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May JOth,1945. 

j REDRAFT OF. P ARAGR'-IFH 5 of CHAPTER VI. D. 

11 Any member of the Organization not having a seat on the .Security 

Council if it is a pnrt;r to a dispute under consideration by the Security 

Council shall be invited to participate in the d}soussion relating to the 

dispute and shall enjoy the same position with regard to discussion and 

voting as the other party to the dispute. In the case of a non-member cf the 

. Organization, the Secu:::-ity Council shall lay down such conditions as it may 

deem just for the participation of such a non--menber in the CJ.iscussion of a 

dispute to which ~ is a party." 

EXPLANATION. This redraft nakes t wo changes in the original proposals 

as amended by the sponsoring powers. I n the first place it separates 

the procedure to be followed in the case of a member of the organization , 

_ n,ot sit ting in- the Council from that to be followed i n the case of a 

·non-member- of the Organization. Seco.1c.ly: it adds the language of the 

-~therlands amendment at the end of the first sentence . 

COlf1MENT. 

(1) It seem5 ju.!!t that members of the Organization who are 

· --- · par-ties to- a... . .di.spute be.fore the Council should have their position 

more clearly defined in thE Charter than that o.f non-members of the 

Organization who would not be bound by the provisions of the Charter. 



- 2 -

In the case of the latter, the Four Power amendment has already 

recognized the need for laying down ad hoc the conditions of 

participation. 

2. The principal change in the redraft is to incorporate 

thll Nethe .. :J...a1.ds amendment. Unless s ome such change is made a most 

inequitable situation might arise. A member without a seat in the 

Council who waf involved in a dispute with any memb5r of the Council, 

whether permanent or not, rr~ght be at a serious disadvantage if it was 

not given the same rights as the member of the Council during the 

consid.3rat:i on of the dispute. Under t he redraft, if no parties to the 

WOttld 
dispute were members of the Council, t hey/ all participate equally during 

its discufsion by the Council without any voting right at any stage. 

If, howevc.r, one of t he parties sat on the Council, it would be 

necessary to give to the other party the same right to sit and vote 

as t :1e Council member possessed under the Charter. There would , of 

course, be no voting by any of the parties while the discussion of the 

disoute wa s proceecl.ing under Chapter VIII .A . If, however, a pacific 

se ttlement was not e ffected under Chapter VIII A, the voting rights 

of the Council member would be r estor ed for any action taken under 

Ghapter VIII.B. and his vote might b e decisive in determining or 

preventing the a pplication of sane tions. It is surely just that the 

party not sitting in the Council should hav~ an equal position. 





SubcGmmittees III/1/B and III/3/A · 

SUMMARY REPORT ON DISCUSSION OF PARAGRAPHS 
4 AND 5, SECTION D~ CHAP.rER VI OF THE DUM­

BARTON .OAKS PROPOSALS _ . 

Joint Meeting, Veterans Building, R• m 311; May 31, 

After considering the United Kingdom substitute fr the 
Canadi~n amendment to Section B, Chapter VIII, a decisien 
was postponed pending discussio~ of Canadian amendments to 
paragraphs 4 and 5 of Section D, Chapter VI. 

Canadian Amendment to Pararaph !, Section D-t Chapter VI 
(See Doc. 3.§.Q (§lish) _P._i; (French), .P•11.J -

- -n4. Any member of The United Nations 
not reSresented on the .Security Council 
ilii'll e llivltedto---;'ind a retresentatlve 
to sitas a memberat an{~mee !if of the 
'SeciirrtyCouncll durI'~ e cons dera 'Hon 
of matters specia11K afec-ca, the interests 
ol' that member ol' Te Unite aTions. 11 

The Delegate of Canada explained that the purpose of the 
Canadian amendment was simply to p!'ovide that any membel' of 
the Organization which was not a membe!' of the Security Qouncil 
should sit as a tempo:rary member, with the right to vote, when­
ever matters specially affecting its interests were under con­
sideration. With respect to this paragraph, his Delegation 
was not so much concerned with the settlement of disputes as 
with the discussion of situations which might lead to friction 
or to disputes. 

The Representative of China questioned whether the Cana-
dian amendment made clear-as the Dumbarton Oaks Pl'oposals did-- •JO 
where the decision lay concerning which countries should sit-~ 
- the Council; and whether the provision by which these invited 
countries should vote would not materially change the voting 
system. The Delegate of the United States indicated that he 
thought the Canadian amendment would have the effect of destroy­
ing th~ char~cter of the Council as a continuing body and 
entity, -and would thus we~en its authority and prestige. The 
Representative of the United Kingdom stressed the danger of 
reducing the efficiency and quickness of action of the Security 
Council. He pointed out that there were safeguards elsewhere 
in the Charter for members of the Organization whose interests were 
speeial+Y affected by Council act1Qn. One was the United Kingw 
dom substitute for the Canadian amendment to Section B, Chapter 
VIII, which had just been discussed at this Subcommittee meet-



ing; and another was para.graph 11, Section B; Chapter VIII, 
giving states the right to consult with the Council over the 
solution of special economic problems created as a result of 
its measures. 

In view of the explanations made by repres~ntatives of the 
sponsoring governments, the Canadian delegate declared that he 
would withdraw the Canadian amendment. 

Canadian .Amendment to Para.~aph 5, Section'·D~ Ohapter-
!!_ (Doc. l§.Q. (§Iish), l?• ; (li'rencI:i), l?•Jl' ; 

,-.. - ,,.... - ,.,... _,_ 

n5. Any member of The United Nati@ . · 
not re12resented on the Security Councfr.and ., 
aiiy state not a member of the United Na ion , 
if it is a party to a dispute under cons eration 
by the Security Council, shall be invited to send 
a r81iresentative to sit as a member at ray meetµig 
of t e security Oguncll' a:ilrTog the cons era tlon 
of the dispute. 11 -

Pointing out that the important issue here was whether or 
not to give non-members of the Council the same voting rights 
with respect to the imposition of sanctions as those enjoyed 
by members, the Delegate of Canada felt that The Netherlands 
amendment to paragraph 5 was better worded than his own, which 
was faulty 1n putting non-members of the Organization on the 
same footing as member states not members of the Council. At 
the. close of the meeting he gave the Delegates present a draft 
amendment ,rh1ch combined the Canadian and Netherlands an1endments, 
but did not move it. 

Representatives of Australia, Egypt, and New Zealand empha­
sized' that the "shadow of the veto" . would make it difficult for 
the D~Iegftes to take any decisions on paragraphs~ and 5 of 
Section D, Chapter VI, before the sponsoring governments made 
known their position on the voting question. 

Amendment to Section~ of Chapter fil! 
· Decision: Subcommittee II&/3/A decided, ]2z a 

vote or ~ to .2., New zealan abstafu1J:ig, .!E. a'I?:prove 
iliir'tJnrted-x:t~dom substitute for~Oanadian 
amendnient to section a, olia12ter"'Vri'I; the sub­
stitute tooe insertea between pa'regraplis '5"and 6 
Instead o? oetween 7 and 8, and--=co read as-:f'oI'Iows: ---- - --- - - - ---- - ----

"When a decision to use force has been taken 
by ,the Security Council, it shall, before calling 
upon any Member not represented on it to~& rde 
armed forces in fulfilment of its obligatlons 
under the preceding paragraph, invite such Member, 
if it so request, to send a representative to 
pa·· ..... ; . ,,_ ... ..:.o .... ... cte 5.n th 



participate in the decisions of the Security 
Council concerning the employment of contingents 
of its armed forces." 

The Chairman adjourned the a eting at 12:50 
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1ng; and another w • p eoti n B, Oba.per VIII, 
1Ylng at tea th ri ht to co ault 1 h th• Oouno11 r the 

solution ot epec1al eoo o 1 pr blea1 o ated a a rew tot 
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In view of the explana e• nt t1v o~ the 
epon oring governments he deo1ar d that he 
ould w1thdr the Oan an 

0 · nt o ...;;;i;___.~..... ect on D Ohapter 
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ubcomm1ttetl III/1/B and III/3/A 

SU ":'J: Rr:.iPORT O DISOU8 IO O P ORA HS 
4 A D 5, SECTION D, OBAPfE VI or TH DUM­

AR'l'O OAKS P OP08AL 

Join Heetin, Veteran.a 1ld1ng, Room 311, 31, 1945,10:45 .•. 

After a14er1n th Un1tea 1ngdom eubet1 te tor the 
Oanadian endment to ct1on B, Ohapt r VIII, a deo1a1on w • 
postponed pend1n diaou 1on ot O ad1 n endment top ra­
gra ha 4 d & or Seot1on n, Chapter VI. 

1. 

The Del g te or Ociwu,,""or. xpl 1ned that. the purpoa$ of th 
Canadian atnendment w a1 ply to prov1d th t any e b r ot 
th O~gan1za ion wh1oh wa not a e ber ot th Security Oounc11 
should a1t aa te pr mber, w1th the right to vot, hen­
ev r matter speo1ally tt ting 1t 1nter st• w&re und r con­
eider t1on. 1th respect to th1e pr r ph, 1• Dele t1on 
w I not so much concern d 1th t e ettlem nt ot 41sput • aa 
1th the d1aou e1 n t a1tu t1ona vhioh a1 ht lead to friction 

or to di ute1. 

Th R r nt 1Te or Ohin qu t1oned wheth the Oan -
d1an ndment de ole r-- e the b r on O • ro osale 414--
here the deo1s1 n lay o no rnln h1 h countriee shou d a1t with 

th Oouno11, nd heth r the pr v1s1on bf h1oh t 1nv1te4 
aountr1 ah uld vet uld not ter1ally ohan e th vo in 
eyatem. Th Dele t1on ot the Un1 ed St t~ 1nd1oat•d th the 
th ught the Can d1 n en ent w ~. ha the efreot ot d troy-
1n the ohar oter of th Ooun 11 a oont1nu1n body and 
entity, and ould thus w ak.n 1t1 nth r1ty and preat1ge. Th 
epr ent ti•• or the United 1ngdom treeaed th danger or 

reduo1ng the etf1o1enoy and u1ckn• e ot aotion or the eourit7 
Oouna11~ He pointed out th t there v re• r guard• 1 where 
1n the Charter tor member ot th Organ1z t1on whose 1nt re ta wer 
ep o1 lly att ated by Oounc11 a tin. One a the Unit d King­
dom subat1tute to:r th Canadian ndment to Se t1on B, . Ohap er 
VIII, which had Jut be n d1IOUll8 d at th1e lubco 1ttee ii et-



1ng; and another wae paragraph 11, Seotion B, Obapter VIII, 
giving atatea the right to con ult with the Oounoil over the 
solution ot special eoonom1c problems created A reeult ot 
1 ta measures. 

In view ot the explanations made by representatives ot the 
eponaoring governments, the Canadian delegate declared th the 
would w1 thdraw the Canadian amendment. . . , . 

Oan dian Amendment to fary:raph 6, 8 ct1on D Ohapt~r 
!! l!rui. ~ ( Engl1 sh) , ~. !§.; ( rrenoh) , P. • l.ZJ 

•5. An.J member ot the United Nation• 
not rereaented on the Security Council ~d 
any •~te npt a me~ber or th Unite~ Ration..!., 
1t it is a party to a dispute un4er oons1derat1on 
by the Seour1ty 0ounc11, shall be invited !Q. send 
~ represent t1ve 1Q. sit e • member !l ani meeting 
ot !!!.!. Seeur1t;r Oounoil ;ltirfng the _consideration 
if !M. dispute.• 

Poin:t1ng·· ut that the important 1saue here was whether or 
not to gi-ve non-memb rs ot the Oouno11 the same voti-.ig rights 
with r spect to the 1mpoe1t1on ot 1anot1ona aa those enJoyed 
by •ember, the Delegate ot Canada telt that !he Netherlands 
amendment to paragraph 5 was better worded than his own, which 
was tault7 1n putting non-•embers or the Organ1zat1on on the same 
rooting , s member states not memb rs or he Oouno11. At the 
close of the meeting h~ g . e the Delegates presen't a draft 
Dendment h1ch oomb1ned the O ad1a.n and Retherl nda amendmenta, 
bu~ d1d not move 1t. 

Representative• ot Auatral1a, Egypt; and Rew Zealand eapha• 
sized that the •shadow o-r the veto' would make it d1ft1cult tor 
the Delegates to t , · an.y deo1s1on on paragraphs 4 and 5 ~t 
Section D, Ohapter VI, b fore the a on ring govem enta made 
known their pos1t1 non the voting question. 

3. Amendment 11?,. §eot1on ! .2!, OMJ)ter IUl 

Pecision: Subeomni!ttee lll/~A deo1ded, 1!L a 
vote . 91. §. 1<> O, llew Zeal9nd abstaining. 12 approTe 

. She Uni te4 Kligdom subt 1 tute rot the Oanad18:Jl 
amendment to Seot1on I, Ohapter III, the~­
st1 tute .!Q. be 1naerted between paragraphs ~ and § 
instead or between z and §., and !Q. ~ .!!_follows: 

•When a deo1a1on to use roroe has been taken 
by the Security Oou.no11, 1t shall, before cal ling 
upon any Member not represented on 1t to provide 
armed forces 1n tulf11ment ot 1ta obl1gat1ona 
under the preceding paragraph, invite such Member, 
if it so requeat, to send a representative to 



/ 

art1o1 t• in the du111on• ot the Seour1tf 
C~no11 oono•m1ng th• • loyment of oont1ng nt• 
ot 1t ed toroes. • 

The Chai an Joumed tbe e t1n at 12;00 p •• 



(Summary Report ot Joint Meeting ot Subcommittees III/1/B 
and III/3/A, Veterans Building,) May 31, 1945, 10:45 a.m.) 

R \l"V"W\ ~1 , 

Paragraph!, Section~. Chapter!!· 

'l'he Secretary or Oomm1ttee III/1, at the request ot the 

Chairman, read the text ot paragraphs 4 and 5 ot Section D, Chapter 

VI ot the Dumbarton Oalte Proposals. 

The question or procedure arose as to whether these para­

graphs should be considered separately or together. It was held by 

some that they constituted an inseparable whole and by others 

that, since some Delegations had ottered amendments to paragraph 

· 5 and not to paragraph 4, they should be diaoussed separately. 

( a) Canadian amegdmen t !2 paragraph ! 

The Delegate ot Canada, in response to the Cha1rman 1 1 

invitation to dieouss tne Canadian amendment to paragraph 4, ex­

plained that its purpose was simply to provide that any member 

or tne Organization, which wae not a member or the Security Ooun­

c11, should sit as a temporary member,w1th the right to vote• 

~uatstcna whenever matters specially affecting its interests were 

under consideration. He admitted that in view ot tne emphasis 
~),J,/\A" \.o 

placed upon keeping the Council small and -,.aAt e Yalta voting 

prooedure, the Canadian amendment might cause alarm, but p91nted 
. . 't . 

out that with respect to_. paragraph his o,1egation was not 

so much concerned w1.th.~tes as ~t~ns wh~ch mignt 
. ,, . . cJ,;,...o~"' · ~ ~.,J'~ 

lead to friction or disputes. In sue~ o~ee~ide· areas might be 
~ A),,, 

under consideration a!M!d!l!ll one or more permament members of the 

v Oounc 11, perhaps a non-permanent member,, and one or more non-
'-"' 

member s ot the Oouncil might be interested. In such oases, ~ ~\J 
members of the Organization who did not sit on tne Coun 11 shruld 

have the same rights as those who did. He concluded by asking 



Delegates representing the,,,Sponsoring )lo•ernments to explain 

what would happen 1n such cases under the Dumbarton Oaks 

Proposals. 

The Delegate of Ohin~J 1 raised two questions 

concerning the Qanadian amendment: 1) In thf1l)umbarton Oaks 

text it was clear that the Security Council was to decide~ 

what members or the Organization might be invited to sit• the 

Council when their interests were affected, but the Canadian 

amendment did not make clear where the deo1e1on lay-; and 2) 

ince the Canadian amendment· provided that an interested party 

shoul(}"sit as a membe.r, and would thus have ·a Tote, this pro­

cedure would materially change the voting syetem,eapecially 

it more than one state were temporarily added to the Council. 

The Delegate of the United States, . 811nntHH:ttn the point .,,, .. _...., __ _ 
' 

made that someone must decide when a state wa~ to be 1~v1ted 
. 4l~, 

to sit on the Oounc11, said that .the Security Oounc1l ..- be 

regarded as a continuing body, an ent1 ty. The Canadian amend­

ment might lead to the expan'eion oft.he Oouncil by quite a . 
~0-..u~J~.·~ • ,,, 

number and would thusAaeae .$3 &lie •he possibility ot'"lit1gants 
. t ~ 

passing upon their own bases. It all interested members were 

invited to sit as members, the vitally 1mportant ·author1ty and 

prest1~ge of the Oouno11 as a quasi-Judicial body might be 
v 

destroyed. 

!he Representative ot 

-

<---

s~ressed the ~MNIMlllla lO 
'1'-'f•--"""'"' -..-.."-4.-f<_ ~ t\ 'k:a w\ P\.t t'\..t. ~-"-"'"'' • • 

t..-aefoe-4t-¼191r!ctt'~-...,.•R-r'fttiffl41'9-land, at the , time 't5eea-~ W 
efficient and quick-acting Security Council. 



, L ''-----,~ . 
• - II ,t ,,__, . 

tore, that paragraph 4 ot the Dumbarton Oake d~art would be 

regarded as acceptable, particularly 1n view or two safeguards 
. ir'fL~~ 

elsewhere in the Oharter: (1 the United Kingdom ~ 
a..J.J'""""'""" -11/~IMl\.,I- - ,u (\..;., JJK,4''--,'--

to Section B, Chapter VIII, .. lf=ll ..... ".oon derat1o~ and (2 

the provisions in paragraph 11, Section B, Ohapter VIII, giving 

a 1tate which found itself confronted with special economic 

problemsJ aa a result ot measures taken by the OounoilJthe right 

to consult with the Security Oounc11 on their solution. 

The Oanadian lelegate._... ___ ._==-•-=-•-•••1r1 
Catated that the language ot the Canadian amendment was taken 

from a similar provision in the Covenant or the League. In 

reply to the United States, he pointed out that the real pro­

blem here arose because a state already a member of the Council 

might be a party to a dispute and hence 1t seemed Just to give ~ 
~ . 

other part~t_ the same rights . With reference to the tears ex-

pressed by the United Kingdom, he felt that sime discretion 

would haTe to be exercised by the _Oouncil in order to avoid 

expanding its membership too greatly. In view or the explana-
~~ o..."""~ ~ ~ , 

tions madf" however, tne elegate o anada withdrew his amend-

ment to paragraph 4, Seot1on D, Chapter VI. 

The Egyptian Delegate felt that the all important question 

tor Delegates in •ealing with paragraph 4 waa wnetner or not the 

#veto• oould be used in the Council when deo1s1ons oonoerning what 

states could be invited to participate in a d1acuss1on were 

decided. The ChA~1"11'1An ~A-,4-~ ~- . 



this question was still under consideration by the Sponsoring 

Governments and could not yet be answered. 

Paragraph 5, Section D, Ohapter YI 1 . · . 
- - - - - - \A,\ lv4 Of \)\\\AA., 

The Canadian Delegate ~~ tha~,..the drafting ot the 

Canadian amendment to paragraph 5 was defective in tnat it put 

members or the Organization wno 1r••• ft9R ■owbo2 a ot the EJ01u1eil 

on the same tooting as "••:::aa•-e111111119R members of the Organlza-
~~~~"b ~. 

tion" In oona1deration ot a dispute, since no one who was a 

party to the dispute could vote, the only serious question ---arose..., when it came to a d•c1s1on to impose sanctions. 

Then tn Justice and equity, non-members ot the Oouno11 should 

have the same rights as members ot the Council. Be believed 
..t-D_.. . ~ """" \'\~~ 

that ~•*ftN!laa4• amendment~oont ned a good formula and, 

therefore, would withdraw the Canadian amendment with the 

understanding that the amendment~roposed by the Netherlands . 
and others would be diaoussed. 

!he Australian representative asked, as a matter of 

procedure, it it would not be difficult for delegates to dee1de 

upon what position to take with respect to paragraph 5 sinoe 

it had no~een discussed in Committee III/1. Furthermore,- • as 

the lgyptian Delegate had pointed 1 shadow of the veto• 
\.Iv· ' ' 'ro t,-,U IIUUV"-'A iJ -\-~ • 

madeA decision on these points aHttSi~,=:nri~•M=:. The 

Delegate of New Zealand supported the position taken by Egypt 

and Australia with respect to the impofnce of the vetoJ ... 

because under the Yalta 1•mtt.a formula a litigant 1n a dis­

pute might be not only a Judge in his own case but even the 

sole Judge. Nothing was to be gained by ignoring this tact. Be 

had no objection, however, to voting on the amendment by the 

.....-



United Kingdom to Section B, Ohapter VIII,· but thought 1t 

would be wiser to postpone all other dec1a1ons until the 

position ot the Sponsoring Governments on the all-important 

question 

l ► 
~~ 

of voting was known. 1.~~~ 

Decision: Subco~".fe-;>III/3/A decide~ by~ 
a vote or 8 to o o approve the •• 7 ~ 1 T"T'1'.;c; 
oie1111t1re United Kf om te 1aae•t hetueea pa•• ~ 
grapha 6 1110.d G, rilee4Jlon B, 8hapt:e1• VIII , tite ~ . n. 
toJ.J.ow.iag ~ ~ J.u)-, lol.i\ ·~, 

~iD:t f\.. 
1When a decision to use roroe has been taken ~ ~ 

by the Security Oouno11, it shall, before calling .~ -··'~~~ 
upon any Member not represented on it to provide !,'IA/~ 

armed forces in fulfilment or its obligations ~· ~ .._, c.,, 
under the preceding paragraph, inv1 te such Member, ~ 0 ~ ~ 
it it so request, to send a representative to ~ 'l"--'l f 
participate in the decisions or the Secur1 ty ~" ,u...J... ' 
Ooune11 concerning the employment or contingents ~..J..~ 
or its armed forces.• ~ r-- ~· ,11111 

The Delegate or Oanada announced that he had copies or a i 
proposed text tor paragraph 5, Section D, Chapter VI, whioh 

represented a combination of the Canadian and Netherlands 

amendments. These would be circulated to the delegates 

present. -
~ The Cha.irman~announcing that further meetings, either -Joint or separate, ot the two Suboomm1ttees.-, would be subJeot 

to call, adjourned the meeting at 12:50 p.m. 



.,.. 

(SUMMARY REPORT OF JOINT MEETING OF SUBCOMMITTEES III/1/B 
AND III/3/A, Veterans Building, Room 211, Kay 31, 1945, 
lO:-i5 a.m.) 

Paragraph i, Section J!, Chapter ll 
The Secretary ot Oomm1ttee III/1, at the request ot the 

Chairman, read the text or paragraphs 4 and 5 ot Section D, 
Chapter VI of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. 

I 

The question of procedure arose as to whether these para­
graphs should be considered separately or together. It was 
held by some that they constituted an inseparable whole and by 
others that, since some Delegations had ottered amendments to 
paragraph 5 and not to paragraph 4, they should be discussed 
separately. 

( a) Canadian amendment l2, . paragraph ! 

The Delegate or Canada, 1n response to the Oha1rman•s 
inv1 tat1on to discuss the Canadian amendment to paragraph 4, 
explained that its purpose was simply to provide tnat any mem­
ber ot the Organization, which was not a member of the Security 
Oounoil, should sit as a temporary member, with the right to 
vote whenever matters specially affecting 1ts interests were 
under oons1derat1on • . He admitted that 1n view of the emphasis 
placed upon keeping the Council small and adhering to th Yalta 
voting procedure, the Canadian amendment might oauae alara, 
but pointed out that, with respect to paragraph 4, his Delega­
tion was not so much concerned with settling disputes as with 
handl4ng sitt.tations which might lead to triot1on or disputes. 
In discussing such situations wide areas might be under oon­
s1derat1on 1n which one or more permanent members ot the Ooun­
c11, perhaps a non-permanent member, and one or more non-members 
of the Oounoil might be interested. In such oases, he argued, 
members or the Organization who did not sit on the Oounc11 
should have the same rights as those who did. He concluded by 
asking Delegates representing the sponsoring gover,nments to ex­
plain what would happen in mch cases under the Dupibarton Oaks 
Proposals. 

The Delegate ot China raised two_ questions concern­
ing the Canadian amendment: 1) In the Dumbarton Oaltl text 
it was clear that the Seour1t1 Oouno1l was to decide what 
members ot the Organization might be invited to s1t with the 
Oouno1l when their interests ware atteoted, but the Oanadian 
amendment did not make clear where the decision lay; and 2) 
since the Canadian amendment provided that an interested party 
should sit as a member, and would thus have a vote, this 

-1-



• 

procedure would materially change the Toting system, especially 
1t more than one state were temporarily added to the Oouno11. 

The Delegate of the United States, emphasizing the point 
made that someone must deo14e when a state was to be inTited 
to sit on the Oounc11, said that the Security Oouno1i should be 
regarded as a continuing body, an entity. The Canadian amend­
ment might lead. to the expansion of the Council by quite a 
number and would thus upset the balance, besides introducing 
the possibility of 1lit1gants" passing upon their own •oases.• 
It all interested members were 1nT1ted to sit as members, the 
T1tally important authority and prestige of the Council as a 
quasi-Judicial body might be destroyed. 

The Representat1Ta of the United Kingdom stressed the 
d1tt1oulty ot permitting all countries •specially affMted1 to 
sit on the Council and, at the same time, keeping it~fic1ent 
and quick-acting Security Council. It the choice were lett to 
the countr1ea, then, he feared, an oTerwhelm.1ng number of them 
would suUenly tind the1r 1ntere•ts •specially attected. 1 It 
lett to the Oounc11, he felt that 1t would have a Tery ditt1oult 
time deciding wh1oh countries should be 1nT1ted because, since 
each would have a Tote, the selection m1ght well determine the 
deo1s1on ot the Oouncil 1n the question before it. He hoped, 
therefore, that paragraph 4 of the Dumbarton Oalts dratt would be 
regarded as acceptable, part1cularly in Tiew of two safeguards 
elsewhere 1n the Charter: (1) !he Un1ted Kingdom substitute tor 
the Canadian amendment to Section B, Ohapter VIII, already pre­
sented for consideration at this meeting; and (2) the provisions 
in. paragraph 11, Section· B, Chapter VIII, giT1ng a state which 
found itself confronted with special economio problema,as a 
r~sult ot measures taken by the Oouno11, the right to consult 
w1th the Security Council on their solution. 

The Oanadian Delegate stated that the language of t.ne 
Oanadia.n amendment was taken from a similar provision 1n the 
CoTenant of the League. In reply to the United States, he 
pointed out that the real problem here arose because a state 
already a member of the Oouno11 might be a party to a dispute 
and hence it seemed just to give the other party the same rights. 
With reference to the fears expressed by the United Kingdom, he 
telt that some discretion would have to be um exercised by the 
Oounoil in order to aToid expanding its membership too greatly. 
In T1ew of the explanations made by representatiTes of the sponsor­
ing governments, the Delegate of Oa.nada withdrew his amendment 
to paragraph 4, Seot1on D, Chapter VI. 

The lgyptian Delegate felt that the all-important ques­
tion tor Delegates in dealing with paragraph 4 was whether or not 
the 1 Teto• could be used in the Council when decisions concerning 



.. 

what states oould be invited to participate. 1n a discussion 
were decided. The Chairman replied tnat this question was still 
under oons1deration by the Sponsoring GoTernments and could not 
1et be answered. 

Paragraph ,2, Section ~, .Chapter !l 
The Canadian Delegate stated that, in his opinion, the 

dratting ot the Canadian amendment to .paragraph 5 was de#ective 
in that 1t put non-membe.rs ot the Organiz.ation on the same tooting 
as members or the Organization who were not members ot the Oounoil. 
In consideration of a dispute, since no one who was a party H to 
the dispute could vote, the only serious question arose when 1t 
came to a deeision to impose sanctions • .. Then, in Justice and 
equity, non-members of the Oouno11 should have the same rights 
as members of the Oounoil. He believed that the amendment ottered 
by the Netherlands contained a good formula and, therefore, would 
withdraw the Oanadian amendment with the under1tanding that the 
aaendments proposed by the Netherlands and. others would be dis­
cu.ssed. 

The Australian representative asked, as a matter ot proce­
dure, it it would not be ditf1oult tor delegat.ea to deo1ded upon 
what position to take with respeat to paragraph 5 a1noe it had 
not yet been d1aoussed 1n Committee III/1. Furthermore, as the 
Egyptian Delegate had pointed out, the "shadow of the veto• made 
1t d1ft1oult to take any deo1s1on OIL.these points at tne present 
time. The Delegate of New Zealand supported tne position taken 
by Egypt and Australia with respect to the importance ot the veto, 
because under the Yalta formula a litigant in a dispute might be 
not only a Judge in h1a own case but even the sole Judge. Nothing 
was to be gained b1 ignoring this tact. He had no objeot1on, 
however, to voting on the amendment by the United Kingdom to. Section 
B, Chapter VIII, but thought it would be wiser to postpone all other 
decisions until the position of .the Sponsoring Governments on the 
all-important question ot voting was known. 

f"f 
Depisiop: Subcommittee III 3 A deeded, b:.....::::::..~-
ol_ 8 o O, New Zealand abs a1n19a, t a rove t 

n1 ted Kin do,m su15ati tu..: § for the .Canadian amendment 
to ection B, Chapter VIII, the subs 1tu e o ~e 
~t~dJ)etween paragraphs 5 anq 6 nsteair ot between 
7 and 8, and to read as to.llows: 

•When a decision to use force bae been taken 
by the Seourity Oouno11, it shall, before calling 
upon any Member not represented on it to provide 
armed forces in fulfilment or its obl1gat1one 
under the preoeding paragraph, invite such Member, 
1t it so request, to send a representative to 
participate in the decisions _of the Security Council 
concerning the employment or contingents ot its armed 
toroes.• 



The Delegate of Canada announced that he had copies ot 
a proposed text tor paragraph 5, Section D, Chapter VI, which 
represented a combination of the Canadian and Netherlands 
amendments. !hese would be circulated to .the delegate pre­
sent. 

The Chairman, after announcing that turther meetings, 
either joint or separate, of the two Subcommittees would be 
subject to oall, adjourned the meet~ng at 12:50 p.m. 
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