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be able to decide that amendments adopted by it should come 
into force without the unl'nimous consent of the pe1•1;1anent 
me~bers of the Security Council. 

39. The Subcommittee rejected by n vote of 8 to 4 a pro­
posal of the Delegate of Mexico that no provision be made 
in the Charter for the voting procedure to be followed by 
the special conference, or for the method of ratification 
of amendments. The Subcow.mittee reconnnended by a vote of 
7 to 5 the la.st sentence of paragraph 3 of the sponsoring 
governments amendment, for ro.tificatlon by the permanent 
menbers of the Security Council and by a majo1~i ty of the 
ot~er members of the Orgo.nization. 

40. The Subcon1~ittee also took cognizance of the statements 
of certain other delegations to the effect th~t if the 
reconnnendations of the Subcommittee on the ratification 
amendments proposed by the special conference were approved 
by the full Conmittee, they would favor broader terms than 
those the Committee had foreseen in its commentary on 
Chapter III concerning the conditions undor which withdro.wnl 
wo1,1ld be admissible. 

41. When the auestion of ratj_fication was discussed in 
Committee I/2, ·the Delegate of Mexico, being assured that 
the United States Delegation still supported the Subcor.unittee 
declaration on withdraw11l, withdrew the Mexican proposal 
that the Charter contain no provision for voting procedure 
at the special conference or for the method of ratification 
of . runendnents. 

42. The Delegate of Belgium moved that the last sentence 
of paragraph 3 of the amendment of the sponsoring govern­
ments be modified to provide that a.r:i.endments come into force 
when ratified by two-thirds of all members of the Organiza­
tion, including all the permanent members of the Security 
Council. The B&lgion Delegate made this motion for the 
s&-ne reasons which prompted him to propose a similar 
chnnGe in paragraph 3. The Delegates of the United States, 
the United Kingdom, and tho Soviet Union indicated that 
th(;)y were prepared to support this notion. 

4 3. Pr:1.or to the vote on the amendment of the sponsor•ing 
governments, as amended by the Belgian Delegate, thorough 
consideratj_on was given by the Committee to tho application 
of the requirement of unanlmity of the permcnent members 
of .the SGcurity Council to the amendment process. 

44. The Committee adoptecl, by a vote of 29 in favor to 14 
opposed, 'with 3 abstentions, the text of paragraph 3, as 
follows: 
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"Any alterations of the Charter recomnended by 
a two-thirds vote of the Conference shall take 
effect when ratified 1n accordance with th0ii-• 
respective constitutional processes by two-thirds 
of the members of the Organization, including all 
the permanent members of the Security Council." 

VII. Withdrawal From the Organization 

45, In the course of reaching the conclusions indicated 
in the previous parag:Ni.ph, the Subcomrni ttoe had also indi­
cated the wish expressed by many delegates to provide for 
a wider ad1:1ission of the faculty of withdrawal than those 
indicated in the draft repo1--t adopted by Cammi ttee I/2, 
and suggested to that end an amended text of tho terms 
used on this subject in the draft report, The Committee 
proceeded to a consideration of the declaration on with~ 
drawal which was recommended by the Subcommittee , in the 
event that the Committee should naintain, as a condition 
for the coning into fo1--ce of amendments, the requlrement 
of ratification by all of the permanent members of the 
Security Council, 

The Delegate of Ecuador stutod th a t in view of the 
decision, specific reference should be made in the Charter 
to the right of withdrawal under limited circ umstances 
related to ar.1.endments. He moved, therefore, that the 
following parag1~aph be included in Chapter XI: 

"Nothing in this Charter should preclude the right 
of a rnenber to withdraw from the Organization if 
its rights and obli £ations ns such were chan ged by 
Charter amendments in which it has not ·concurred 
and which it finds itsolf uno.ble to accept, or' if 
on amendment duly nccepted by the necessc.ry r.10.jority 
in the Assembly or in a general conference fails to 
secure the 1--atification necessary to bring such 
amendment into effect." 

46. The Committee rejected by a vote of 19 in favor to 24 
against, with 7 abstentions, the not:t.on that provision be 
made in the Charter for withdrawal from the Organization. 

47. The Committee then adopted by a vote of 38 in favor 
to 2 against, with 3 abstentions, the declaration on with­
drawal recommended by the Subcommittee , with certain modi­
fioations suggested by the Delegate of Bel gium. 

48. The text of the declaration follows: 
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"DECLARATION ON WITHDRAWAL 

"The Committee adopts the view that the Charter 
should not make express provision either to permit or 
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to prohibit withdrawal from the Organization. _ The 
Committee deems that the highest duty of the nations 
which will become Members is to continue their 
cooperation within the Organization for the preserva­
tion of international peace and security. . If, how­
ever, a Member becnuse of exceptional circumstances 
feels constrained to withdraw, and leave the burden 
of maintaining international peace and security on 
the other Members, it is not the purpose of the 
Organization to compel that Member to continue its 
cooperation in the Ore;anization •. 

"It is obvious, however, that withdrawal or 
some other form of dissolution of the Organization 
would become inevitable if, dece:I.ving the hopes of 
humanity, the Organization was revealed to be 
unable to onintain peace or could do so only at the 
expense of law and justice. 

"Nor would it be the purpose of the Organiza­
tion to compel a Member to remain in the Organiza­
tion if its rights and obligations as £uch were 
changed by Charter amendment in which it has not 
concurred and which :I.t finds itself unable to 
accept, or if an amendment duly accepted by the 
necessary majority in the Assembly or in a generQl 
conference fails to secure the ratification neces­
sary to bring such amendment into effect. 

"It is for these considerations that the Com­
mittee has decided to ubsta5.n from recommending 
insertion in the Charter of n formal clause speci­
fically forbidding or permitting withdrawal." 

VIII. Voting Procedure at ~he Special Conference 

49., The Subcommittee had voted unanimously in favor of a 
motion by the Delegate of Brazil that the Charter provide 
that decisions of the special conference be taken by a two­
thirds majority. 

50. The Delegate of Australia explained that this decision 
had been taken after the Subcommittee had rejected the 

- -- motion of the Mexican Delesate that no provision be made 
'in the Charter for the voting procedure at the conference 
or for ratification of o.mendments proposed by the conference. 
He stated that it was his upinion, however, that the deci­
sion on the voting procedure at the special conference had 
been covered by the decision of the Committee on rntifica­
t:l.on. 

The Committee agreed unanimously that its docision on 
ratification had included the method of voting nt the special 
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conference t;md that it was the opinion of the Committee 
that decisions of the conference should be taken by n two­
thirds vote, 
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ANNEX 

AMENDMlrn'l1S r110 CHAPTER XI 

2. Amendments should come into force for all members of 
the Orga.r.d.z at ion, when they hnve been adopted by a 
vote of two-th:i.rds of the membors of the General 
Assembly and ratified in accordance with their respec­
tive constitutional processes by two-thirds of the 
members of the Orgnnlzation including all of the 
permanent members of' the Secur:tty Council. 

3. A general conference of the members of the United 
Nations may be held at a date and place to be fixed 
by a two-thirds vote of the General Assembly with the 
concurrence of the Security Council voting in accordance 
with tha prov:i.sions of Clw,pter VI, Section C, paragraph 
2, for the pu1"pose of x•eviewin g the Charter. Each mem­
ber shall have one vote in the conference. Any altera­
tions of the Charter recommended by a two-thirds vote 
of the confe1,.,ence shall take effect when ratified in 
accordance with their respective constitution al pro­
cesses by two-thirc.ls of 'the members of the Or8anizn­
tion includinG all of the perrnnnent members of the 
Security Council. 

4. If such a general conference has not been held before 
the tenth nnnuul meeting of the Assembly following 
the entry into force of the Chnrte1"', the proposal to 
call such 11 general conference shall be pla.ced on the 
agenda of that rneet:i.ng of the Assembly, and the 
conference shall be held if so decided by a simple 
majority of the Assembly and by any seven members of 
the Security Council, 
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coMMrTTEE rd. oN .~~~Ei~~~Al__pt-,c1vn) 
J,,«-r.t:- - - - - -

p(l,,(A-'1" IJ/4 ~ I. Preliminary Considerations 

1. Committee I/2 wes charged with the responsibility of 

preparing o.nd recommending to Commission I druft provisions 

for the Charter of the United Nctions relating to mutters 

dec.lt with in Chapter XI of the Dumbnrton Oaks Propos~ls on 

amendments. 

2. The text of Chapter XI in Dumbarton O~,ks read as follows: 

Amendments should ccme into force for e.11 members 
of the Orge,nization, when they have been adopted 
by a vote of two-thirds of the members of the 
General Assembly end rc,tified in accordance with 
their respective constitutional processes by the 
members of the Organization having permanent member~ 
ship on the Secu11i ty Council rmd by o. majority of 
the other members of the Organization. 

3. Two additional pnragrcphs were suggested by the sponsoring 

governments providing for the coming into force of the Charter 

498J= 
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It should be emphasized that this involved one of the 

most important provisions of the Charter. The Committee gave ' it 

comprehensive and serious consideration. 

t 





• 

o..nd providing for n general conference for the purpose of 

reviewing the Charter. The text of theso parngrc.phs read as 

follows: 

l( 1. The present Charter comes into force after 
its rctificQtion in uccordance with their 
I:>espect.ive constitutional processes b~7 the 
membE'irs of the Organization having pormcnent 
;-3oat~ on the Socu:'i ty Council and by o., mc.j ori ty 
r,f th r:: othAr mombern of the Orgnnizationo ,) 

l~ -e e~dstLig to.xt of Chc.p·~or XI would thus 
cecomc pc.r 2,graph 2.!. . ..7 

tt 3. A general confe1°ence of the members of tho 
United Nations may be held at 11 dl'..te and place 
to bo fixed by c., throe-fourths vote of tho 
Genoro,l Assembly with the concurrence of the 
Security Council voting in accordance with the 
provisions of Chapter VI, Section C, paragraph 
2, for the purpose of reviewing the Charter. 
Eech member shall have one vote in t:•10 Conference. 
Any al tei-•ations of the Cho..1,ter recommended by a 
two-thirds vote of the Conference shall tD,ke 
effect when ratified in 11cc0rdunce with th0ir 
respective constitutioncl process by the members 
of the Organization having permanent membership 
on the Security Council and by D. r.iajority of the 
other members of the Orgunization. \J 

4. Australia, Bro..zil, Canada, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Mexico, 

Norway, and Venezuela had also submitted ari1endr.1ents on the 

emending procedure, provision for revision and ratification 
) 

of amendments. 
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5. The Committee held eight meetings on May 28, May 29, June 

15, end Juno 16, to discuss that part of its work relating 

to amendments. 

6. At its second meeting on this subject, Committee I/2 agreed 

to appoint a subcommittee to consider amendments to Chapter XI 

of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, the Subcommittee to include 

representatives of those delegations which had submitted 

proposals fer runendment of Chapter XI. 

I 

7. The Subco:mmittoe was composed of the Prer:ident of Com-

mission I (Belgium), Chairman of Committee I/2 (Costa Rica), 

Rapporteur (Saudi Arabia) and Delegates of Au~tralia, Brazil, 
I 

Canada, China, Ecuador, Fro.nee, Mexico, Norway, the Soviet 

Union, the United Kingdom, the United States, nnd Venezuela. 

8. The Subcommittee held nine meetings on May 30, May 31, 

June 8, June 12, June 11 and June 14, and reported the result 

of its considerations to Committee I/2 on June 14. The Committee 

then took up the discussion of the recommendations of the 

Subcommittee on the following points: ~ [ ....,( ""- ~.._, "--"-""'-' 1t"it 
-3-
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9. 

IV. W1 thclrawaJ from th~ OT-gani~t.1011 

n . Rj aur,AA ~DMENTS • 'o fam, mk RTER 

Paragraph 2, Chapter• XI: providinc; for the regular amending 

' 
process of the Charter, was the subje ct of very little dis­

cussion ~ disagreement in the meetings of the Subcommittee 

and Committee. The Subcommittee had accepted by a vote of 

6 to 5 the motion of the Delegate of Belgium to modify this 

pa1..,agraph to provide tha t amendments come into force when 

ratified by two - thirds of all members of the Organization, 
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including all a bers ot th eolll'1ty Council, rather than 

by the permuient .J11$Dibera and a ajor1ty ot the embers. 

10. '.rhe e1gian Delegate ugg t d that this od1tieati()n 

/ 

tend _d to eq,ual.1~ to . certa.itl xtent the ditterenoe between 

the permanent members ot th Council - th other embers ot 

th Organization and that it reduced the risk ot each or thoee 

othe r embers of being plac din the dilemma of having to accept 

s ve.lid an enten®Ient not rat1t1ed 'bJ it or to withdraw from 

the Orgauis.at1on. 

ate, oppo ed pe,:ragrapll 2, on the ground• that 

the modif1oation rendered r t1r1ca ion more difiieult t~ the 

reqUirement t>f th 1.mple qjor1ty. The ansveJ.' was that the 

$111endlnent would not h v such a consequence, experience of the 

eague, having 1.ndicated that th dela7 in coming into tor9e ot 

a,nendment lf&• . not du · to the relat1vel7 saall number of 

rat1ficat1ons but to the ditt1cult7 ot obta1n1ng some of 

those which the Covenant had deolSI'ed indispensa~le. 
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11. Although th pr a, atives ot th ponsori.ng govern­

th1a oditic t1on in the ub ommit e, 

they Blll)O ced to the full Go tte th t th would give 1t 

their upport. 

12. 1 C tte adopted b7 a vot r 32 to 1, with 12 

b tent on • the following .ext of P&l"e.g?' .ph 2: 



i ~ luding all members of the ~~ ....... ~ - GOLlllcil, rather than J 
the'\D ~ manent members and a majority of the members , / 

gian Delegate suggested that this modification 

to a certain extent the diff~rence betwee 

on-permanent members and that it assured 

of the non-perman 

tat it would be among ratify ng an amendment , Althou h 

representatives oring governments opposed th s 

mo ification in the Subco mmit tee, they announced to the full 

CoT itte e that they /t give it 

11 , Several d0le ates opposed paragraph , on the grounds hat 

the rat i ficatlon fficult than he 

requireme L'l"{ of th o simplo majority. 

/ 
12. he Committee adopted by a vote of 32 to 1, 

tl1e fo: '.t w ng text or paragrnp . Z-: ...._.. ___ ~ 

( 



"Amendments shall come into force for all members 
of the Organization when they have been adopted by a 
vote of two--thirds of the members of the General Assembly 
and ratified in accordance with their respective 
constitutional processes by two-thirds of the members 
of the Organization, including all membe1~s having 
permanent membership on the Security Council." 

III . I rf. I I 
SFECIAL C\VNFERENCE TO RiVIEW THE ..;:...C¥,-,·~T,_E.;:,.;.R 7 r , -

13. The Dumbarton Oaks proposal had not provided for the 

calling of a special conference to review the Charter but the 

sponsoring governments had presented an amendment providing for 

such a / onference and a number of other members had also 

suggested such a provision. The Committee voted 44 to 1 in 

favor of a provision in the Charter for a special conference 

to revise the Charter. 

IV. /$ TI~IG_ p OCEDUlU!_ j_ gR cfL LING cj rlFERENCE 

14. The Subcommittee reported that the Delegate of the United 

States reported that the sponsoring goverrunot.ts had p.gredd to 

amend their proposal for paragraph 3 of Chapter XI by providing 

for a two-thirds vote instead of a three-fourths vote by the 
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General Assembly for calling the special conference. The 

Subcommittee had voted unanimously to recommend the modi fi ed 

proposal to Committee I/2. The Committee also voted unanimously 

in f avor of this provision. 

v. d_ME/IL MFi.1 _.._QB, cf I.J..JING c 1\TFERENCE 

15. The Committee debat ed th e question of whether or not a 

specific time should be set for th e calling of the constitutional 

conference. The amendment proposed by th o sponsoring govern-

ments had not p~ovi ded for a specific date but left the decision 

to be made by th e Organiza ti on: .. ll..mendm:-;:i::ts providing for a 

definite tim e were proposed by a number of oth er countri es , 

16. The Subcom.tlitt e e ha d vot ed by 9 to 6 in favor of a joint 

motion by Canada and Brazil to recommend that the sp ecial 

conference be called not sooner th un the fifth nor later than 

the tenth year after the coming into force of the Charter. 
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17. The members of the Committee favoring a specific time 

limit for the calling of the conference felt that if the Organ-

iza tion were to endure, it sho~ld be scrutinized after a munber 

of years and modified, if necessary, in the light of its exper-

ience and the situation then prevailing. It was emphasized 

' J. 
that provision for a r~~i~l conf e rence did not mean that the 

Organization established now would be temporary but, on the 

contrary, that in order to be an effective and lasting mechan-

ism it should be inspected and revised in those parts which 

had not proved efficient. 

18. It was poi nt ed out that provision for a specific ti.me for 

reviewin g the Charter might assist in reducing the pressure for 

revision at an earli er date and before the Organization had 

been given a fair t1"lal. It would also have a tr emendous 

psychological effect on public support for th e Charter, since 

it would mean that certain provisions which may not have the 

whole-hearted support of members could be reexamined. 
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19. 
d'- f€"-' oA. 

The p1~ovis :Lon of a specific da tel\ would not preclude the 

prejudice the ordinary method of amendment. 

I 

20. The opponents of the proposal thought there was no need 

for setting a time limit for such a conference, since the Gen-

eral Assembly and aRzy mcmbo .. a ef the Sccuri ty Council could 

call for such a conference at any time. A revisional conference 

might be neoded within a short time but, on the other hand, it 

might not be needed for fifteen or twenty years. They did not 

oppose the holdlng of the confer•ence, but th ey fel _t that if the 

decision wer e left to the judgment of the Ass embly and the Coun-

cil, a conf er ence would be callod whenev er the need arose. If 

a specific revision were written into the Charter, it might 

result in the calling of a conference at a time when the Organ-

ization thought it unwise or unnecessary. This would constitute 

a contradiction in the Charter and would be contra1•y to the 

judgment of the governments. 
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21. The Committee voted on the motion to provide for the call-

ing of a special conference between the fifth and tenth years. 

Twenty-three voted in favor, 17 against, one abstention. Since 

a two-thirds majority was not achieved, the motion was not 

passed. 

22. The Delegate of South Africa then moved that there be 

inserted in the Charter a provision that "The special conference 

be called not lator than the tenth year after the coming into 

force of the Charte1'." It was explained that ac cording to this 

proposal if a conference had not be en celled by a vote of two-

thirds of the General Assembly plus seven members of the Secur'-

ity Council, by the end of ton years, then the Conference must 

take place automatically. 

23. The Committee voted 28 in favor and 15 opposed, 5 not 

voting, on the South African proposal, Since a two-thirds 

l\;r a.,-t'.a.., ""td, 
majority was roi!!_nh:~ the motion was rejected. 
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24. Follow i ng this nction, the United States Delegate moved 

the following a.ddition to po..ragrc..ph 3 of Chap ter XI of th e 

sponsoring governments c,mendment: 

"If such a gene r nl conference ho..s not been held befor e 
the tenth annu o..l meeting of th o Assembly following 
the entry in to forc e of th e Cha rter, th e propos a l to 
call such a gener a l conferenc e shnll be placed on the 
o,gendo, of th a t meeting of the Assembly." 

It was expl 1:1ined th n t th e Secretary-Genernl would place the 

j_ tern on the agen da nnd th e Ass embly would a ct in nccordance 

with th e procedures prescribed in th e Cha rt er. 

25. Many dele gat es commen t ed th nt this proposal was offered 

inn spirit of concili atio n and wns evid enc e of n desir e for 

constructive cho,nge . 

26. 
how{..""' r; 

It was pointed out th nt o, sp ecia l provision was not I" 
neede d for nn item to be plnced on th e age nda , since any 

member stat e ho..s the ri gh t nt any time to hav e such a subj ect 

included. The amendment would not insure th o convenin C of 

such a conf erence since it would st i ll r eq uir e th e approval 
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of two-thirds of tl1e Ass embly and seven members of the pecurity 

Council. 

27. Several modifications of the proposal were suggested. The 

Delegat e of New Zealand suggested adding a provision that if no 

confer enc e had been held by th e end of t en yea rs, it should be 

held then unl e ss th e Ass embly and Security Council decid~other­

wise. The Del ega te of Australia su ggested th a t only the approval 

of t-w-0""'thirds of th o .Ass embl y be r equi.red but not the approval 

of any members of the Council. The De l egat e of Greece su ggested 

th a t the vote be by simple majority of th e Assembly. 

28. Tho Del egat e of th e Unit ed St a t e s explained thut his Dele-

gation consid er ed th o met hod of callin g th e sp ecial conf er ence 

democr a tic o..nd li bernl. The origina.l amEmdment cal ling for a 

three-fourths majority of the Ass embly had been modifled to a 

two-thirds majority. The vote in the Council wa s any sev en of 

the member s . He added th a t it would be difficult and certainly 

undemocratic to bind the future Ass embly to net against its 

judgment in the circumstances pr evnillng at the time. 
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29. It was pointed out that requiring a two-thirds majority 

of the General Assembly and seven members of the Council 

would mean that the proposal would h~ve substantial supp ort. 

The fact that it was formally provided in the Cha,rter 

Ci\oo\.. · 
would have~ ~ff'ect on public opinion since it wou+d insure 

that, subject to the approval of the Assembly, ~here would 

be a conference at a certain time and un opportunity efforded 

to review the Charter. 

30. At a later meeting, the Delegate of the United States 

amended his motion in an attempt to meet the request of many 

delegates for an assurance that a revisional conference would 

be called by the end of tho tenth year. The amended proposal 

read: 

"If such a general conference ha.snot been held 
before tho tenth annual meeting of the Assembly 
following the entry into f orce of tho Charter, 

· the proposal to call such a conference shall 
be placed on the ~genda of that meeting of the 
Assembly, c.nd the conference shall be held if 
so decided by a simple majority of the Assembly 
and by any seven members of the Security Council." 



31. The Delegate of the United States explained that the pro~ 

posnl fixed n definite time in which the members of the General 

Assembly would have to face the question of calling a con-

ferenco. However, the conference would not be required unless 

the governments wished to have it. 

32. The Delegates of Australia, New Zealand, Ecuador, the 

United Kingdom, Peru, CMa.da, France, Chile, Brazil, the Union 

of South Africa, China, Arg0ntina., and G11eece spoke in support 

of the am.ended pr oposal. 

33. The Delegate of the Soviet Union announced his oppo-

sition to the pr oposal, explaining that the sponsoring 

governments had suggested an e.mendment to the Dumbarton Oaks 

Proposals which p:t1ovided for the calling of such a conference 

on the demand of three-f ourths of the Assembly. Later 

another concession to the demands of other nations was made 

by reducing the majority to two-thirds. To make it still 

easier would be t o provide for reexamination when there was 

no need for it. He stated that his Delegation was supporting 
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the original Dumbarton Oaks amendment . 'rhe Delegate of the · 

Ukrainian S.S.R. proposed that the United Stc.tes proposal 

be ar:iended by requiring a two-thirds majority of the Assembly 

c.nd any seven members of the Security Council, instead of a 

simple majority. The Byelorussian SeS.R. Delegate supp orted 

be.. o,,,,,., :tfu-
this proposal. Thel\rimendment was rejected, by a vote of 3 in 

fav or, 40 against, 3 abstentions. 

34. The Committee then voted, and adopted by a vote of 42 

in favor, 1 against, and 3 abstentions, the proposal of the 

United States. 

35. Tho complete toxt for the special conference on the 

revision of the Char ter, adopted by the Committee by a vote 

of 32 in favor, l against, and 12 abstentions, reads: 

11 A general conference of the e·mbers of the United 
Nations may be held at a date and place to be 
fixed by a two-thirds vote of the General Assembly 
with the concurrence of the Security Council voting 
in accordance with the provisions of Chapter VI, 
Section C, pcrc,graph 2, · for the purp ose of review­
ing the Charter. Each me-mber shall have one vote 
in the /e onferonce. J,ny alterations of the Che..rter 
rec ommended by a two-thirds vote of the nference 
shall take effect when ratified in o.ccordence with 
their respective constitutional processes by two­
thirds of thG mbers of tho Organi zati on including 
n.11 of the pormo..nent)'Iembers of the Security Council. 
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"If such c, gener a l conference has not been h0ld bef or e 
the t enth cnnuc.l meeting of the Asse mbly foll owin g 
th e entry into force of the Charter, the pr oposa l t o ~­
call such a gener al conferenc0 shall be p:;_c,cod on the · 
agenda, of that meeting of the Assembly, c.nd the con­
ference sh a ll be held if so decided by c, simple maj ority 
of th e Assembly und by any seven members of the Securj _ty 
Council." 

J,1..J ~fo~ ihe Vote 
The Australian Delegate announced that he would cbst nin 

,1 11 

fr om votin g since the objectionable f e ature of the ve to still 

I I I 1% R TIFICATION OF M,jENDMENTS ~OSED BY ~~L C1NFERENCE 

36. The discussi ons of the Subc ommitte e and the Committee 

on the meth od of r v,tificuti on of runendments pr oposed by th e 

special conferenc e cent er ed an th e cont en ti on of th ose dele-

gates who opposed the sp ons oring~ that this matter 

should be left t o the Conf er ence itself t o decide. It was 

b -11,, deltf•-ft.t 
nrgued 4thnt the pr ovisi on in th e Charter for voting procedure 

in the Securi~y Council would r ender ratific c ti on of the 

Charter by the parli aments of their countries difficult and even 

questionc.ble, but that rutificction would be f acilitated if 

assurance were given that n special conference t o revise 

-17-



tho Charter could itself decide on the meth od of ratific ati on 

of such runendment.s as it might suggest. If such an arran gement 

were not possible, then it might bo necossnry to pr ovide for 

withdrawal fr om tho Orga.nization. 

37. In answer to this position, representatives of the 

sponsoring 1"¥~~ s declared that these powers could not enter 
/t 

upon tho grout resp onsibilities and obli gati ons of membership 
. tfT~ 

which they were prepurod t o accept if forced the risk that 

" these rosponsibili ties might be incr~ .as ed without their con-

sent. 

l,,., ~..,{\ r 31 -; L.. I.<,(. '" .............. .-:t\..... ,. 00 1c.. (!...o y·-.............. c.... 01 
@. 3f. The Subcommittee reject ed by a vote of 8 to 4 a pr o-

~ posal of the Dele gate of Mexico the,t no pr ovisi on be made in 

the Cha:r•ter f or the votin g pr ocedure t o be f oll owed by the 

special conference, or f or the me th od of r atification of 

amendments. The Subconuni tte o r ecommended by a vote of 7 t o 

amendment, f or r a tificati on by the permanent members of the 

-18-



Security Council d by o. majority of the ot • mentbers of 

the Organization. 

o th1 dee± , tb 

f this report a declaro.tion o wilJldr el 

~ amendments. In preparing this draft the subcommittee took 

-~~&&i!Hl~"offi:,e statements of the delegates of the 

sponsoring and France to the ef f ect that they are 

not able at the present moment to consent to a procedure 

by which the special conference should be able to decide that 

amendments adopted by it should come into force without the 

unanimous consont of tho permanent members of the Security 

Council) 

40. The Subcommittee also took cognizance of the state-

ments of certain other delegations to the effect that if the 

recommendations of the Subcummittee on the ratification amend-

ments proposed by the special conference were appro ved by the 

full Committee, they would favor broader terms than those 

-19-



the Committee f oreseen in its cornrnuntary on Chapter III 

concerning the conditi ons undor which withdrawal would bo 

admissible. 

41. Whon the quosti on of r atificati on was discussed in 

Committee I/2, the Delegate of Mexic o , being assured that the 

United Stntos Delegati on still supp urted tho ubcommitteo 

declarati on on withdrawal, withdrew the Mexicun propo sal 

tho.t the Oho..rtei" contain no pr ovision f or voting pr ocedure 

nt the special confcrenco or f or the □ethod of ratificati on 

of a.mendments. 

42. Tho Delegate of Belgium moved that tho last sontonco 

of paragraph 3 of the rnnendr.1ent of tho 

be r:i.odified t o pr ovido th at amendments come int o f orce when 

ratified by two-thirds of o.11 members of the Organizati cn, 

including ull tho permanent members of tho Security Council . 

The Belgian Delegate made this motion f or the same reasons 

which pr ompted him to p:rc)poso a similar change in para graph 3. 

-20-
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.. 
The Delegate of Ecuad or stated that in view of the decision, 

specific reference should be made in the Charter to the 

right of wi thdro:wa.1 under limited circumstances related to 

amendments. He moved, therefore, that the following para-

graph be included in ChnpteI' XI: 

"Nothing in this Charte1~ should p11 eclude the right 
of a member to wi thdJ•aw from the Orr,o.nization if 
its 11 ights and obligations as such were changed 
by Charter amenduents in which it has not concurred 
and which it finds itself unable to accept, or if 
un amendment duly accepted by the necessary majority 
in the Assembly or in a general conference fails to 
secure tho ra.tificutiun necessary to bring such 
amendment into effect." 

-22-



46. The Committee rejected by n vote of 19 in fnvor to 24 against, 

with 7 a.bstentionst the motion that provision be made in the 

Charter for withdrawal from the Organizc.tion. 

47, Tho Committee then adopted by a vote of 38 in favor to 2 

against, with 3 abstentions, the declaration on withdruwnl recom-

mended by the ubcommittee, with certain modifications suggested 

by the Delegate of Belgium. 

48. The text of the declaration follows: 

t~ DECLARNrICN ON WITHDP.AWAL 

"The Committee adopts the view that the Charter 

should not make express provision either to permit or 

to prohibit withdrnwnl from the Orgnnizution. The 

Committee deems that the highest duty of the nations 

which will become Members is to continue their coopera-

tion within the Organization for the preservation of 

international pence and security. If, however, a 

Member because of exceptional circumstances feels 

constrained to withdrnw, and leave the burden of 

-23-



mnintaining international pence and security on 

the other Members, it is not the purpose of the 

Organization to compel that Member to continue its 

cooperation in the Organization. 

"It is obvious, however, that withdrawc.l or 

some other form of d:i.ssolution of the Organization 

would become inevitable if, deceivj_ng tho hopes of 

humanity, the Organization was revealed to be un-

able to maintain peace or could do so only at the 

expense of law and justice. in account GI d'I! s 

"Nor would it be tho purpose of the Organizo.­

tion to compel a Member to remain in tho Organi-

zation if its rights and obligations as such were 

changed by Charter amendment in which it has not 

concurred and which it finds itself unable to 



. 

accept , or if an amendment duly accepted by the 

necessary mnj::>rity in the Assembly or in a general 

conference fails to secure the rutificntion neces-

sary to bring such amendment into effect. 

"It is for these consider•a tions that the 

Committee has decided to 'abstain from recommending 

insertion in the Charter of a formal cl ause speci-

fically forbidding or permitting withdrawo.1." 

vr:tr, V~TING P~OCEDURE 

' 
49. The Subco:r.nnittce had voted unanimously in favor of a motion 

by the Delegate of Brr ,zil that the Charter provide that decisions 

of -the special c'.'Jnference be tnken by a two-thirds majority . 

50. The Delegate of Australia explained that this decision had 

been taken after the Subcommittee ha.d rejected the motion of 

the Mexican Delegate that no provision be made in the Charter 

for the voting procedure at tho conference or for ratification 

of amendments proposed by the conference. Ho stated that it was 
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his opinion, however , that the decision on the voting procedure 

nt the special conference had been covered by the decision of 

the Committee on ratification. 

The Conunittee agreed unanimously thnt its decision on rnti-

fication had included the method of voting at the special con­

ference and that it was the opinion of the Committee that de-

cisions of the conference should be taken by a two-thirds vote. 

-26-
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0 CHAPTER XI 

· • t,,-

2. Amendments should come into force for all members 
of the Organization , when they have been ad opted 
by a vote of two-thirds of the members of t he 
General Assembly and ratified in accordance with 
tl?.ioir respective constitutional processes by two-~ 
thirds of the members of the Organizaticn in cluding 
all of the permanent members of the Security Council . 

3. A Beneral conference of the merabers of the United 
Nations mc.y be held at a date and place to be fi:xed 
by n two-thil" 1ds voto of the Gehorc1l Assembly wi ti'1 
the concurrence of the Security Council voting in 
accordance with the provisions of Chapter VI, 
Section C, po.r>ngrnph 2, for the purpose of' r•evlew- , 
ing the __ Cj; urter. Each member shall have one vote 
in the ~ nference. Any nlterntions of the Charter 
rec:ommond.ed by c. two-thir•ds vote of the )rc nfercnce 
shall take effect when ratified in nccorda:ice wit h 
their re s:;:.;octive constitutional processes by two­
thirds of the members of the Organization including 
all of th0 permanent members of the Security Council. 

4. If such a general conference has not been held before 
the tenth annual meeting of the Assembly following 
the entry into force of the , Charter, the proposal to 
call such a general conference shall be placed on 
the agenda of that meeting of the Assembly, and the 
confe:r •ence shall be held if so decided by a simple 
major'i ty of the Assom-::-:1y and by any seven members 
of the Socu~ity Council. 

-27-
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THE UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE 
FOR INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION 

WITHDRAWAL 

RESTRICTED 
June 13, 1945 

Suggestion .£.2£,. Revised Text for Insertion _!n ~ Report 
/ 

of Committee I/2 

-The Committee adopts the view that the Charter should 

not make express provision either to permit or to prohibit 

withdrawal from the 9rganization. The Committee deems that 

the highest duty of the nations which will become Members is 

to cooperate within the Organization for the preservation of 

international peace and security. If, however, a Member for 

good and sufficient reasons feels constrained to withdraw, / 

and leave the burden of maintaining international peace and 

security on the other Members, it is not the purpose of the 

Organization to compel that Member to continue its cooperation 

in the Organization. 

Nor would it be the purpose of the Organization to compel 
. 

a Member to remain in the Organization if its rights and 

obligations as such were changed by Charter amendment in which 

it has not concurred and which it finds itself unable to accept. 

It is for these considerations that the Committee has 

decided to abstain from recommending insertion in the Charter 

of a formal clause specifically ·forbidding or permitting 

withdrawal. 
• 
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Atzen. 

~ 
RAPPORT Du RAPPORTEUR (MEMBRES) DU COMiTE I/2 ,,,---­

SU'R iE CHAPITRE III 
, . 

,, e ~Q... 

Le mandat du Comite I/2, lorsqu 1 il commenc~ la discus-

s1on du Chap1tre III relatif -.aux ~imembres, le 8 ma1 1945, 
I I I 

comprenait les eujets suivants: participation des nations 

represent6es a la Conference, admission de nouveaux membres, 

:uetrait, suspension et exclusion de membres . 

Le Chapitre III des Propositions de Dumbarton Oaks a la 

teneur suivante: 

"l. Devrait pouvoir etre membre de 1 1 Organisation tout 

Etat epr1e d I un ideal de paix . 11 

. -1-1~ L ~ ,l.., 
.._. n~de 1 1admission,7suspension et •exc lusion 

1•~--faux paragraphes 2 et 3 de la Section B du Chapitre V. Ces 
~ et .\,<s~ { J)\rL,_J., 

paragraphes -ont la: tenea1° - s:ulvan1le'7 

~; II 2. , L'Asso~bleo Gcnc r alo dovrait avoir 1~ pouvoir d 1 admet 

tr o de nouv eaux membros dan s 1 1 Orge,nisation, sur la recomman-
. , . , " dation du Cons ei l de ~ocurit e . 

11 3. L'Assomblco Gcnornlc devrait, sur l a r ocommo.ndation 

du Consoil do Securite, nvoir l o pouvoir de susp endre l' oxe r­

cic e de tous l or dro it s e t privile ge s confer6s aux membr es 

do l'Organisntion pour tout membr e contro loquol auraient -6tc 

pris es des mc sur os prev entiv es ou co e rcitiv e s pa r le Conseil 

do ::,,ocurit6. • L' oxorcic o dos clro its o t priv ileges ains i 

susp ondu, pourr a it otr o r ostitue par decision du Conse il de 

Socurit6. L ' Assomblco Goneralo dcv r nit e voir le pouvoir sur 

, r ec ommnnda tion du Conseil do Securite, d'excluro de l'Or gani­

s D.tion tout mcmbre qui porsi stornit r:. violer l e s princip os de i{ 

Chnrt o . '' ____,, 



A""Gzen. 

' LJ ""-<-

La question di.c. .1.~etrai t ft-&.-&€r!r-&fl--e--m•&n'&R•t ... i.oo"'nll.Ji1.c.i;p,.. dans le s Proposi-

tions de Dumbarton Oaks. 

Les puis sances invitantes n'ont pas soumis d 1amendements 
,.. , ,. . ~ 

au Chapitre I~relativement axiialim:taxi:m:,,., -e:mr:-membres ou a ~s 

d..1 1admission, ~ retrait, la suspension ou/l•exclusion de memt11s. 

Les Gouvernements suivants, participant a la Confe'rence, 
t.,..,. t,t,, .... ,., .,.f- (,_ 

ont soumis des commentaires ou des amendeme.n s -e:tt"' Chapi tre III CM,, 

t. . 
e4; xelativemeut au retrait, la suspension et 1 1 exclus1on: 

Aust r alie, Belgique, Bolivie, Bresil, Chili, Costa-Rica, Rep~­

blique Dominicaine,Equateur, Egypte, France, Guat1mala, Honduras, 

Mexique, Pays-Bas, Nouvelle-Zelande, Norvege, Commonwealth des 
I 

Philip pines, Uruguay et Venezue.la. 

Membree et $dmission de nouveaux membres 
, 

En preparant ses reco mmandati ons relatives au ChapitreIII, 

le Comite avait deux problemes fondamentaux h examiner: (1) la 

rela t ion entre la qualite de membre et les principes et obl 
• h\Al'J,,t:.,, ~ 

tions st1pule's dans la Charte; et (2) l es l i mites -a.~a::=;=•Lei.a;:e"s 
, ~ I .l ' lfw.,,_;,.. 
w~ ,cl-.""" r 'Organisation de.u~~~J+-&l~r.i&:b&¼i''-<l~"'8"f~ ,r;-,.t 

a-e l 1admiss1on de nouveaux membres. La discussion de ces pro­
~~ I.~ ,J.- 1 ..fv,,,.. (, 14-cA A~ d< ?,....,,,~ lh' I ... t 

- I ,....,""-"- , , blemes -s est eei,eent · 1 @1.a .~.....c~ oti- 08 -J:, Q.. 

ttN,.,J"l~ ,( ',._~~ -(;_/ 
f.a rrouJ..e ~-~:¥11-:H: i - ~ ~ rm:ii-'t-1~· 

A-D 'J1',r,.,. 

L I a vis ... unanime du Comi te' est I eA:e-e-sans reserve 
t 11-../.J, ,I, 

aux principes et l:"":ee--:PPf>-C"BJ?~e.,,,e4;....ae.~~~~ ,....,:i~~-n~~Gti~~1s.a.tion ..., 
- "S'd"!"l"t essentielle 

qual at ion 

e la ntion 



de l ' Organisation. 
h:_'0•~·~ 

En ce qui concerne /1a distinction entre membres 

a Q.Qn-fe-
,,.._ ~ 1..--

d' a-utonomie. 

tz b , , , , "'9!lil"i'r"' 
e mem res .J.l2$~•ie ■l"'S, le Comite desire eviter 

- /'-dl-~ , 
k_ re'sul te , e ce € f½!-~~ eJ_ie~nevi tabl:) • 

Un Aous-eomt ti charge de s ' occuper liK du Chap i tre I I J, ...... 
(,,M,, ~ /v,/,.,.A,- tJ ,1t,•,; 
d!.:i.rme le 10 ma , i-ecornma11<la-un texte anglais dll Chapitre II I 11•t 

fatxali}lplt•xaxi*mRaRimitKXiK que le Comite Ka..opt [ a l'unanimite ..,..... 
K tC 

le 12 mai (le texte fr an9 a is prep are quelques Jour s plus tard). 
-a- t~ ~ ';-,t ~ 

Le texte an~lais adopte par le Com1 te axatt ""ia tenea:1 ettl."'V'!U'lt-e 



. ' 
I 

!1Sont membres d 2 l'Org 0nis8 .tion l e s si gna taJ.r es• de 
la ChElxte qui l'auront ratifi e0 conform 0ment aux disposi­
tions du Chapitre XI. 

<f1/Gr£;2.nisation est ouv erte a tousl e s EtPts ipris 
d 1 un id eal de p~ix, qu!, au ju ge ment d ~ 1 1Org~nisation, 
sont .qptes et resolus a accepter et execut er les obliga-
tions ;eontenu 2s dans la Chart e . f. f. / 

·----..:a.:a / 
/ ,_ L '-#A, tt,,,_ ,, 

Afin d 1-e: im n r tout malentendu sur la methode selon 

laquelle !es nouveaux membres eouecriraient aux princ1pes et 
I 

,.__A,f• ~ ... 
/ . 

obligations de 1 10rganisation, le Comite aeocp~ e-, le 25 mai, 

une modification du texte a:E:=:tmlfllilp,,propose par le Comite I/2. 

consequence, ~BE cee paragraphes du Chapitre III 
ti(, 1 1, ·,,, ..... 

1-f. / SyO!l-- 8. 8 'I' c-omm S-U t: 

11sont membres originaires de 1 1 Organisation les 

{
Etats signatair e s de la Charte dont la ratification 
s er a devenu e e ffective conformement au x ter me s du Cha-
pitre ___ Articl e ___ . 11 

11L10rganisation est ouverte a tous lee Etats e'pris 
d 1 un ideal de paix, qui, au jugement de 1 1 0rgan1sation, 
sont aptes et resolus a accepter et executer les obliga­
tions contenues dans la Charte." 

Retrait, Exclusion et Suspension. 

Les questi ons ~ExiaxEmx du retrait"1c1 1 exclusion eiia sus-
,,,,...,." """"~'"', 1.. rr, ,. .. --.. - '..J'~ ~~ ...tA I 

pension e~tPn&ft~•••~ ll@fiQ mcft ae que~tions suivantes: 
( [' ~,-.. J!.. -8>1 H est - p ossible qu I un ~tat membre devienne 

1 ) ttxHNJPJlRMMXR~KHSKilx KXKRi%XHSR*mKmM%KJXBmitxp1az 
f O-V ':) k ~ / J .rvl-~ V /Z.. d '-.u ;!If'.', f.., .... 

non-memb~e a la suite d 1 u - -~--seo~ -¥>~-&e- <i s-o,n 

.z ~~ 4""' "- I ; , 

rop-r2.; f,, .~:1n:: ... d: la suspension peut ~ e ~ pi i ~ 
S ,~, I 

de fa9on ~t.e pour atteindre les mmtx resultats attendus 

' de 1 1 exclusion. 
CJ,~• t> VI. J. r z.d~ ~ "-

1!;fll-E '"9- ~Elit1b1:ii-1~ &en0 e-Pl.l e a e s e. i e _po !r:t-t i on e o ~ s ~n 1' 1 e "'.I!" et aaJ. t , ~ 
• ~ .... " VI. ~ i. t 1t\,. t,i~ 

que ee prineipe non seulementt:1;::!~" pa~ -&w~~ ~o n 



5 

~ I I f',.J,, ~ ~'0' ~ ,..&--:y ,~ 
ttfiiweiselle · ~ais i6r rrirait auss1 aux 

e,.,r 
membres recalcitrants la possibilite a 1~ f~eie de 

1 1Organisat1on et de se derober a leurs obligations en quittant 

1 1 Organisation • .• ~n outre, si une disposition pre'voyant le retrai t 
, .t. ~/'- ...... ,_ 

aaxtsxtx etait 1ncluse dans la Charte , l:-'-le:&=l"r.rfM"t-~~ !se-~t4-r .. 

/ 
tat quelconque, indiquerait soit que cet tat 8 1 apprete 8. 

e,,,,. Jt.r, 'U i-. -e,,.....,A- ~ 
agir OA eontl'aventl ofte des principes de 

so;;-
11Organ1satiop1t21 qu 111 

estime que 1 1Organisation r ne remplil!II! -.tt~t le role pour lequel 

elle a ete creee. L11nterd1ction ~-li .r.r-~4:rd.slle--P-rendrait neces­

saire ~a F ro1.-aiP des sanctions centre ies membres qui t ·enter?,ient 
- . A~u ~ ' J ~ 

de se retirer, et '1a tellc& disposition, Pene:PlfU: j ,,.,-; 
·--:;::--<:::.:::..;:.=~-, ~ • ,f{ m I- t,... I;" - . "" /, t". }-IV- ~ 

pour des .Pl!l:1eens.. a. 1 ordre pra:bique, Ii ~, o,bteo1 n qure Jes pa:r:lP,-
- ~. " ........ ,<- ' 

ms.nt.s natl.a 
Cllk.( 

\ 1-,,..,.A;-,.,.,., J--.i.. b 1 om1~ 
}. "\,).':>~ 
{ .. ,,(e~ 1,.;,.,._ 4 
~ ,.;._,-t_.( ~ 

~~""--
..})-.,..~~""'-
()" k~ 

intent1onn l.J...e-as&....;i.a--:&&M-n e,s-f!0tt¥&~-emen"t"s--l Quelques 
f\N,. v~ I ... 

I , " ' delegues g1toll:"eant cette omission o.oHuRa preuve au; 1 e que les 
,.. /'_ " gouvernements invitants •*~mxai&Htx e'taient ~oposes a une 

disposition visant le retrait, alors que ~m•x d 1autres/ 
(,.......... ... ' C- ~ ~~ ~ .... 
--3:"""lnterprete~t comme xexxig»• ay&Rt le ~Qt ~e permettre a 

/vt ~J... t>~/1;..,.., tl, i<-A~ • 
1 1 Organisation d I examin~ aalf: a' i:A1'en1Jien e.e ee Pe:t~ . 

~ lum1ere des circ .onstances , J:)PeQ8Ates;J 47'. ~ A,,... {~-.,fl~ 

. Le Sous-;-~l>mite P~porta a\l Combte, le 23 mai, tu 'aacuns _t.( __ __. 
,V,~- 1--«-,ilu~ ~ 

%It'. ention du retra1t ae de\tPa1t etFe il"teeree dans la Charte . 
C-e,,1,. ~~ ec,., "Jtu..l I .... , J ~ I , 

1::.1 op1Riai:=t du Oous-Co rnite ,= a laquelle :le Com1 te &e- ralli~ etai t 

contenu/ dans la declaration suivante: 

• 



6 Atz en. -
~ -a commission se rallie a 1 1 a vis des Puissances Inv i ta nt c s 

qu 1 il n 1 y a ,:>as lieu de Dre'voir ou a.e re' glem"'nte r la faculte' 
~e secession des Membr es, Si 1 1 Organisation remplit sa l 
fonction dans 1 1 esprit qui ·anime la Charte , il serai t inad- . 
missible que &~ au t orite ,')uisse ~tre affaibli e u::i.r certai ns 
Membres desertant 1 1 ide a l auaue l ils ont obei en soue crivan t 
9, le . Uharte , ou m~l:le bllfouee po.r des Etats agresseurs ou sur 
le poi nt de le deveni r. 

!'Il va de s oi pour +.ant que des retraits ou autres formes 
de dissolution de 1 1 Org0 nisB.tion de vienc.r .<i.ient ine,vi tables si, 
decevant l es esDoirs de 1 1 human ite, elle s e revelait impuissa nte 
~ maintenir la Faix ou ne parvenait a le faire qu ' au detriment 

. du droit ou de la Justice. - C1 est ~ raison nota ~ment de ce l risque i~s.e'9a:r:a .ble de t ou te entre-prise humaine que le Comi te' 
reno nce a inserer dans lq Charte une clause formelle d 1 inter­

~diction de retrait. u 
- - - - --- -

l 
. t>..f~ 

La question de 1 1 exclusion et de la suspension~ l ' obJet d ' un 
,, 
echange de vues 

,.. ,t'/;' 

:iRXpi:EKMiK:EXl:llK, 
prolonge . xMRxSmuxSmmtXftXBpiK~tatxatsitaxxax~~KK%XMR 

Elle ~, en premier lieu, etudiee par un ,lous■-ceomi te special . Le 
~ , V I 

25 mai , ~ Aous - clomite rrecommand4 que teats meat1oa...d,&. 1 1 exclusion 
L. f?!'-l., """-,,,J; ~ ~ ~ l/l,4N') ..J tA- ""' 
eo!:otJ ~io e aie-Ia Oharte, Il reeommanda egalemert~ qu I au cas ou le 

""' .r. -,A,. Comite I/2 e,~~yePait 1 1avis de la maJorite du,fous-aomite rela -

tivement a 1 1exclus1on , le 8om1~e aevPai~ art>"%! «kaMgkR ilOdi±!e~ 

le proJet de paragraphe 3 , Section B, Chapitre V, relat concernant 
i/.,v,I, ~ l t.... 11A 1 ,h ~. ,( ~ t ,/ -e+u,J 

la suspension~ ea a•t,ectrsst aa tex~ suivant: 

I 

"L I Orga.ni sat ion peut, a tout moment sus,)endre 
l'exercice des droits et pr ivil eges ' c.on{Jres a tout 
me~bre de l ' Org-anisation qui fait 1 1obj e t de mesure lpr: even ti,,ve.s ou. ?oerci ~i Vt ~ S p:r:,ises P .. ar l e Cons eil de 
Se curit e , ou qui aur c it viol e l e s orincip e s d e l a 
Chart e d I une f a9on pcrsi sta.nto gr ·ave. L I e~ Grcice 
de Cf,s ~ro ·1 ts e t pr lvil l~e;e s p ourrai o:at etr e rotabli 
conform em;-;nt a l a procedure p1°6vue au Chapi tr e .... 
para .... • ► 



• [ 

• • 

r • 

s..A-4 "f,.t.', t r,,J_ ~~ t~ 
' I Cett ~ notion de la sus p ension fut ~on_ei1deree suffisamment 

.ten· I. 1", - u.'f. '\,( d ..... ~ ~ r-"' "-
flex 1M e pour ~etndre lee buts fol,l,l1 'p ou»:Paio n:t; et v-e P @a!b-k .ea. 

L . 1 -·i'!.i~~ ,:~(.'),re,,(Nt')~-~.,._,,.., . ....v""-
J J ' t. ~ ~ ~ ,_.,.._ I l 

,..._ 1 1 exclusion " (,,t,,(,( • Jv..-l/4A..t, • 
a - n r 1 .._; 

' ~ / .,,cR,4 ,. M, (A.,I 4..., 
Lorsque la question fut portee devant le Comite, ~eux qui-

. c&& 1 a: Slili 9 = 
-.kaient ea . fflaa!@PPP it de 1 1 omiss1onY'de tout'"~ reference a 1 1 exclu-

- td'ft Jw-,~ I" 

s1on fire,n~ valoir que ~•exclas1MJ. BK eta tJi ncompatible av ec 
,,.,,.,,'.,4r,4-f!«h' ~•..r 1 111 ~, 

le principe de 1•~n&a1met1, qa~x• ar , xls&-
1.~ ,u'p /1"" lwtA,, t 

ziKBZR de tousles !tats~ 1 1 0rganisation; re11e 11~1:t.--ttft.. 
~t/ I ~ ~ 

membre ~ e ses obligations decoulant de la Charteri relle mettrait 
I 

hors+la f loi l-ee nrem'bi'~s e5tclcti5" et, de ce fait, obligerait lee 
< ' ' '-. I €tats membres a se xix2zaxax livrer a des operations militaires, 

~1::e 1" '/ Vf..l_ I 

~ a I satl one ritR policieres, contre cet ( tat; r€J.le 
~ ~ ~,...,..,,.__ I 

wxxixxgxz ~l~e en dan ger (l 1 0r gan1sation ~ • tat en que~~ion ,f~ 
--t• •·1 ~ ._,, t 1,.... - d.!-) l,_ ~ G{uquel 
elle -eRgeRdlele 4 t un noyau d 1 opposit1on a 1 1 0rganisat1o n.l KB%mKZ 

'l.t, ~ k- ~ (. " .,,J,. f!;..!._J 
ritB~KKX d 1 autres mecontents se ~ei~&P&ieM{ / elle provoquerait 

la rupture de relati ons, d1plomat1ques et autres, entre lea 

{tats membres et ~ ltatl exclus 1,'fKi e ferai t obstacle a la 
12., 

reconciliation entre 1 10rgan1sat1on et 
~.11~ (lo u 

tout itat exclll4 et elle 

pourrait se r~veler moins 'Ei,.s~raa~c'J.~N~R~1~•~awa~•~,w--aQQa~A~e--ee~e~ei-Ee~f~f~e~t%.e~ que la 

suspension.. L, /--t ', t~ -9-, ,1, -t • . . L 

J •.t IS I' , "" ~ 1/._...., y,..,o............,.-/ ~ .,t 
(8.eyx qPGe g,egl.QP&naai efi far.·e-1iP- ti✓l I exclusion souligne~ 
lea b •or an1sati on etaient A 

a paix et la stfouri te', 2:t non 1 uni versa l i te~ / w:tai1u1:txl2s _,_• 

!!id:xx que 1 1 exclusion ne s I appliquerai t vir1!tteiiillc:no11t qu I aux 
(" ,,., v~d,,.~ ~ ~µ:~~ 
~tats membres 1AeoPr1g1bJes, qui vio~nt~ de fa~on g~ax persis-

t.ante ou grave 1 les pr1--nc1pes de la Charte; que dans le cas de BEX-
, 

tels tats, 11 etait necessaire d 1 et abl1r sans {quivoque 1 1 att1tude 

que 1 1 0rganisation adopterait a leur egarcr, 1 que ia pgteRt1;a Q..U 

i 
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s1 un etat suspendu conserve xaxttt~a la qualite de membre, e:J.r.,~ 
1 1 Organ1sat1on pourrait hesiter a agir 1armBNK de faron ~aeieive 

a son egarCV,que 1 1 absence du droit d 1 expuls1on pourrait permettre 

a un etat membre d 1 ~r de connivence avec un etat non-membre 
L..... ~ C &wi.V _, I 0. c1.:;,., I. .; ~ ~ ~ ..... t, A . ~ " 
,..,.,- ' ... i' ~ en fa1sent ob,Qtacle a rgan sation et a eee ~~*~ que O!g~n -

h /K I , I 
ee:t .left se~ait; , capab1e d I appliquer ~die leusemcn:t; la me e11tPe e.-' exclu-

,t f-61n- k,c..e-, 4 lJJ;. ~~ M. .-t,.';:"'~~f.y 
sion que 1 1 exclaeior Y""'ae 11~er&PQ1t ~ae %1BXl.1.ftat excludes 

I 
obligations pr{vues pour les etats non-membres\ et que lee etats 

• A / . 

exclus pourraient etre n,$adm1s~ Organisat1on. 

Le)'ous-a;>mit{t en discutant la question de la suspension, 
juge trop severe~ , 

a~\.i~%ux~xfxx amendement Ji9rvegien prev~yant la suspension 

des droits et privileges des membres qui ne verseraient pas axn~x 
' I...; (}.,, ., , I 

leurs contributions financieres, e prefer~ 1 1 amendement des 

Pays-Bas. Sur ce point~le ,/i1egue 

etait sournis afficiellement a 1 1 examen du comite technique 

competent de la Conference. 
0ans la Chartt} 

A la seance du 25 mai 1 lorsque la question d 1 inc l ure'"une 
~ l()f; 

disposition v1sant 1 1 exclusionJ fut pre sentee, le Com1te I/2 KK 
f"' ~D~ ~ 1•.J~~ ?v'> u~!-4' . 

~J.e- _d1spos1 tlon qui n-1 e'et1Fl't 13e.e l' l!i-fi~'aol1 Rs q;:11 ilaK 

~ la majori~ux-tiers des voix des d~legues presents et 

votants. w~ , , 
Le Cornit~ t e..,,alors sur la revision proposee du paragraphe 3 1 

Section B, Chapitre V, relative a la suspension. Cette proposi­

tion fut adoptee~ presqu 1a 1 1 unan~mite 7 par ~e Com1te. 
I En &mHKKH~EKEX consepqence, le Cornlte I/2 recom mande que le 

.lr-.+- e.-..f~ . ~~J~ 
Chapitre III a1t la i&RH■ tenetW ettivaHiet-


