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SUMMARY REPORT OF WIGHTH EETING
Veterans D IIEing, Room 2 r 22, 1945, 10:30AM

L

The Chairman called the meeting to order at 10:40 a.m.
1. Procgdure

The Committee decided to appoint a Drafting Subcommittee;
1ts composition would be determined later. o

With reference to the rules of procedure adopted at the
sixth meeting, the Chairman pointed out that the Steering
Committee had now given a ruling under which a Delegate might
speak only twice on any one question. This ruling would only

be relaxed in the future with the consent of the Committee.

2. Discussion of Working Paper

As the 1nformél discussions on Paragraphs Ah and BB were
reported to be still in progress, the Committee agaln postponed
consideration of these paragraphs.

The Delegates from Greece and Belgium suggested certain
changes in the drafting of Section B of the paﬁér;A@WM
referred yo-«hﬂ{DraftingdSubcomqi}tge. ,The Delegate for France

Astated'that in the view of his Delegation "tutelle internationall
was an accurate translation of "trusteeship".

The following amendment was proposed by the Delegate for

Egypt and seconded by the Delegate for Irag:

To delete from Paragrah B3 the word "only" in .
line 1, the words from "such" in line 1 to rb’i?pp
u";'. . f.'leu ?,c._ (1’:’ R "1"' r {
P _- L ....l'l,i..JifJ LL"‘__ m“ /1(_;&‘1,,[(((“/
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"arrangements™ in line 3 inclusive, and the
whole of the last sentence but one in the
paragraph; and to insert the word "all"™ after
"(a)" in 1line 3,
In/support of this motion, it was pointed out that there
were two references in Paragraph 3 in different terms to sub-
sequent agreements and that these references were ambiguous.

() £ -
In connection with Sub-paragraph,K76Ek*sting Mhndates)

_the-oPiginel-concepb-of mamtates™ under the«Leaguas of- w;
v ernle. 3
no/értcr title to a mandated territory could lie with a mandatory

power, It was for the League itself to pass title to such

e, o oo X wenttr aand, o Lhs A" 09 e )
territor d not for the mandatory power to under-

take to do so byZ&n agreementa Questions

concerning the protection of vested financial interests could be
taken care of perhaps by an article in the agreement between

the old League and the new Organization, but in any case financial
interests were of secondary concern as compared with the major
question of the welfare of peoples, It would be evidently im=-
possible for two parallel systems--the League system and the new

Trusteeship system=-to continue to exist side by side. In

() ¢
connection with Sub-pa §§r§ph (E&-enemy territory) an ex-
enemy state could 7‘beweﬂ$nunuai to be party to an agreement

for the placing of its territory under a Mandate,

= 4




qkﬂ‘ﬁpThe surrender of enemy powers would not extend to
detalls of the disposlition of their territory. In commection
withjéﬁb-paragraph‘9/i¥bluntary/T/ nsfer), subseguent agreements suesrv’
> g /; sifacviag B .ooxilespabuiact q?,,,wwtawﬂuﬂw
w&3 super uoua in/Paragrap
Objection was taken to the proposed amendment on the
ground that it would have the effect of creating a compuléory
system, and thus of legislating beyond the competence of the
present Conference, It would also ?re-judge decisions which
ought to be left to subsequent g::ii:;:; of the United Nations.
The proposedafrusteeship system would differ appreciably from
the League system ofg%andates, and the simple form of succession
suggested by the Egyptian Delegate was therefor%//not practicable,
No power now holding a”ﬁﬁndate should be expected to continue
to accept responsibility under a new system, ifiit had no share
in declding upon the revised terms of 1its trust . L;itlnttaﬂ"‘
was-also-drawn=to~the vote taken at.the previous meeting-on-
Paragraph Bl, where the Committee-hadsdecided by an-overwhelming
majority to retain .the roforeﬁﬁi“!ﬁ“ThdividuaT*!grbamant;:g

Decision: For purposes of voting, the

amendment was divided into two parts. The

proposed deletions were rejected by 22 votes

$0 5 and the proposed addltion by 20 votes

to 6.
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‘,-—L/(_/V{ - é" G’\
The Delegate for Argentina stated that he would-be

B3 (c)[ nder ecty mamely-that
Wih“auﬁvregﬁlexdlﬁ;iigi; to territories which might be placed
under trusteeship as a result of either the present war or the
war of 1914-18¢ 4,{,., Ifu/b muﬁ’rr \tlca{z M s ALTOALAALL.

The Delegate for Guatemala, supported bv the Delegate for
El Salvador, moved the addition of the following sentence to
the end of Paragraph B3 (c), after thé word "administration":

"The Trusteeship aysteg;not be applied to
territories in disPute;\concerning which there.
is pending any question, claim, controvery, or
‘atigation between states members of the Inter-
national Organization".

The proposal was supported on the ground that the system
should protect the rights of third parties., Its opponents
maintained that this protection was already afforded by Paragraphs
ﬁ4 and BS. The amendment would also, if adopted, le$ﬁ the
way open for the removal from the &rusteeship system of any
territory over which a dispute might arise in the future.

With reference to the é;pponzm;é?k;gumant presented by
the Guatemalan Delegation in Doc. 405, II/4/15 (1), the Delegate |

for the United Kingdom de¢dared that his Government could not
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accept the contention that the Repubiic of Guatemala had

any rights in the tempitory of -Belize,
Discussion of this amendment was adjourned until the next
meeting at 3:30 PM on Wednesday, May 23.

The meeting was adjourned at 1:10 P.M,
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PRECIS

‘e

Committee II/4 held its eighth meeting on May 22, 1945
at 10:30 a,m. A decision was taken to appoint a Prafting
_Sﬁbcommittee. As informel discussions on %é}agrapha Al and
B2 of the working paper were still in progress, the Committee
proceeded with Paragraph B3, The Delegate for Egypt, aeconded
by the Delegate for Iraq, proposed an amendment which would
haze_(a) deleted bo#hafeferﬁpcﬁa to subaeanent agreeme%fa, and
(Jb) provided that all existing mndates without exception should
be brought within the 4§uatoaship system., Bothparts of the
amendment were defeated on-a vote. Discussion was then begun
and adjourned on an amendment by the Delegate for Guatemala,
seconded by the Delegate for El Salvador. The effect of this
proposal would be to exclude from the-f}usteeship system all
territories forming the subject of dispute or ;itigation between

"(-
members of the-{nternational10%ganization.




COMMUNTI

Committee IT/4 held its eighth meeting on May 22, 1945,
at 10:30 A,Y, Informal discussions on Paragrephs A,l and
B of tho';orking paper were reported to be still in progress,
The Committee, therefore, resumed consideration of Paragrdaph B,3,

The following amendment was proposed by the lelegate for
Egypt and seconded by the Delegate for Iraq:

To delete from Paragraph B3 the word "only"
in line 1, the words from "sueh" in line 1 to
"arrangements” in line 3 inclusive, and the
whole of the last sentence but one in the
paragraphy and to insert the word "all" after
“(a)" in line 3,

In support of thnis motion, it was pointed out that there
were two references in Paragraph 3 in different terms to subde
sequent agrcements and that these references were ambiguous,

In connection with subeparagraph (a) (existing mandates), no
private title to & mandated territory could lie with a mandatory
power, It was for the League itself to pass title to susch
territoriea, perhaps by a general agreenent with the new organie
zation, and not for the mandatory power to undertake to do so
by individual agreements, GQuestions concerning the protection

of vested financiasl interests could be taken care of perhaps

-le




by an article in the agreement between the old League and the
new Organization, but.in any cese financial interests were of
secondary concern as compared with the major question of the
welfare of peoples, It would be evidently impossible for two
parellel systemse~the League system and the new Trusteeship
system==to continue to exist side by side, In connection -
with sub-paragraph (b) (ex-enomy territory) an ex-enemy state
could certainly not be allowed to be party to an sgreement
for the placing of its territory under a Mandate, The surrender
of enemy powers would not extend to details of the disposition
of their territory, In connectlion with sub-peragraph (c)
(voluntary transfer), sgreements were not celled for, Conse=
quently, reference to individual agreements was altogether
superfluous in Parsgraph 3,

Objection wae teken to the proposed amendment on the ground

T R P L A TR N TS T W T

i:hnt 1t would have the effect of creating & compulsory system,
and thus of legislating beyond the competence of the present
Conference, It would also pre-juige decisions which cught to

=

be left to subsequent meetinzs of the United Nations, The
proposed trusteeship system would differ sppreciably from the
League system of mandates, and the simple form of succession
suggested by the Egvptian Delegate was thersfore not practicable,
No power now holding a mandate should be expected to continue

to sccept responsibility under a new aystem, i1f it had no share

B ‘ ‘




- g ST T S sl - e A TR o s A R R L N T R T R e e e o 2 T
N S T e R T N S R T e

WRERE

in deciding upon the revised terms of its trust,

The Dslegate for Cuatemala, supported by the Delegate for
El Salvador, moved the addition of the following sentence to
the end of Parsgraph B3 (¢), after the word "administration":

”'Tho Trusteeship aystem shall not be applied
to territories in dispute, concerning which there
is pending any gquestiocn, claim, controversy, or
mitigation between states members of the Intere
national Orgenization”,

The proposal was supported on the ground that the system
should protect the rights of third parties, Ita opponents
maintained that thls protoction wes alreedy afforded by Porge
graphs B,4 and B,5, The amendment wculd also, if adopted,
leave the way open for the removal from the trusteeship system
of any territory over which 2 dispute might arisze in the future,

Discussion of this amendment wes adlourned until the next
meoting et 3:30 PM on Wednesday, Mey 23,




PROGRESE REPORT

.,'

At the eighth meeting of Committee II/4, discussion of
the working paper (Doc, 323, 11/4/12) was continusd, The
Delegate for the United States (Mr, Stassen) said that the
informal discussions between certain members of the Come
mittee on the question of whether independence should dbe
an aim of the trusteeship system were progressing. He was
reasonably certain t'at he would be able to report to the
Conmittee at its next meeting.

The Committee declded to appoint a Drafting Subcommite
tee, the composition of which would be decided upon at the
next meeting,

Certain members offered suggestions with regard to
remedying ambiguities which they found in the wording of
Section B of both the French and English texts of the worke
ing paper, The Chairman asked that such suggestions be
given to the Drafting Subcommittee,

The Delegate from Egypt moved an amendment to Paragraph
B3 (see summary report), His motion was seconded by the
Delegate for Iraq and 1t was opposed by delegations from the
United States, United Kingdom, Netherlands, "rance and other
countries, By permission of the Committee, the Egyptian
Delegate spoke three times in support of his motion, In the

-1-
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voting on the motion (which was split into two parts), Egzypt
was supported by Irag, Lebanon, Liberia, Saudi Arabia and
Syria (on one or both of votes),

The Argentine Delegate asked that a statement which he
made of hu/ government's position in connection with Paragraph
3 be made a matter of record,

The Committee discused an amendment :.r:gr:’ph@?:hﬁ‘
had been cireulated previously {Boc. 405, II/4/15 (1) ) to the
effect that the trustoeship system would not apply to territories
in dispute in the document, The amendment was accompanied by &
statement of reasons in which reference was made to "a controe-
versy with Great Eritain in relation to Cuatemalan sovereignty
over Belize (British Homduras)". The Chairmen reminded the
Committee that 1t could not discuss particular territories,

The Cuatemalan Delegate, who was seconded by the Delegate from
El Salvador, supported the amendment on the basis of geneoral
principles, The Delegate for the United Kingdom (Lord Cranborne)
expressed surprise that the document had been passed for circu-
lation by the Secretariat, He also said that "his government
did not accept the assertions made in the statement of reasons
accompenying the amendment and asked that his remarks be put

on the record, The Chairman explained that the International
Secretariat, which had passed the document, was in a position

to ‘mow what the general policy of the Conference was in respect

-
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to the meceptance of documents, He also peinted out that the
amendment taken by Itself relaté@: tc the general subject

matter of Paragraph B2, The Delegate for Greece expressed the
opinion that the amendment was unnecessary.

At this point, the Lelegate for China (Dr, Wellington Koo)
made & very effective speech, lie sugzested that the Committee
should consider whetnher the motion should be pushed to a vote,
The principle set forth in the amendment was so comprehensive
that 4f the motion were adopted the Committee could not foresee
vhat the full consequences would be, On the other hand, 1if
the motion were rejected, the vote would be interpreted as an
indication that the C.mmittee was opposed to the general principle
=ef situation which would plsce the Committee and even the Cone
ference in a difficult situation, Such action would also pre=-
Judice the position of Guatemala, He, therefore, asked the
Delegate for Cuatemala whether he would Bot be satisfied with
g statement in the minutes with rezard to the amendment without
pressing for a vote on the subject, The Chairman supported the
suggestion of Lr, Koo, adding that the Guatemslan Delegate might
wish to think the matter over until the next meeting, The
Chairman then dedllared the meeting adjourned without permitting
further discussion,



EIGHTH MEETING COMMITTEE II/4
May 22, 19‘5

I PROCEDURE

III

It might be useful to point out to the Committee
that a drafting sub-committee will be appointed, a
little later, in order to produce a final Committee
draft after the Committee has voted on the working
paper paragraph by paragraph. The sub-committee will
report back to the Committee before the results of
the Committee decislons are sent on to the Coordination
Committee.

This procedure will be useful since, by action of
the Bteering Conmittee yesterday, questions decided by
any Technical Committee may go to the Coordination
Committee and not return to the Conmittee in which
they originated.

CONTINUATION OF DISCUSSION OF WORKING PAPER

MEETING: WEDNESDAY AT 3:30




