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.... second o_._e..'n_, i of thc Mic, ....o.1_siP.n• :": This s,a_.r£,el._"' .... " i'zin response to _±_ _..... ,_ _n"
.:' ./

I;(_.Delcg_,.o,_ on 7 May n-_

The I]ni£ed ,q......._t._.,.e_, Delef£:'.'..iondees not v,i:':hto quiLble over l:neecz__.nxL-,o_

2

of free assoe._.a%_on. ]',reccrte.in!y unue_ scan..,,and zppreciP.tc the k4ic2"o2_e_iur_

: Delegation's defh_ition of that terrp-. Since you.: de!egztionhas, however,

.. chall.enged the United States proposal, at ].east in part, for its £ailurc to n%eet

.... a so-ca!led "UN definilion" of free association, webelieve lhat some further
---. _; f

: ": colnlnents are desirable regarding the points made on this subject.

'.-;-i! First you state that both Great Britain and Nev/ Zealand made their

: . -. - "i -. C .-" - " • D_,_-_

• -_i agreement,4 vntn the Y_cst Indies Associal:ed e.._,--_ and the Cook Islands,
.!

" i"-_ i! respectively, unilatera!].y tern%inable because they believed such a provision
:i
,'d

_i was a pre-requisite to UN agree1_xcnt th_.tthose territories veere no longer• .. <

!_ ,, •
:. "non-self-governing . _Vithou_ get_ing into the question of the n_otives of

pi Great Britain and Ne\v Zealand, if;is pertinent to note that despite the i_.clusion
;2

-};

•_ of this provision, the UN ha8 not accepted the British contention f.hatthe \Vest

"' Indies Associated States are no longer non-self-governing. Moreover, the

" UN has accepted the United States contention that the Con2rnon\vealth of Puerto
!
Y

• :_., j Rico is no\v self-govcrning, despite the fact that the Federal.e " Relations Act
L.

" ...1 for Puerto Rico does not provide for unilateral termination. Thus the UN ,
.- . /..

: '] record does not sub" _ '"':_t._..t____e_;_-:_,ie</that unilateral terminability is e}.d,era
. ..j f--_u,,,

#

I / I.

• !<
03" 0343S5





....J.

]_4 _r'l_1,- LJ ,..,',-,t ,_.:. c -,,.a .,.o_._; effective dc?errenc ', v_ou.l.d-.Su ,._.:_ =_.ox,, In _D_n>._, t_...... of the
•:::::: {.

........_.;,;._ tl, e dv,.t }" to•, • -_..,;'...., _..'..;..-,-_,--...,,i._ fo:_: _-5-,**1.'-.__ _ qc...',.rt.a): c_..•:t:_.;l'v I'_: ,s c].c.a? ....-la'3. U. xta_l_..¢_ a_-_*_--- v.'---,..-_- _..... "

qN

" :: .... defend h_icronesia coa_,;,_ned _; t._... _ .........

• ,. }

deter aggressior,-s of the ki,nd u::f,c..,rinnced by L-!._cronec:_a in \;'or!d War II. It

should ;.'l\;,ays be ren,eanbe,'ed _-_'_ a..u al].-out s.l,o,.,_ _*:b war zs only one t:.u_t_ of

: aggres'--ion,u=ual!y the end re._u!tof a course of action involving zr,_any lesser

] fo_Tns, such as outside eoi_-nercial inva_;ion by e-zploii:atic.n of an area's

•....-i. resources. Even the effective defense of Iv'..icronesian territorial wate.rs and
" i ":;" ]

:.*i fishing rights " " _-- n_g_'_,_ prove to be rnor._hanL<icrone'_.'.' could af_ord. It is for

" these reasons that it i_ the sincere belief of the United States Delegation that_ - _

......_iI_ ('..!_ in defense matters, our proposal is in the bez-t interests of both h_cronesia•-: __: . ,

%-.. -.!i and the United States.

In },our statement, you take the position that legal residency does not

I:

" ':.: provide adequate safeguards for the protection of k_icronesian land use or

" ent.elta_n alternative proposals whichland transfer. "We would .be happy to _ • • "

: you feel would provide the proper safeguards. Similarly, if the provision

concerning the establislu_ent of commissio:_s to oversee and pass upon proposed

land transfers is not satisfactory, or you think the powers too hn._ed, we

-:.!". i will be pleased to hear al_ernatives.

' On the more general question of control of land, weowish to point out,-.,% -_

that vchile the United starer offer does not-provide everything which you have
. . '].

;:::: .'.. ' ,"-'--') reouee.ted, it_goes far in that directioa_.. Under our proposal, Niicronesian

"" -;3-
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[ ]_i!d,(_%:i':cr:_]:;'"("_]ucl1 Zi'c_'t-'-;)-"co-<[:to! "" ' _- "-" " '_ ;,, ..... "F'1,
I O-.'A_ .....

• . ..... ]_UO,.,_Cu'-_::. "'::"J_ .. ])LrC_.O:l:u. .. :9

' : ] ]z_.sr e ...._•u.r'.._._=cL_ o _J:,_.=_,,,.:_.._"_ .....{' ] l_-nc:l-cI.'-'_--_":'".S.': _--_d.L_u._-c::.:cur .:).,.j.--_._<.......-_ \vou!d ]'..,._z::r,
( I
.<L.:_

• • " _. •.....:_..Lu.._propose'.!, t!.''-_-,..<'..i less free to ;n:--,l=en'uv: a.cqr..'._-s_-t!e__-._;.Und._.r i;,e U_-i...._ o.........

,] ....
.,.o_.x.,J.x-c-f;'arl;OSeg \_:ou._uce_:_se,: <'l p_'_.cticeof re_aining But noi:using land z .

.-" . "
....... .|

•{ " &y.,.IZu!"i.ller,%he UnJ[ed Si-__es J.srcdu(:_nS i[_;._;v,_rceE.sdefen:'e pos_hlre "_

• ' " a_i.._o_..:,,l_-nc:sless likely. A.s
• expenditures, rendei-ing %he acqu__.sit:Ji_of '"_= _ _ "

-_ a fin_l point on this issue, v;e \vish to a_:sure you th_:tSze United States steles,
J;

i: world\.vide, to build its bases in places where _ve are v:e].co_ned by the localT

•::''_ population. It trieste _void bnse con_tr_ction in places where" \ve are not

"-<-"i:..._i ",ve 1 c olne.

'. In conclusion, I would like to restate our sincere belief i:hatour proposal_ - . •

•.:_ was formulated in an atte_npt _o be as responsive as possible, within the

-:-..]': lixnits imposed by practic._lity, to Iv[icronesJ.an desires as v/e understood

'.._. then_. A.s I stated on lv[ay 4, _'ze believe that these discussions have provided

-.'.;.....' the first c].ear expression of views by both delegations. We re:_ain con\,Jneed
: ':J,di

,[

" J: the interests of both parties.
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