the Soviet Union to the work which ras been done in the last month . My 

delegation has expressed its view on every item contained in that report. He 

rr.ade our opinions clear on every subject . We rrade l ong statements; -vre answered 

questions . We replied interminably t o the statements made by the Soviet 

delegation at various times, even 1-rhen we ¥re re not discussing the Trust Territory 

of the Pacific Islands. I beli eve that the records, since 29 J'l!ay , explain· 

full;'/ the position of my Gove rnn;ent on everything contained in this report . 

ORGANIZATION OF WORK 

The PRE3IDENT (interpretati on from French): I believe that it ¥rill 

b e necessa.ry to hold two meetings of the Council tomorrovr in order to rrake as 

much progress as possible in our consideration of the report of the Drafting 

C orr~ittee on the Trust Territory of New Guinea. Therefore, I would request 

representa tives-- who have no doubt begun to read the Drafting Committee's 

report -- to be prepared to subrillt any possible arrendments so that they may be 

considered as soon as possible . vTe shall also take up the draft resolution 

subnutted by the delegation of the Soviet Union (T/L . l095) . 

I believe tha t the report of the Drafting Committee contains certain errors, 

for example, in the numbering of the paragraphs . I refer particul arly to the 

paragraph numbered 6 in the annex: this should be paragraph l. I make this 

observation because sorr:e delegations rr.ay 'dish to submit amendrr,ents and I thinl\: 

tha t it would save tirr:e if the paragraphs could be referred to by number . 

Russian): 

Mr . FOTIN ( Union of 3oviet Socialist Republics) (interpretation from 

I should like to have some clarification; Mr . President . Must those 

delegations -vrhich intend to submit amendrr.ents to the report follow the numbering 

in the document as it now stands, or should we follow the traditional numbering 

in other -vrords a separate series of numbers for the annex to the report? 



TjPV.l263 
73 

The PR83ILEHT (interpretation from French): I thinlc that it 1vould be 

preferable to follou the traditional n:ethod of numberingj that is J the first 

paragraph of the annex would be number lJ although in the docurc.ent nmv before me 

(T/1.1099) the paragraphs have been numbered in succession from the front pageJ 

so 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 J 28 June J at the latest. 

The meeting rost at 5.50 p.m. 




