
STATEM.EN'.F. BY THE U. S. DELEGATION • -. ; -..

"'%_(_':!_ This statement in in response .t°the second statmnent of tile Microncs.lan
: .'.2da:f-e,_,'_
-,Z;iA¢.,_ Delegation on 7 hfay 1970.

_;!i._:._.
,:s'-G, The United States Del.egation does not wish to quibble over the dc,£i:,Ation
-7,/)",N

._;_..,._, of free association. We cerl_.inly understand and appreciate the Microncsian

,_:)_%i, '<"

.........;.j. Delegation's definition of that terna. Since .your delegation has, however,

"_,:,:'::N challenged the United States proposal, at ieast in part, for its failure to m.eet,J, . •f_

' ..... a so-called "UN definition" of free association, we believe that some further

.,, .:A.h_¢. colnm.ents are desirable regarding the points• made on this subject. ',

:_ _ . • _,

',:¢_:: ;: ( - First you state that bot]i Great Britain and New Zealand made thc.lr

:' ) agreements vrith the West Indies Associated States and the Cool< Isl.ands,

:_,:-_,,_:'_. respectively, u_:J.laterally terminable because they believed such a provision

:>::,."::i_>_?:,..., .: was a pre-requisite to UN agreement that those territories were no ].onge.v

....:_,/_:_i; "non.-self-governing"..Without into the question of the motives of
•..,.:_:,, . g etting

..:_?_, Great Britain and New Zeala_d., it is pertinent to note that despite the iucl.usion

:._.,_ of this provision, the UN has not accepted the British contention that the West
....;_,_...-"....

:.-1:,'.._2 Indies Associated Stal:es are no ].onger non-self-governing. Moreover,. the

7/,:1<)
,,_ UN ha___saccepted the United StM:es cor, tention that the Conarnonxveait:h of Ih'terto

...,.; :_ .,
'{,_ :. I{ieo is nov/ self-governlng, despite the fact that the Federal ReJatio6s Act

,-_+."-_ for Puerto lllco does not provide for unilateral termination. Thus.tlic DN

-}_$J_.i_ record does not substantiate the view that unilateral termlnability is either a '
•-._. ,;_':: ,. . ,

•2"C'_h_? ? ,'" •.

,,,... ut,ut ou
/. -?'+ ..:.-:, '" ...):.:.i,.,.)):(7.;

...., : . '.: . . .."...<:)._,... .-... ,.:_': • . •

• " ""' - ' .... "'" ' • b ,<





.::_:...r_._ V_J(:hin.d_.eislands. Such a United Stal-e;Jcommihnent and obligation has been

• a hig'hly effective deterrent to w0uld-be aggressors in many parts Of ttw. worl.d,

...:.. i: .including Micronesia for the last quarter century, It is .clear thai: tbe duty toe • 1

: . 'it defend Micronesia contained in the United S_ates proposal v¢ould effcctivel. g

:(:i ::'.!:_ deter aggressions of the-kind'experienced by Micronesia in World War I.I, It

-.: ._..:,._' . _hoMd always be remembered th.at an all-out shooting war is only one kind of

• '!I' i aggression, usually the end result of a course of action involving .ma.ny lesser

i,i_:2;..:.i forms, such as.outside, comm-ercial invasion by exploitatio n of an area's.

.__C._7-, resources. Even the effective defense of Micr0nesian ter.ritorial waters .and

• . . ] ,

' _ fiMdng rights might prove to be morz_tlianMicronesia could afford.]", _t-is. for

<:" _1 these reasons that it is tlie sincere belief of"itlie.United Sta{es Del'ega:ti:on that

"_' " (. in defense n_a.tters,- Oul: pr0po-sal is in the bed, t ini:eres.ts of both Micr0n.e,_ia

"-:':iD and th.e _'- --- --- " " ". ..d United States. . .. . ..

., %.. :

:':'i ::.:." In youi,, sta-tenacnt, you take theposition that legal residency does not

._..:.-,:._ provide adequate safeguards for the protection of Micronesian land use or

land transfei'.- We would ho l,_,.,,-,,_ _-,, _,-_: .... ,.-.'.- -_ ............ " which

• , .;:.t you feelwoi_ld provide the proper safeguards. Similarly, if the provision

'.: ' .c°ncerning the establislnnent of commissions to oversee and pass upon proposed
- . .: "... . .

::_!" _:_ ].and transfers is not satisfactory, or you t:hink the powers too lim.il:ed;.vce '-

:;.,4 _ will be pleased.to bear alternatives,

y

._f__ _

':; _._:1 On the m'ore general question of control of land, we wish to poini:out
: .,:":'i!1 ...

:.,- N.;_ that whil.e the United States offer does not-p_mvide everything whicl! you. have

.!:_i . " requested, it. goes far in thai: direcl:ion. Under our proposal, Micronesian ['
I

• , . ,

• .L "' _g "



'_ "(":";:' :I "
, land owners have much greater control and protec[ion than at present. :TBe

United States i.nrecent yeari_ ])asnot added m.a_erially to its land holdings,
%mw_

._,,,_,. _ , • 4:'

.i ha8 returned substan.tiaI land holdings, and under our proposal would be far
.... less free to make new acquisitions. Under £he United States proposal, the

:/!!i::_':::il:. practice of retaining, but no(; u_dng lain-1 fo, public purposes would cea,_e.

:. ,: expenditures, rendering tilde aequi_J.tign of additional lands less likely. .As

:i:q.i.::_ a finalpoint on ibis issue, We wish to assure you that the United States seeks,

-:_i:-i: worldwide, to build ira bases in places where we are welcomed by the local:
-i .,7..*- -.

..! popular-ion. Ittrie_to avoid base construction in places where we are no_

welcolne. ' <

( In conclusion, .I would like to restate our'sJ.ncere belief that ou.:t" prOl)osal

":_.... " _ limits imposed by practicality, to h,[icronesiandesires as 'we understood •

{ '-"-i::!:" them., As I s_ated on May 4, we believe that these diseui_sions bare provided

• i
).." _ the first dl.ear expression of views: by hurl.) rlrA_o-_'i .... ._,_,re ' "...... 0,,_ ..... o, - i-eiTl_'_iit C0]l\)i.ii.ccd

. that free association, as defined in the United States prq_ osa]. will serve

. the interesi:s of both parties.
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