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RESTRICTED
June 21, 1945
The Venezuelan Delegation desires that the following statement
be included in the minutes of the meeting which the Committee held
on Saturday night, June 14:
It abstains from voting in favor of the text of paragraph 2,
Chapter XI, becsuse this paragreph stipulastes that amendments
Orgenization, that is to say, with respect also to those who
had not ratified them in accordance with their constitutional
processes, which is contrary to the provisions of the
Venezuelen Constituticn. On the other hand, the Venezuelan

Delegation is in agreement with the rest of the paragraph.

June 17, 1945

(signed) Machado-Hernandez
(Delegate)
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RESTRICTED
June 21, 1945
The Venezuelan Delegation desires that the following statement
be included in the minutes of the mofing which the Committee held -
on Saturday night, June 14:
It abstains from voting in favor of the text of paragraph 2,
Chapter XI, because this paragraph stipulates that amendments
would enter into force, with respeect to all Members of the
Organization, that is to say, with respect also to those who
had not raetified them in accordance with their constitutional
processes, which is contrary to the provisions of the
Venezuelan Constitution, O the other hand, the Venezuelan
Delegation is in sgreement with the rest of the paragraph.

June 17, 1945

(Signed) Machsdo-Hernandez
(Delegate)
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The Venezuelan Delegation desires that the following statement
be included in the minutes of the mseting which the Committee held
on Saturdey night, June l14:

It absteins from voting in favor of the text of paragraph 2,

Chapter XI, because this paragraph stipuletes thaet aiendments

would enter into force, with respeect to all Members of the

Orgenization, that is to say, with respect also to those who

had not ratified them in accordance with their constitutional

processes, which is contrary to the provisions of the

Venezuelan Constituticn., On the other hand, the Venezuelan

Delegetion is in agreement with the rest of the paragraph.

June 17, 1945

(8igned) Machado-Hernandez
(Delegate)
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SUNMARY REPORT OF THE vENTYewSOND HEETING OF UOIMITTEE $/8
Yeterans Build ng, Rcom 303, June 14, 1948, 43118 o.m,

The meeting was czlled %o order by the Mﬂ. at 4116,
1. Sonslderstion of Chapter XI.

The Cheirmen dirsctsd the attention of the Committee
to "Memorandue of Deciclons of Committes I/i/% mmm.
‘Jan. 14, 1948 (wD 301). lo. mmco&_ that the Committee
" would dlecuse paregraph three of Shis memorindun, the de-
elsion of the Subsommittee on the time limit for czlling of
& fipecisl Conference on the revision of the Charter. The
Subcommittee hod voted 9 to 6 in favor of the Joint motion
of the Delsgates of Canala and Brazil to recommend that the
fipecial Conferesnoe be called not sconer than ‘Iho sth m.
later than the 10th ysuar after the sosing inte force of the
Oharter.

The -Dchszh of thhs United ata&'n. sroke in favor of
omitting reference to & specifio time limit for os=lling
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A oonfer-nce sné ssked the Conmifttee $o uphold the views of
the minority Of *he Subcomaittes on this westion.

The D.ls-s.&t. of Australia supported the nma—
 ‘tien of the Subcomuittee. He stated that this perled would
be one of trensition for the international organization, but
its c}niﬂo mention in the Cherter vould net Jeprive the
Orgenizction of the permanent or stable character. It would
net prejudlce the ordinary method of .imenduent, while it
was consistent vuhl the sentiments of many of the owers who
vere oppesed to the cxtensive veto sowver of the major powvers.

ﬁo Delegate of Iran strn'ud.fll ract that tha
iﬁmmm Powers were not insioting n:.m veto in ennu_-
the fpeeial Conference -nd rolt '?h_at the _ca-uﬁo should
aguept this 'meuuon.

The Cenadian Delsgate explained that the Csmsdion-
Brazillan metion -wmd satisfy those vho guma certainty
in oliing the spute_l Conference. He lﬁpp.ﬂﬁd the pro-

- -



ceflure for ealiing & Tonferente, but explained thas, if At
were not spplied at the <nd of ten years, there would havo.
to be provision for sutemstically eslling s $pesial Confer-
- ence,

The Delegste of Syris snd the Delegste of Lebanon
apoke in Support of the smendment of the S.onroring Powers
on this iubdnt.

The Delegate of Poru belleved that if a special
time limit wers sdtablished fer calling a Special Conference,
.thﬁ fm'lus_.ght on the part of the Conferdnce va-u!.# hove s
tremendous payohologleal effset in suppert of the Charter.
He expluined that sueh provision for revising the Charter
would havs w«ide publie appeal.

The Delogate of the Soviet Union defended the m-
poaal of the 'ﬂ;:onaoﬂ.ng Povere, which he gonsidersd m
nulhl; than the Capadian-Brazilius Iuouen. He lmol
that thle motion dstracted from the -pcnuntl charzeter of
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the Organization snd might le.d to a situstion from which

& gonference would have %o be called desplite the opposition
to the mromu by the Organizution.

The Delegate of Belgium stited that the majority of
the Subcommittee were acking for full examination of the
Charter within a certain specified peried. The prevision
for five to %en yesrs might sealst in reducing the m.m
for revieion ot an ewriler date and before the Organization
received s feir tost. He explained that in view of the num-
ber of .%”:'?(frm the Gharter, 1% might Be QifFicult %o
secury publie support for the Charter without such a spe-
eific provision for revistion. He contimued that the Can-
sdlan-Brazilian motion merely provided for such confersence
and henoe did not subject the Drnnlutio.n to inatability.
He also steted thet a number of states would wish ttlcl-tcr
the Organization with the uniferstanding that opmmﬁ :
for revision would exist within a ressonable period of time.
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The Delegate of Bruzil interpreted the 'u-p-qt-' of the
 United isma. Soviet Union, wd Syria in faver of the Cansdian-
munu motion, She drev an analogy between the m:@u;
ﬁl‘m enginesring project and qtrn_nd the I.lpmanu of “an
experimental pwto‘. h which reascnable opportunity O‘l_tﬂd’ |
for mecesssry change. |

The m.-.nQ of Lebunon, in supporting the proposal of
the Sponsoring Powers, ssked wvhat the situation would be Af,
at m ?nd of ten years, ¥ the Special Conference \"ﬁ"i:“L not
ealled nocording to the provison of the Charter,

The Delegate of the Soviet Union pointed out M
__ng_llﬂrlnncn should not be orested that the major powsrs
vers imposing measures uzon the other nations ‘agalnst their "
¥ill. He soneldered that the Grest Foversf had msde consld~
erable concesalons to the other partieiputing members of the
Conference. He reiterated the importance of the Organization
to the small powers, which depended ujpon the =ajor pmc
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for peace and security, as evidenced by the current war,
He concluded by caying that if at the end of ten years, the
Organization was opposed to & revision conference, lhl.l would
mesn the governments were unwilling %o oall such a conference.

The Delegate of Uruguay believed 1t necessary to see
how the veto power would be +xercinsd snd stated that =much a
Mnon confersnoe would provide an opportunity for the mem-
bera to denounce any country sbusing the vete power, He
pointed out that the Cenadlen-Brezilian motion was not to
be considered a challenge to the major povers, btut wasz to
recognise the posaibility of ohém even among the malor powers,

The Delegate of Egypt stated that the key to thils
guestion wius & decision on rn.urio;\t_!.yn of aszendments and

o

mum that no decinlion on refhsion conference could be
taken until s ratification procedure hod been apcoroved,

The Australlian Delegete, in attempting to snsver

this obeservetion, evplalned that the nointe in the memore

~B-



andum of the Suboonmzittees under considerstion were iltcr-
related, He added that the juertion under conslderation
should be deolided upon 1te merits, He elucidated upon the
motion un.dor consideration and stregsed the fact that there
would be only one conference m with powers
to reviev the Charter. He belleved that the cholce before
the Committee was to hold a revision conference at one $ime
or snother. He suggested that no vote be tuken on the ques-
tion until tomorrow's meeting.

The Delegate of the Philip. ine Commonweslth re-
m;!ed that the mexinum and minimum limits for oalling a
Confersnce be separated and voted upon independently,

The Delegate of Hexico informed the Committee mt/
Af the Canadlan-Brazillian motlion should be interpreted as av

c_..rP..essm tf aQ

laok of confidence in the Sponsoring Powers, then Mexioo
would have to vote z2gainet the motion. The Committee aspured

the Delsgats that no sueh interpretation was involved,
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The Delegate of New Zealumd suprorted the propesal for

' n‘pu’ttyh; a tm 1imit within wvhich the revision eonference

should be held, He argued that it was neceseary to offer

adequate opportunity ror ppoposing chenges to the Charter

vhilch are desired by = number of ocountries., He stuted that

e number of points in the Charter ver< contrary to the
-%Jﬁ;;ﬁ“or New Zenlond, but he would be sble to defend them

before huw& he ocould offer soms hope for m in

the Charter,

The Chairman asked the Committee wvhether or not it
wag ready to vote on point three. The Ngyptian Delegate
onoe again stressed the imosortance of taking up the guention
of ratifie.tion before a vote was taken on this :lflh.. m"
Delegate of Belgium explained thut the wachinery in the Sub-
gommittee supported the procedure p!fe,-.-nod by the Sponsoring
Powers for retification., He continued that provision for
withdraval would be related to the procedare of rutificution,

o
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The Delegate of Australis pointed out that only if the Come

i___&ﬂu accepted the proposal of the Sponeoring Fowers on rati-

fleutiony would further decision be taken on the usstien of

_vnmavn:

The Chalrman announced that the Committee would vete
&t 1%¢ ne-t meeting on the recommendstion of the SubcomsitSee
on the Canadisn-Brazilian moetion,

l‘ho meating was adjourned at 6135,
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SUMMARY REVORT OF THE TWENTYSTUUND HEETING OF COIMITTEE 1/8
Yeterans Bulld ng, Room 3503, June 14, 1845, 4:15 p.m.

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman at 4:165,
1. gensiderstion of Chapter XI.

The Chailrman directed the attentlon of the Committee
to "Memorandum of fecislons of Committee I/4/E (Amendments),
June 14, 1948 (¥D 301). He nnounced that the Committee
would dlsocuse peragraph three of this memorandum, the de-
elsion of the Subeommittee on the time limit for calling of
s Bpecisl Confersnce on the revision of the Charter, The
Bubcommittee had voted © to 6 in faver of the joint motion
of the Delegates of Canada and Brazil to recommend that the
Special Conference be sulled not sooner than the 5th neor
later than the 10th year after the coming into force of the
Charter.

The Delegate of the United States spoke in faver of
omitting reference te & speecific time limit for calling
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s confersnce and asked the Committee $o uphold the views of
the minority Ofr the Subcommittee on this -mestion.

The Delegate of Australias supported the recoamenda-
tion of the Subconmittee, He stated that this period would
be one of transition for the international organization, but
1ts epecific mention in the Charter would not deprive the
Organization of the permanent or stable character. It would
not prejudice the ordinary method of smendment, while 1t
was consistent with the sentimentes of many of the rowers whe
were opposed to the -xtensive veto pover of the major powers.

The Delegete of Iran etressed the fset that the
Sponsoring Powvers were not insi-ting on the veto in ealling
the fSpecial Conference nd felt “hat the Gommittes should
accept thie noneosliog.

The Canadian Delegsate explained that the Canadian-
Brazilian motion would sa2tiefy those who desired certalnty

in ¢slling the Special Conference. He supported the pro-
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cedure for calling a onference, but explained that, if it
were not applied at the end of ten years, there would have
to be provision for sutometically calling a gpeeial onfer-
ence.

The Delegate of Syris and the Delegate of Lebanon
spoke in Support of the mmendment of the Sponsoring Powers
on thie lubjooj.

The Delsgate of Peru believed that if a cpecial
time 1imit vere established for cslling a Special Oonference,
this forssight on the part of the Conference would have a
tremendous psychologlecal effect in support of the Charter.
He explained that such prevision for revising the Charter
would have wide publie appesl.

The Delegate of the Soviet Unlon defended the pro-
posal of the Hponsoring Powers, which he considercd more
flexible than the Canadisn-Brazilian motion. He argued
that this motion detracted from the permanent character of
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the Ors;nlzation and might leszd to a situation f{gn which
a confersnce would have $0 be called despite the opposition
to the conference by the Organizatioen.

The Delegate of Belgium stoted that the majority of
the Subcommittee were asking for full examination of the
Charter within a certaln specified period, The provision
for five to ten ye.ras might usslet in redueing the pressure
for revision at an earlier date and before the Organization “@J
received a falr ﬂﬁ! He explained that in view of the num-
vio or MAETIAUE A e Gharter, SEmAgE Vo' ALPFLMRY Vo
seoure public support for the Charter without such a spe-
eifie provision for revision. He continued that the Can-
adian-Brazilian motion merely provided for such conference
and hence d41d not subject the Organization to inatability.
He also stated that o number of stntes would wish to enter
the Organization with the understanding thnf opportunity
for revislon would exist within a ressonsble period of t.ho.
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The Delegate of Brazil Mtarﬁntel the arguments of the
United States, Soviet Union, and Syria in fevor of the Gliaqian-
Brazlllsn wotion. She drew an snalogy between the Organization
snd an englneering project and stressed the importance of an
omrheﬁtal period in which ressonable opporfunﬂ: existed
for necesaary change.

The Delegate of Lebanon, in supporting the proposal of
the Sponsoring Powers, acked what the situation would be if,
st the end of ten years, £2 he Specisl Oonfevence ues ROS
called according to the provison of the Gharto;r.

The Delezgate of the Soviet Union pointed out that
_an __i._gpruclon should not be ercated that the major powers . .
~ were imposing measuree upon the other nations agalnst thelr
will, He considered that the Oreit Poversd had mide oonsid-
erable concessions to the other participating membsrs of the
Conference, He reitersated the importance of the omuaﬂ.on
to the small powers, which depended upon the major powers
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for peace and seocurity, as evideneed b: the current war.
He concluded by vaying that if at the end of ten years, the
Organization wss opposed to a revision conference, this would
mesn the governments were unwilling to call such 2 eonfersnce.
The Delegate of Uruguay belleved 1t necessary %o see
how the veto pover would be exercised and stsated that such a
revision cunference would provide an opportunity for the mem-
beres to denounce any country abusing the veto powver. He
polnted out that the Canadlan-Brazilian motlon was not %e
be considered a challenge to the major powers, but was to
recognize t;e p@ntlﬁ&llty of change even among the major powers,
The Delegate of Egypt lt&ﬁiﬁ.th&t the key to this
question wis & declsion on ratific tlon of amendments and
believed that no &cclﬁion on‘:;ftllon conference could be
taken until a r&fifica&ion procedure hiad been approved,
The Australian Delegate, in amteﬁptlng to answver
this observation, explained that the polnts in the mewor-

ids”



andum of the Subsonmittee unier consideration vere inter-
rnlatod. He added tha% the queaiiéniumdor'ennaideratzan
ghould be decided uvon itl merits. He elucidated upta'thn
motion under conasideration and astrecqed the fact that there

 would be anly one conference uTrtPF—She-=BgSosal with povers
to review the Charter. He belleved that ﬁha cholce before

' t§¢ Comsittee was to hold a revision conference at one time
'ar“anﬁthar; He ruggested that no-vntt be tuken on the ques-
tion until temorrov's meeting.

The Delegate of th; Philipoine Commonwealth re-
quested that the maximum and minimum limits for qalilug'a.
.Gan!oreaad be sencrated mﬁd veted upon 1nlop¢u;¢mtif.

- The Btlegatc_if Hexico informed tai Ge-ﬁttet that;
if the Canadiasn-Brazilian motion should be intergreted 2s af
pepression of aq
Ildk of confidencs in tha 5ponsor1ng Powora, then lﬁtl‘ﬂ
would ha_w to vote 2gsainst the metion. The Committes num
the Delegate that no such interpretation wes involved.
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The Delegate of New Zealond supcorted the prapousl_rof
specifying & time limit within uhioh.th; revision conference
should be held, He argued 'hat 1t wos neceseary to offer
uﬂoqﬁtte oppértunitr ro; ppoposing chongee to the Charter
' which are desired by o number of countries. He stated that
a number of points in the Charter were oontrary to the

o
- of Mew Zealznd, but he would bs able to defend them

forlamenT
befors his €Ftony Af he eould offer some hope for change in

the Charter.

The Chalrman zsked the Goﬁlittoe whether or not 1%
was resdy to vote on point three. The Sgyptian Dolpgato
once apsin stressed the importance of taking up the gquestion
of ratific:tion before a vote was taken on .this iasue. The
Delegate of Belgium explained that mm?m the Sub=-
commitiee supported the orocedure propesed by the Spqnsofili
Powers for ratification. He continued that provieion for
w&thdragal would be related to thq procedurs of ratifieation.
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The Delegate of Australia pointed out that only if the Com=
mittee asccepted the proposal of the !ndnisrlng Powvers on rati-
fieationy would rutther decision be taken on %he queation of
uithdruﬁnl.

The Chalrman announced that the Committee would vote
st 1te ne %t meeting on the receﬁnendation of the 3ubcoumittse
on the Cznadiasn-Brazilian motion.

The meeting wee adjourned at 61235,
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 SUMMARY RECORT OF THE TusNTYATRUED MEETING OF COXMITTEE 1/2
Yeterans Build ng, Roow 303, June 14, 1946, 4:18 p.m.

The meeting was called to order by the Chalrman at 4116,
L. Qopalderation of Chapter XI.

The Mﬁu direoted the attention of the cmlfuo
to ‘Memorandum or_aoeiuom of Dommittee 1/5/E (imendmanta),
Jﬁu 14, 1948 (WD 301). HRe s'm#mod thet the Committes
‘would discuse paragraph threes of this memorandum, the de-
.-1!10!!:" of the Subconmittee on the %ime limit for c2lling of
# Speclsl Confersnce on the revision of the Charter. The
Subcommittes had voted ¥ to 6 in faver of the Jjoint motion
of the Delegates of Canada snd Brazil to recommend that the
Speeial Gonrtrenoo be culled not soconer than the 6th m
1st%er than the 10th yeor after the coming into foree of the
Charter,

The Delegate of the United Stutes spoke in faver of
omitting rtrorcﬁeo to & #pecific time limit for a_anln
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4 confercnece «nd ssked the Committee to uphold the views of
the -uoutng the Suboormittes on this uestion.

~ The Delcgate of Australia supported the recosmendsé-~

tion of the Subcounittee, He stated that this period would

be one of transitlion for the internationsl nmnlsatlﬂ; but
its speoific mentlion in thol Charter wvould not deprive the |
Organization of the permanent or stable character. It would
not prejudice the ordinary method of amendment, wvhile it
¥as consistent vith the sentiments of many of the rowers vho
ware o;apaud $o the »xtensive veto nover of the n:or powers,

The Delegste of Iran stressed the fact that the
Sponsoring Powvers wers m-:t insi<ting &n the veto in ealiing
the fpeolal Gonference :nd felt “hat the Committes should
uup‘l this conceasion.

The Ceamadian Delsgate explained that the Cenadian-
Brazilian wotion would satiasfy those who desired certainty
in oslling the Hpecial Conference. He supportsd the pro-
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sedure for ocalling & Confercnce, but sxplained that, if it
were not spplied at the end of ten years, there would have
to be provision for sutomstically calling a 99001&1 Confer-
ence.

Bhe DELoEAbS o iwin sl e Mudoghte oF Rabailin
apoke in Support of the mmendment of the Sponsoring Povers
on this subject.

The Delsgate of Peru belleved that Af a speoisl
time limit were established for calling a Special Conference,
this for=sight on the part of the Conference would have a
tremendous psychological effect in suppert of the Charter,
He explained that sueh provision for revising the Mir
would have wide publie appeal.

The Delegate of the Soviet Union defended the pro-
posal of the Hponsoring Powers, which he sonsidered more
flexible than the Cansdian-Brazilian motion. He argued
thet this motion detracted from the permanent charutor_ of
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the Organization and might lesd %0 a situation £hbm vhich

a conference tould have to be called &espite the opposition
to the conference by the Orgsnization.

The Delegate of Belgium stated that the majority of ;
the Subcommittee vere usking for full examination of the
Charter within a eertaln specified perieod. The provision
for five to ten icarn might sealat in reducing the pressure
for revision at an esrlier date and before the Organization hod
recelved & falr ”a., He erplained that in view of the num-
ber of Mff in the CUharter, i% might be Aifficult %o
gecure publlic support ror the Charter without such a spe-
eifio provision for revision. He continued that the Can-
adxaa-nraziilun motion merely provided for such oonference
and hence dld not subject the Organization to inatabllity.

He alsc stated that a number of states would wish So enter
the Organization with the understanding that oppertunity

for revision would exist within a ressonzble period of time.
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The Delegate of Brazil interpreted the argumente of the
United States, -aouu Union, and Syria in fevor of the Cansdisn-
Brazilisn motion. 3She drew an 'llllm between the Organization
snd an sngineering project and strecsed the importance of an
omtn period in which reascnable opportunity sxisted
for necessary change.

The Delegate of Lebunon, in supsorting the proposal of
the Sponsoring Powers, acked what the situastion would be if,
at the end of ten years, ¥ the Special Conference %ot
called socording to the provison of the Charter.

The Delegate of the Boviet Union pointed out that
__an impression should not be orcsted that the major povers
were impoeing measures upon the other nations against their
will., He considered that the OGreat Poversy I:d msde conside
ersble concessions to the other partieipating members of the
Conference. He reitersted the importsnce of the Organization
to the small powers, which depended upon the major powers

~b~



for 'poui and security, as evidenced by the current war,

He coneluded by caying that if at m_m of ten years, the
Organizetion was opposed to a revision econference, this would
mesn the mnﬁ me unvilling to call such & confersnce.
| The Delegate of Uruguay belleved it Inuusw te see
how the veto power would be e¢xerclsed and ateted that euch n
revision conference would provide an -opportunlty for the men-
bers to. denounce any country sbusing the veto pover, He
pointed cut that the Canadlen-Brazilian motion wae not to
be congidered a challenge to the major powers, but was %o
recognize the possibility of change even amcng the maler powers,
The Delecgate of Fgypt stated that the key to this
qnd-uon wog & declsion on ratific tion of smendments and
believed that no decision ona;"i‘m.l eonference could be
taken until & ratification procedure had been arproved.
The Australian Delegute, in attempting %o mnswer
thias obrervation, explained thet the rolnts in the memore
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andum of the hWItm under consideration vers inter-
related, He added that the question under consideration
should be declded wpon its -mn.' He elucldated upon the
ﬁnm under 'céntuwnua and ntﬁud the tnt that thers
mu: be only one CORTErence UNGeP=theppssoss] wi.th povers
to review 'm Charter. He belleved that the cholce bdm
the Uommittee was to hold a revision conference at one time
or saother. He suggeated that no vote be teken on the ques-
tion until tomorrow's meeting.

Tha.'hohnn of the Philipoine Commonvwealth re-
quested that the maximum and minimux limits for oslilng a
Confersnce be sepsrated snd voted upon independently.

The nd.o‘atcj of Mexico informed the Committes th&!?
Af the Cansiien-Brazilian motion should be isterpreted as av

GApasstion of o

lack of confidence in the Sponsoring Powers, then ll#“
would heve t0 vote againet the motion. The Committee assured

the Delegate that no such interpretation was involved,
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The 'dlli;tg of New 208138@Hl!puovtﬂ# the propoali for
. specifying = time 1imit within whish the revision conference
should be held. He ureuoﬁ that At wvas nocassar:'to offer
'aﬁiwnatc onportunity for ppopoaing changes to the Charter
which are desired by « mumber of countries, He stated that

& number of peints in the Charter vere eantrarw-té the

— '13:0;} Hew Zesland, but he would be sble to defend them
.borm his W‘; could offer some hope for m An
the Charter,

The Chalrman ssked the Committes Qhethar or not 1t
Ull.reld’ to vete on peint three. The Tgyptian Delegate
onoe again streseed the importance of taking up the question
of ratific-tion before & vote was taken on this fosue. The
Delegate of Belgium sxplained that the 2% o Sub-
committee supported the procedure pro;)ouﬁ by the Sponoﬂu
 'Powers for rutification. He continued th:£:provisiaa for

withdrawal would be related to the procedure of rutificstion,

-



The Delegate of Australia pointed out that only if the Come
mittes accepted the propossal of Iliho Sponsoring Powvers on ratie
fieation, would further decision be taken on the questlon of
vithdrawal.

The Chalrman annouﬁcod that the Committes would vote
at 1te ne t meeting on the recommendstion of the Subcommittee
on the cmmm-muﬁm motion. |

The meeting was adjourned at 6138,
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SUMNARY RRCORT OF THE DNTYSSGOND MERTING OF CO/NITTRE 1/8

Yeterans Build ag, Hoom 303, Juns 14, 1948, 4115 n.n.

The meeting wag called to order by the Chairman at 4115,
1. Gonsiderstion of Ghspter XI.

The Chalirman m-cted the athn;lioa of the mtﬂ«
to Menorandum of Peciplons of Committes 1/%/% (imendments),
JQuQ'14, 1948 (¥D 301), He smacunced that the Committee |
would dlscuss peregraph three of this memorsndum, the de-
eision of the Subconmittee on the time limit for calling of
& fpecisl Confersnce on the revision of the Charter. The
Subeomeittes hed voted © to 6 in favor of the Joint motion
“of the Delegates of Csnada and Brazil %o recommend that the
Specinl Conferecnoe be culled not sooner than the 5th m
later than the 10th year after the coming inte roroa.at.tht
 Oharter.

The Delwgate of the United 2tutes spoke in Taver of
omitting reference to & speeific time 1imit for calling
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& eonfer-nce snd asked the Committec to uphold the views of
the minority éf the ﬁbmiﬁﬁ on this -uestion,

The Delcgate of Australia supported the recosmendse
tion of the Huboowulttee., lie st;ted that this perioed would
be one of transition for the international organization, but
488 specific mention 1n the Charter would not dsprive the
_minﬂmx of the perpanent or stables character. It would
‘not prejudice the ordinary method of amondment, mlo it
vas oonsietent with the sentiments of many of the .ww&- vhe
were opposed to the «xtensive veto pever of tho major powers.

The Delegate of Iran stressed the fact that the
- Bpronsoring Powvers were not in;tﬂtins &n the veto in ecalling
the Sptitﬂ. MQrenu-t md felt “hat the Committee should
socept this concession.

The Canadian Il.’velagate explained that the Cunadian~
Brazillan motion would satiafy t;‘wn whe desired certalnty
in Uan;ng- the @Special Conference. He supvorted the proe
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cefure for ealling a Lonfer-nce, but explained that, Lf it |
were not acplied st the end of ten years, there vould have
%0 be provitjieh for sutemsticzlly esllirg a §pecial Confer-
ence.

The Delegste of Syris snd the Delegate of :.cm
upoke in Support of the amendment orl the Sponsoring Powsrs
an &ls_ gubjeot, | .

The Delegate of Peru belleved thet if a lpﬂid )
time limit were established for oalling & Speeial um‘m. |
.thiu foreaight on the part of the Conference would hove a
tremendous peycnoleoglesal sffect in support of the m.
He -nplaimd ?h,st auch pz'ovhlon. for revising the Ghu'tu'
would have wide public appeal. :

The Delegate of the Soviet Unleu deTended ﬁu m—
poesl of the Sponsoring Povers, which he mat‘ored more
flexible than the Osnadian-Brazilisn motion., He m :
thet this motion dcti‘mtnﬁ from the permanent nharncw of
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the Organization and might le:d %o a situation &- which

a conference would have to be called despite the opposition
to the oconference by the mémtzatiea.

The Delegate of Belgium etoted that the lﬂeﬂ" of
the Subcommittee were sasking for full examination of the
Charter within a certain epecified period. The provision
for five to ten yeurs might sssiet in reducing the prossure
for revislon at an eariler date and before the Organization ‘a-'-'/
received a falr m‘f He explt_ined that in visw of the m- _
ber ormg PR Charter, 1t might be dirficult %o
secure public support for the Charter without sueh s spe~ At
eifie provision for revigion. He continued that the Can-
adian-Brazil 1& motion merely pnvmia for such coafmn
end hence 414 not subjeet the Organization %o instability.

He also stated that a number of states would vish to enter
the Organization with the unders huﬂl.nk thf.t opportunity
for revision would exist within a -‘rcaaonthh pnw of time,
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The Delegate of Brazil interpreted the arguments of the
United Statea, Soviet Unlen, and Syris in fuvor of the Canadian-
Brazilisn motion, She drew an analogy between the Organization
end an engineering project and stressed the ilmportance of an
experimental peried in whioh ressonable opportunity existed
for neceszary change.

The Delegate of Lebanon, in supporting the proposzl of
the Sponsoring Powers, asked what the situation would be 1f,
at the end of ten years, & the Specisl Conference %ot
called according to the provison of the Charter.

The Delegate of the Soviet Unlon pointed out that
an impression should not be or:ated that the major powers
were imposing meussures upon the other nations agalnst their
will., He considered that the Oreat Povers) had made consid-
erable concessions to the other partielpating members of the
Conference. He reiterated the importance of the Urganization
to the small powera, which depended upon the major povers |
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for pesce end seourity, as evilenced b:-the current war,

'~ He concluded by raying that if at the end of ten rogr', jhn
Organization wae opposed to & revisior eonference, this would
lnaaltho governments -vre.nnvilling to oall such & coutlrlncg.

The Delegate of Uruguay belleved 1t necessary to see
how the veto poxer would be cxerolsed and stated that such a
r;v;siih'qan?orenhi would provigo an opportunlfy for fh. men-
idfs-to denounce any country nbuiti; the vtto_poutr, He
ptinqu out that the Cansdien-Brazilisn wmotion fao not te
he"onﬁidérea-a challenge to the nijor povers, hutfuat_lol
rtto:n;;o the poselbllity of change even among the nuaér povtft.

The Delegate of Fgypt stated that the key to thle
queetion ,Smu s decision on retific tion of amendments and
believed tlmf no fecision ona;msln conference could be
taken until & ratification procedure had been appreved,

The Australlian Delegate, in attempting to =newer
this observation, erxplained that the points in the mewere
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andum of the Subcommittee under consideration were inter-
related, He added that the juestion under consideration
should be decided upon 1ts merits, He elucidated upon the
motion under consideration and stresced the faet that there
_ml.d. be only one econference-unTer—thesmpesesal with povers
to review the Oharter. He belleved that the cholce before
the Oommittee was to hold & reviesion conference at one Slue
or another. He suggeeted that no vote be taken on the ques-
tion until tomorrovw's meeting.

The Delegate of the Phillpcine Commonwealth re-
quested that the maximum and Minimus limits for calling a
Conference be sepzrated snd voted upon independently.

The ﬁlintc of Mexico informed the Commlttee thutr
Af the Canadlan-Brazilien motion should be interpreted as abh

Eapuession of a

lack of confidence in the Sponeoring PYowers, then Mexico
would have to vote againet t;u motion. The Coumittee assured

the Delsgate that no such interpretation was involved.
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The Delegate of New Zecland supnerted the proposal feor

 gpeolfying a time 1imit within which the revision sonference
should be held, He argued thut 1%t was misearir to offer
sdequate opportunity for ppoposing changes to the Charter
which are desired by a number of countries. He stated thag

? number of points in the Charter were ocntrary to the
mu New Zealand, but he would be able to defend them
befors hie % r;l-ho could offer some hope for change in
the Charter,

The Chalrmen asked the Committee vhether or not 1t
vag rém to vote on point three. The Tgyptian ﬁelegsto
onio agaln atressed the importance of taking ui the question
of ratific:tion before a vote wvas taken or this lssue. The
‘Delegate of Helglum axplained that m% in the Sub-
committee supported the procedure proposed by the Sponsoring
Powere for ratification, He continued that provision for
withdrawal would be related to the procedure of ratification.
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The Delegate of Australia )aiutal'aﬁt.thnt only if the Com-
_-1“« ascepted the proposal of the Sponsoring Povers on rati-
ft;ltiﬂg,rlﬂﬂld further decision b§ taken on the quynticn of
~withdrawal,

The Chairman announced that the fommittes would vote
at 1ts ne %t meeting on the recommendstion of the Jubcommittee
on the can&atcn-lfuziltan motion.

The meating wes adjourned at 61356,
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PRECIS
Committee I/2

Committee I/2 discussed the time limit for calling
a special conference on the revision of the Charter.
Subcommittee I/2/E recommended to the Committee that
the special conference be called not soonser than the
fifth nor later than the tenth year after the coming
into foree of the Charter. The Committee conecluded
its discussion on this question but postponed the vote
until its next meeting.




Committee I/2

JOURNAL
June 14, 1945

Committee I/2 discussed the time limit for calling
a special conference on revision of the Charter. This
question was presented to the Committee in the
"memorandum of decision of the Committee I/2/E (smend-
ments), June 14, 1945", The Subconmittee had voted
P 8 in tuvew of e Josiy ayiioe of Bulegpren of ..
M-!m,\hchut-mﬁ-thm
‘nor later than the tenth year after the coming into
force of the Charter. The debate in the Committee was <& -
voted exclusevely to this question, The Committee
concluded its discussion at this session and postponed
the vote on the question until its next meeting.



Committee I/2

JOURNAL

Mmmmmmmm:mm
& spe¢ial conference on revision of the Charter. This
question was presented to the Committee in the
'-m-emnuurmmmn/m(—a-
meats), June 14, 1945", The Subcommittee had voted

9 %o 6 1n favor of the joinp moticn ¢ smﬂm

Canada and Braszil be called not sooner than the fifth
nor later than the tenth year after the coming into

foree of the Charter. The debate in the Committee was oo —

voted exclusevely to this question. The Committee
concluded its discussion at this session and postponed
the vote on the question until its next meeting.
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