


TaE UNITED NATIONS CONFERENCE
ON INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZATION
San Francisco, California, U.S. A.



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commigsion III Committee 1 Date

Delegation HAITI
(fI1I1 in name of country)

Voting Delegate --

Slgnature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III Committee 1

Delegation CUBA

pateMAY 23 1945

(fill in name of country)

Voting Delegate --

(to be collected by the usher)

Signature



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Bate MAY 23 1945

Commigsien T Committee 1
Delegation DOMINICAN REPUBLIC
3 n name of country)

Voting Delegate

(to be collected by the usher)

Signature



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission i Committee il

Delegation EGYPT

pateMAY 23 1945

(T111T i name of country)

Voting Delegate --

(to be collected by the usher)

Signature



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission Committee

——

-

Delegation

MAY 2% 1945
Date

—(PARAUAY - s o7 Country)

Voting Delegate --

(to be collected by the usher)

Slgnature



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 23 1945
Commission U 1 Committee 1 Date

Delegation ARGENTINA
(TIIT in name of country)

/)%ﬂ_/d f CVZM

Voting Delegate --

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III Committee 1 pate /'Y 3 sa45

Delegation AUSTRALTA

(f1IIT 1 name of country) '
Voting Delegate -- W

Slgnature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III Committee 1 Date MAY 231945

Delegation _
l?fff ER T of country) . :
B ane Y hvermn
Voting Delegate ~--

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission _ III Committeek 1 DateMAY 23 1945

Delegation BOLIVIA
(TII1 in name of country)

)MMW
Voting Delegate —{i%: e

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 23 1945
Commission TEL. .2 Committee 1] Date

Delegation BRAZIL
“(f111 in name of country)

%QLM Ry {/

Signature //

Voting Delegate

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Conmission III Committee 1 Date MAY 2 3 1945
Delegation BYELORUSSIAN S. S. R.
(f111 i name of country)
Voting Delegate -ﬁ;éjl /z {ou ’ bf oo
Slgnatur

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

"
Commission ITT Committee 1 Dike MAY 2 3 1945

Delegation CANADA
111 in name of country)

Voting Delegate pﬁ%jg coryy L. /5

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III Committee 1 pate MAY 23 1945
Delegation CHILE
“(fIIT in name of country) u/
Voting Delegate ‘%,./
H’wm#_____——"

(to be collected by the usher) ijal‘“'

Germa‘n



ATTENDANCE RECORD |
MAY 23 1945

Commission TITI Committee 1 : Date

Delegation CHINA
(fi1T 1 name of country)

Voting Delegate -,/% (/ﬂ M‘MT

Signature

(to be collected by the usher) Mm 7,@,&4 ._%\




ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission __ III Committee 1 Date MAY 23 1945

Delegation COLOMBIA
(fill in name of country)

Voting Delegate --

7 \

. V/
(to be collected by the usher) A ) { v
Alberts Gon ?_q/ez:w ft"«',ma ndez



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III _ Committee ___ 1 pate MAY 23 1015
Delegation COSTA RICA ,,,7

(TI1T in name of country)

oé A -é?t«wkr{w-@ 7

Voting Delegate ~--

Slgnature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission _ 1717 Committee 1 __ Date MAY 23 1945

Delegation CZECHOSLOVAKIA
(f1IT in name of country)

Voting Delegate -- 9/0'3)‘-/)1— A &
O Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 23 1945

Commission III Committee 1 Date
Delegation EL SALVADOR
(TI1IT in name of country)
Voting Delegate --
Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

i MAY 23 1945

Commission LIT Committee 5

Delegation ETHIOPIA
(fI11 in name of country)

-~

Voting Delegate M =5

——— Signature

-

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission _III Comsittos 1 ke MAY 23 1945

Delegation FRANCE
(f111 iu name of country)

Voting Delegate -- > Evdouy

Signature/
Vﬂ ] -

(to be collected by the usher)

V



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission ITI Committee X Date MAY 23 1945

Delegation GREECE
(fill in name of country)

Voting Delegate -- 7—4 @ %“ ;{Q{

Signaﬁﬁre

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission 31z Committee &

Date

MAY > 3 1945

Delegation _(__-‘L
£i1l in name of country)

Voting Delegate

(to be collected by the usher)

723




ATTENDANCL RECORD

Commission III Committee 1 Date MAY 2 3 1945

Delegation

(fi!! in name of country)

Voting Delegate W/{/r ﬂw
: Signature
(to be collected by the usher)

723




ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission T Committee 4 pate MAY 2 3 1945

Delegation

(fif!‘f% name of country)

Voting Delegate /{b/( i

SIénature
(to be collected by the usher)

723



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission ITI  Committee 1 pate MAY 23 1945

Delegation QN
(fill in name of country)
Voting Delegate ”[//(ift/ﬁ7

gnature
(to be collected by the usher)

723



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 2 7 1945

Commission IIX Committee 1 Date

Delegation TW
i1l in name of country)
Voting Delegate 'Z/ NAAL C %&{9 t:rvr__.. E\
(to be collected by the usher) -j

723

o e

‘-,,n__!'f'




ATTENDANCE RECORD

11X pate MAY 23 1945

Commission Committee

HSIC0

ill iIn name of country)

Voting Delegate 5 / f ( /// / /ﬁd{j/%«;

Delegation

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)

723



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 2 2 1945

Commission 33y Committee 1 Date

Delegation

£ITT In name oi country)

-
Voting Delegate ﬂ/. /(/E[—S TRA

Signature

(to be collected by the usher) /
e \/ fieat

e




ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III Committee 1 Date

MAY >3 15

Delegation e
ﬂ?!&f !A %ame of country) //

V4
Voting Delegate {

Sign

(to be collected by the usher)

723

ature



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission 111 Committee 1 pate MAY 23 1815

Delegation W = /
i n name of country)/

Voting Delegate

Signature

Y/ [} / ‘
m [/( Fm T Jen e 4 ad Y

(to be collected by the usher)

723 i\
i



ATTENDANCE RECORD'

MAY 2 3 1945

Commission T3 Comnittee b ! Date
Delegation
(fiﬂ%ame of' country) I _
) (
42?_ ) /”)
Voting Delegate -- ot ol s 3. ¥ A
Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 23 1945

Commission III Committee 1 Date

Delegation
(f!!! 111 name of country)

Voting Delegate//ﬁfi4ﬂﬂﬁ—LA,é*=~g(/.;n.

B it

Sign&
(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 2 % 1945
Commission _XII Committee _§ pate MAY 23 1945

Delegation

(FIIT in name of country)

¥
Voting Delegate -- %’7

*Sighature g

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission Committee Dute =7

Delegation

Voting Delegsa

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD
MAY =z
Commission Commlittee Date 13 1945

I 1

Delegation N s 94461,&/( e
AHABYA of country)

Voting Delegate —@Q}d}_ﬂ ﬁaﬂ‘ A B ‘{P M&“\

Slgnature

(to be collected by the usher)




ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 23 1945

Commisgsion Committee Date
—IIT

Delegation

(THMREKX TEne of country)

Voting Delegate ,//¢//ﬁ /4/////f#L’41”4§553

Slignature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission III Committee 1 DatdiAY 23 1945
Delegation
Fil n name of country)
— . o
( of [ ;
Voting Delegate -- 7£AJJO'M/V Cz;” o (,ﬁaﬁ€f71

Slgnature

; Cotn @ A AR
(to be collected by the usher) = __“J“f?D




ATTENDANCE RECORD

_, MAY 23 1945
Commission III Committee 3 Date

) gl on

Delegation %A(f? aq N en

unfry)

1)
Voting Delegate 42??L4 U cjﬁ

SIgnature
(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission IIX Committee 1

Delegation
( Hqﬁnﬂn ﬁeﬂ luo'%' !ounlgry)

Voting Delegate

(to be collected by the usher)

., MAY 2 3 1945

Date

P L ‘___-_'________'____,_._____ A
— augure



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commissien 111 Committee __ 9 Pate MAY 23 1945

Delegation

n name of CoOuntry

Voiuadind

Voting Delegate 41
) Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commissien IIX Committee 1 sate

Delegation
B 6 4 T YT of country)

) - /N N} { /
Voting Delegate \\ng (:~'wfufgt.'vﬂwﬂ.,xr\h'\uf’/\\
Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

" MAY 273 1945
Commissien __ 31X Committee 1 Mate

Delegation \{‘ x/qduﬁﬁ\
MG of counfiry)
1 .\I

Voting Delegate \ AL \.._  NTRANSNAAD

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commissien _ gy Committee 1 Pate MAY 18945

WMA
Delegation |
e of country) | ///ﬂ
Voting Delegate KEQ R (

Signature
(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 2 3 1945
Commissien zzy  Committee 1 Bate

Delegation

Voting Delegate

3ignatiure
(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY > 3 1915

Commissien Tit Committee 3 Bate
Delegation ’
IO R A R Ty ) /
Voting Delegate MM _M,::';'\ //{
' Slgnaﬁ@e

(to be collected by the usher) — .



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission XXX cCcommittee &

Delegation EGUADGR

pate WAY 23 1945

(fill in name of country)

Voting Delegate --

(to be collected by the usher)

Signature



ATTENDANCE RECORD

| MAY 1945
Commission 111 Committee 1 Date 23
Delegation GUATEMALA
(fill in name of country)
Voting Delegate --
Signature

(to be collected by the usher)



ATTENDANCE RECORD

Commission 15z Committee 2 Date MAY 2 3 1945
Delegation
_Mame of country)
Voting Delegate
Signature

(to be collected by the usher)

723



ATTENDANCE RECORD

MAY 23 194
Commission JXIX Committee g Date 23 1945

Delegation m
£ill in name of country)

Voting Delegate

.._.
e

Signature

(to be collected by the usher)

723



The United Nstions Conference

on International Organization RESTRICTED

Doc. 555 (ENGLISH)
III/1/27
Mey 24, 1945

COMMISSION 111 Security Council

Committee 1 Structure and Procedures

SUMMARY REPORT OF THIRTEENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE II1/1

Veterans Bullding, Room 223, May 23, 1945, 8:45 p.m.

The thirteenth meeting of the Committee was opened
by the Chairmen at 8:45 p.m.

The Cheirman reviewed the proceedings of the Committee
to dete. He stated thet after heving completed the con-
sideration of Section A, Chapter VI, the Committeec had
adopted certein decisions respecting the composition of
the Security Council. It had clso completed & generel
discussion of Section C, the detelled considcration of
this section, however, to be teken up &s soon &8 Subcom-
mittee III/1/B submits its report.

The Cheirmen further stated thet at the mecting held
on May 22, peregrephs 1, 2, end 3, Section D, Chepter VI
hed been cdopted. Cecrteln emendments respecting percgraphs
4 end 5 were referrcd to Subcommittece III/1/B, for which
reeson the vote on peregreph 4 wes postponed. The emend-
ment of the sponsoring governments to pcrogreph 5 was
odopted ¢s & besis for discussion by the Committee without
prejudice to the considerction by the Committec of cmendments
of other delegctions with respect to this percgroph. At
the proper time, when the report of Subcommittee III/1/B
is received, peregrephs 4 end 5 will be congidered cnd voted
UupolIl.

The Chedirmen then stoted thet the conslderction of
Section B, Chepter VI would be commenced, this Scction
covering the principel functions and powers of the Sccurity
Council. He recelled tho fect that Committee III/1 hed
cepproved the report of Subcommittec III/1/A, presided
over by the Repportcur of the Committee, Mr. Castro, which
report recommcnded thet cll of Section B be referred to the
jurisdiction of this Committec. This report, he stcted,
hed been epproved by the Coordinction Committec,
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thet period the experiment of conferring,extensive da%&eaibouJarS
on the Scecurity Council would be shown td hove succceded or
feiled. However, he felt thet the some results might be ob-
teined by & chenge in the voting proccdurc or cmendment to
the Chorter cnd he weuld be willing to withdrow the cmend-
ment in this cease. The pruposcl to edjourn discussion on
the Mecxicen enendment wes scconded by Bolivie end Breazil.

Deceision: It wos decided to adjourn discussicn
on the Mexicen crendment by & vote of 21 to O.

c. Cecnedicn Amendment (Doc. 2, G/14 (t), p. 2;
150 in Doc. 360 (English) ITI/1/16, p. 15)

The Delcgete of Cencde suggested thot the Cormittce
might cpproprictely discuss os cn additicn to percgreph 1 the
Cenedicn cnendment te cdd 2o new porecgreph to Section D, to
the effect thot the Sccurity Council should subnit cnnucl
end, when necessory, speclcl reports to the Geoneral Asscmbly
fur its considerction. He observed thot this cmendment wes
& corcllery tu the powsr of the Genercel Asscribly to receive
reports from the Sccurlity Council s set forth in Cheopter V,
Section B, pcregreph 8. It wes consequently proposed thet
the ccorresponding cbligetion be pleced un the Sceurity
Council. The Cencdien crendment wes scconded by the Delegotes ’//
cf Austreclic cnd Turkey. The Delegote of Brezil celled ot- >L,f
tention tc the Brezilion cncndment to Cheopter oece
percgreph 8, being considered in enother Comni tcu, to thb
cffect thet the Gencrol Asscribly should discuss the reports
¢ the Sccurity Council, cnd felt thot the Cangdian crend-
ment right cpproprictely use the term "discuss". The
Dclegete of Cencde wes ¢f the opinion thot the torn "econsidor"
would include discussicn cnd proposcd that his cmendment
be cdopted uncltered, lecving it tc the Couvrdinoation Com-
nittec to bring the twe texts into hormeny 1f neccssory.

Dcelsicn: The Cancdien cmenduent wes adepted

by & yute o 35 T O.

Decelsicn: Peregreph 1, Sectiun B, Chhpt@r VI,
of the Dumbcorton Ocks Priposcls, os amunaodhﬁy
the eddItion ¢f the sentonce yr;posc

C‘nudicn Dclcgtte, wis cdopted by C VLYT 4o

—— WS e — oi—

befuru gnuthcr Cu“ﬂittub, hu_.u la -sgryu full rights tu
prepose & roeconsiderg . th€#Mc icen cmendment when the
report of the Tlttee wos reccéived ond recquested thet
this bg ribed in the minutes. /This was acceded tou by
cirmen.
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3. Pocrcgreph 2, Secticn B, Chepter VI

c. Norwegicn Amcndiment (Doc. 2, G/{ n) (1) E
clsc in Doc. 360 (English), IT1/1/16, B

Thc Delegate of Norwoey cbserved thut the Norwegion
cmendrient tc edd ¢ finel CluUSu thet "the provisiuns of
the Chorter cnd the considcecrotion thet no sclution sheuld
bc inpoesed upcen ¢ stete of o n;turo te impelir its cenfidence
in its future scecurity or welforc" wes mede with o view to
estcblishing rules of conduct for the Sccurlty Ccuncil, The
Security Council was vested with enormous powers end little
restreint wes ploced upon thelr cxercise by the Dumberton
Ocks Prcposcls. The cheopters vn Purpcoscs cnd Principles
offcred nu such rules, with the excoption c¢f the principle
of the sovercign equelity of stotes. He felt thet o
basic rule of cunduct must be fornmulcted s o restroint
cn the Sceurity Cuuncil cnd os & gugrmntbu thet 1t weuld
nct rosort tu o "politique de componsction". Whotever
sccerifices the Security Ccuncil might requirce of & ncticn
should not be Jf such ¢ neture ¢s to inpelr the confidence
ef thet netivn in its future.

The Dgl gote ¢f Czeelhioslovekie expleined thot his
Guvernnent®s propusel, tc whieh the h)PWuLian Delegrte
hed referred, wes in the neture of en observoticn. Slnce
1t dececlt with the lgrguw problon of respect for territoricl
integrity under cunsidercticn in Cermittee I/1 he did nct
wish tu hove it considered here.

The Representative of the United Kingdom, in c¢ppcsing
the Norweglien cmendrient, peclnted cut thet its purpese wes
clrecdy served by the crionded principles in Chugter I, where
it wes stipulected thet the Orgenizeticn wes to "bring “bout
by pceaeccful meens, end with duc regerd for principles of
justice cnd internc¥ICnel lcw, edjustment ur scttlement ..
¢tc. In his .pinicn, the Norwegion emendment wes nct o
desircble wey of steting the case becousce he censidorcd it
inzdviscble t¢ 1imit the Counell in its - ccticns, os wos in
cffeet prepescd, when it wes deeling with & lawbrecker.

In reply, the Dclegecte of Norwey csserted thet the
enendment, though its wording rnight be lnproved, wes not
intended to deecl with cggressors of the prescent wor, but
with the futurc. The nmcembers of the Orgonizeotion should
heve sone ossurence, not vnly of their independence cnd
territoricl integrity, but zlsc of their cvntinuua uristoncu
&8 puliticel cntities. The quotaticn from the "principles"”
given by the previius specker conteined ne rule of conduct
for the Sccurity Council, ot whose disposcl coverwhelming
powers hed been plecced. There wes ne prublen connceted
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with its peecific settlemcnt of disputes, but only with

1ts coercive cction in epplying scenctions. The Norwegleon
Delegete felt thot Chepter I wes not the right ploce for
rulcs governing thc Security Council. He questioned finelly
whether the word "justice" had in feet been introduced into
the text of Chepter I of ths Cherter.

The Delegete of the Unltced Stotes supported the
opinion thet Sceticon B of Chopter VI was nct the proper
plece for the Norweglen emcendment. He csscrted thet the
Committec doalinﬁ with Princlplcs end Purposcs had cdded
such phrescs &8 "regerd for principles of justice and
internctionel lew", "respect for the principle of equcl
rights cnd sclf determinction of people", cnd "promotion
and encouragement of respect for humen rights cnd for
fundementel freedoms for cll without respect to roce,
lengucge, religion, or scex...'! These, in his opinion,
constituted the highest rules of conduct. Furthermcre,
the Chertcr hed tu be consldered in its centirety end if
the Sccurity Council vicleted its principles end purposcs
it would be acting ultre vircs. Finelly he polnted cut
thet the phrese in THS NWorweglen emendment referring to
the impelrment of ¢ netion's "confidence in its future
security cr welferc" wes imprecticcble becouse the Sccurity
Council could not bose its action solely ¢n the attitude
of the peuple of the cunntry concerncd.

The Austreolion Delegete cgreed thet Norwey's cmend-
ment was important. He further cgrcod thet its proper
plccc wes in cnother pert of the Cherter to which Austrelic
hed propused cn cmendment thet 1) netions should refrain
from threcet or usce of foreco cgelnst one cnother. Thisg
idec, as well cs the Czechoslovek desire for gucrentecs
of independcnee cnd territoricl integrity, wes concerned
with thc scme besic question es tho Norwegien emendment,
but belungeddn an cerlicr seetion ¢f the Cherter. The
Delegate of Greece conecurred cnd cherocterized the Nor-
wegien cmendment o8 osne which would be difficult to epply.

The Represcentetive of Mexico esked the Delegote of
the United Btetes if he weas in favor of inscrting on
ellusicn to justicc and interncticnel low luredictely
efter the plircse "to meintain interncticnel pecee and
scceurity" in percgreph 1, Chepter I. He reiscd the
qucsticn beecuse Mexice had ¢ siniler cmendment.

The Delegete of the Ukreinlen Suviet Souelclist
Republic decleored that as Choiruen of Commdttee I/1
he could seay thet the phrosc concerning justice cnd
internceticnel low hed been ceeepted by the Commlttec.
He, therefire, ccnsidered thoet the purpouse of the Nor-
weglon emendment hed been clrecdy echicved, for the
principles cnd purpuses set forth ot the beginning of
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the Cherter —pplicd not only to the stetes members of
the Orgcnizction but clso to the Security Council cnd
no useful servicc could be scrved in repecting them.
The Delegete of the United Stotes, replying to the
Mexicen represcntotive, believed thet this stctement
enswered the question that hed been put to him.

The Checirmon, ruling thot the emendment had becn
thoroughly discussed, put thce motter to ¢ vote.

o
Decligion: | The Norweglien cmendment to
reph ¥ cctlon B, Chapter VI, wes

_1 g, vofu of 10 E I
f—

Dececlsion: Peregrcoph 2, Section B, Chopter
VI of the Dumbcirton Ogcks Proposcls, wi.s
2dopted by @ votc of 20 to O.

— et e e tm— e

4. Perogreph 3, Section B, Chopter VI

No cmendmecnts werc prescnted to this porcgreph end

Deciglon: Porogreph 3, Section B,
Chcptor VI, of ohc Dumberton Ocks Pro-
poscls, wos tdopted by ¢ vote of 30 to O.

-__-.————_-—__—

5. Parcgreph 4, Section B, Chapter VI

£. Liberlicn ond Moxiccn Amendments (Doce. 360
(English), I1I/1716, D. 5)

The Cheirmen suggested that since the Libericn end
Mexiccn hmundmcnts Were so similcr, UQluSS thurc was ob

The Delegcte of Liburlu hgrued. Thc Rcorcsontativu of
Mexico pointecd out thet his ocmendment (Doc. 2, G/? (c)
(1), pe 11) rcforred to the right of cppecl to the As-
sembly with rcstrictions provided for by cn cuendment

to poregroph 1, Scetion B, of Chapter V. He proposcd

thercfore thet it should not:bo dlscussed untll the work 5
of thc Committee on the Assembly hed becn complceted. .

&
§
\
there wos no discussion.
jection ow
‘bgu'u'ﬂ}_ This wes egrecd upon.

—

b, Belglon Amendment

The Belgilcon Delcegeote suggested thet confidence
in the excrcisc of the Councll's powcrs could be rein-
forced if in peregreph 4 it should be cleorly stoted
thet the Cecuncil wes cecting with respect to Chopter VIII,
He thercfore moved cn cmendment to add efter the words
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"decisions of the Security Council" the words "teoken under
Chepteor VIII". This, he belicved, would mect the objective
of the severcl proposcd cmendments and would clorify the
obligations which members woere to undertcke.

Scvercl delegotes scconded this cmendment.

The Representotive of the United Kingdom noted that
while the Belgion emendment scemed to be e very simple one
it wes reclly one of substence and of very greot importance.
The Council hed other dutics besides those prescented in
Chepter VIII cnd the implicotions of the Belgicn cmendment
nceded carcful study. As o point of order he asked if the
Belgiecn motion could be properly considercd by the Committce
until 1t hed gone through the proper chonnels for the
presentotion of new cmendments to the Conferencc.

The Chairmon egreed thot the Belgicn cmendment would
hove to be presented through the preper chenncls end pro-
posed & vote upon the Dumbarton Ocks text of parcgreph 4.

The Canezdion Representotive, however, pointed out
thet the text woas not cntlrely clecr in its implications
cnd esked if one of the sponsoring governments would stote
whether or not under thils poregroeph the Scecurity Council
could call on ¢ member to teke militery cction not
covercd in the specicl cgrecment or cgrcecments, to which
thot member would be & perty under Chepter VIII, Sectlion B,
parcgreph 5.

The Delegate of the United Stetes cgein emphesized
thet the Charter must be construed in its cntircty end
thet no single parcgreph could be scparcted from the
rest of the documcnt. Therc werc specicl provisions which
would override generel prcvisions, and the cnswer to the
question wes ¢ cotegorical "No".

A division of opinicn ercse cs to whether or not
peregreph 4 should now be voted upon, but o motion'.to
adjourn wcs cerried by o vote of 20 to 3.

The mecting was cdjourned ot 11 p.m.
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!_ — SUMMARY REPORT OF THIRTEENTH MEETING” ?
"OF COMMITTEE II1I/1 .

Veterans Building, Room 223, May 23, 1945, 8:30 p.m.

The thirteenth meeting of the Committee was opened
by the Chairman at 8:45 p.m.
1. Title of Chepter VIII, Section B.

a. Norwegian Amendment (Doec. 2, G/7 (n) (1) p
aleo in Doc. 360, (EnglishT 111/1/18, p. 1)

The Delegate of Norway proposed that the word "principal
be deleted from the title to conform with the legal rules
applicable to such a definition, to make the title consistent
with the title of Chapter V, Section B, and to eliminate the
vagueness inherent in the present phrase« The Norweglan
amendment wés seconded by the Delegate of France. The Dele-
gate of Australla pointed out that the amendment was a matter
of drafting and suggested that the Delegate of Norway permit
his proposal to be referred to the Committee of Coordinsation.
This suggestion was acceptable to the Delegate of Norway.

Decision: It was decided without further :Lscu«a on
dgkmme to refer the Norweklan amendment =)

for the deletion of the word "principal"
to the Coordination GCommittee.

2. Paragraph 1, or=Gisesbesily Section B Oﬁw-pda'f/j

(20. Chilean Amendment (Doc G/?7 (1) p.6; also in
Doc. 360 (English) I11 _716 % -4

The Delegate of Chile stated that he would withdraw his

amendment to add the sentence "such responsibility would last
o
s

g0 long as the Assembly does not runctionﬂuntil it 1ie called",

in the interests of expediting the debate,since this amend-



ment, as well as others[to thia_section_iroposed by ChiIEP

were being discussed in other G%mmitteea.
-

by ) Mexican Amendment (Doc._g, g/? (e) (i) p. 10;
also in Doc. 360, (English), III/1/16, p.2)

The Delegate of Mexico requested that the portion of

the Mexican amendment relating to the intervention of the
General Assembly in questions within the competence of the
Security Council be deferred until Committee II/2 had com-
pleted its consideration of the amendments proposed to Chapter

V of Section B. He also requested that consideration of the
first portion of the Mexican amendment, the addition of the
words "for a term of elght years",be adjourned until Sub-
committee III/1/B had completed ite report on voting pro-
cedure. The limitation of eight years had been proposed ae é%cnuﬂa
1t was felt that within that period the experiment of confer-
ing gar extensive duties on the Security Council would be

ghown to have succeeded or failed. However, he felt that the
game resulte might be obtesined by é change in the voting pro-
cedure S smendment A and he would be willing

to withdraw the amendment in thie case. The proposal to adjourn

discussion on the Mexican amendment was secundéd by Bollvia

and Brazil.

Decision: It was decided

——

@ to adjourn discussion on the Mexican smend-
ment oAy a valfa Q20 Q-

¢. Canadian Amendment (Doc 2, G/14(t), p. 2; also in
Doc. 260 (English) I11/1/16, p.15)

The Delegate of Canada suggested that the Committee might

appropriately diécuss under paragreph 1 the Canadian amendment



to add a new paragraph to the effect that the Security
Council should submit annual, and, when necessary, speclal
reports to the Genersl Assembly for its consideration. He
observed that this amendment was a corollary to the power of
the General Assembly to receive reports from the Securlty
Counci%)%%t forth in Chapter V, Section B, paragraph 8. It
was consequently proposed that the corresponding obligation
be placed on the Security Council. The Canadian amendment
wag seconded by the Delegatés of Australia and Turkey. The
Delegate of Brazil called attention to the Brazlilean end-
ment to Chapter V, Section B, paraé;gp;mg;;; th;meé?:kt Cluﬁd*#;t
that the General Assembly should discuss the reports of the
Security Gounciﬁand felt that the Canadian amendment might
appropriately use the term "discuss". The Delegate of
Canada was of the opinion that the term "consider" would
inelude discussion and proposed that his amendment be

Y L#”\QLM §
sdopted Lniklmmisty, leaving to the Coordination Committee

to bring the two fexte into harmony if necessary.

-aragr

TV aph 1 qi-ﬂtng&ur=!ﬂi
of the Dumbarton Ga.ks Propoaals “Bm_mi_ﬂ’_w

) &G Y S

The Delegate of Mexico stated thet in view of a k\

W
Mexican Amendment to Chapter V, Section B, paragraph 8, was



before Committee III/2, he would reserve full rights to
proposefl a reconsideration of the Canadian amendment when
the report of that Gommittee was recelved.

3. m__gggggg_w Section B,%WMWs

a. Norwegian Amendment (Doc. 2, G/7 (n) (1) p.4;
21eo 1n Doc. 360, (English), III/1/16 p.4? ;

The Delegate of Norway observed that the Norweglan

amendment to add a final clause providing that "the provisions
of the Charter and the consideration that no solution

ghould be imposed upon a state or a nation to impalr

its confidence in its future security or welfare" was made
with a2 view to establishing rules of conduct for the Security
Council. The Security Counclil was vested with enormous

powers anéiittle restraint was placed upon their exercise

&».PMDK ua pooee M’PNrpu};ilﬁ

by the Dumbarton Oaks Propo:ahsetlﬂ./\~

SERSE S butiieeweesvbentey of Tered no such rules, ”uﬁ"’a ﬁ-'
!\t e principle of the soverégpn equality of states.) Fhe-

ciroumstences be vhe meane fopr CAPFYIHE oUt A "politique
He felt that a basic rule of conduct must
T e attie o (1 oes B B gasth G- w Mool gt

SO G Aas ! gVJM
be formulsted as a réstraint on the Security CouncilaA Whatever

gacrifices the Security Council might impose on a nation, ‘fﬁa,

should not be of such a nature as to impair the confldence

of
of emch nation in 1its future. Kagh petiomust b upeured




fs.
{;ogpmcunwu&ulg

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia explained that ieee pro-

+o\N&AJ\ﬂa\\wm»¢¥?w\hdhﬁd;ﬂﬁq_ _ A aa
posa%Aincluded in the Committee's doe entation was in the
nature of an observation. 8Since it had to do emiy with .
paiabes? the 1a;ger problem of respect for territorial
integrity &-‘u-u- dealt with % Committee I/1, the
Czechoslovak Delegate did not wiegh to have 1t considered
here.

The Representative of the United Kingdom, in opposing the
adoption of the Norweglan amendment, pointed out that its
purpose was already served by the amended principles et
s in Chapter I of the Charter. There 1t was stipulated
thet the Organization was to0 “$eke-sffsstive—eotiecthive—mea-

. ST BN T E O T T O ety et C o
and..the. suppression. of acts\ of  2gERessdonRiition-otire I

“
bring about by peaceful means,

and with due regard for principles of justice and international

% law, justment or aegslement...“ etc. In his opinion, the
i =§e4==a=~*—\

NOrwéééian amendment was not a very good, or, 1ndeed,a safe

way of stating the case because 1t would not seem advisable to
1imit the Council in its actions, as was in effect p¥ioposed,
when 1t was dealing with a lawbreaker.

In reply, the Delegate of Norway asserted that the amend-
ment, though its wording might be improved, was intended to
deal not with aggressors of the present war, but with the future
gltuation when the family of nations had been set up. The
membere of the Organization should have some assurance nd

only of their independence and territorial integrity, but also

of their 1ife line. The quotation from the "Pawa._.



given by the previous speaker cuptained % no rule of
conduct Por the Security Council at whose disposal over-
whelming powere had been placed. There was no problem
connected with its pacific settlement of dlsputes, but
only with its coercive action in applying sanctione. The
Norwe@ian Delegate felt thatChapter I was not the right
place for rules governing the Security Council. He ques-
tioned finally whether the word "justice" hag: en introduced
into the text of Chapter I of the charter.

The Delegate of the United States supported the opinion
that Section B of Chapter VI was not the proper place for
the Norweglan amendment. He asserted that the Committee
dealing with principles and purposes had added such phrases
as "regard ﬂdhjustice nd international law" , aleo "respect
for the principle of equal rights and self determination o
people" and "promotion and encouragement fgb respect for human
rights and for fundamental freedoms for all without respect
to race, language, religion, or sex..." These in his opinion
congtituted the highest rules of conduct. Furthermore, the
Charter had to be considered in ite entirety and if the Security
Council violated its principles and purposes i1t would be act-
ing ultra wires. Finally he pointed out, that the phnase

o by vaupainitng
in the Norweglan amendmenti% confidenc;h in 1its

future security or welfare" was kmeapabkExsf a fantastic

gtandard because it would be imposeible for the pmm® Security
Council to find out whither or not the people of a country

would react in that way to proposed action.



The Australian Belegate sgreed that Nofway's amend=-
ment wag not couched in the proper form but felt that
the idea was a very important one. He further agreed that
the proper place for its expression wae 1in another part
of the Gharter .tﬂwre Australia had proposed an amendment
Sombisoepitmet that all nations sghould refrain from threat

or use of force againat one another. This 1dea as well as

sgiechdl\ﬁvdum ANt &a ;
the AR e guarantées of independence

WMMMSMMW“M‘-‘
and territorial integr1t$ere b-i-ed-—up—u-i-t-h the Norweglan

amendment) but belonged to an earlier section of the Charter.
Y]o?\' ’—-— The Delegate of Greece concurred and characterized
the criterion in the Norwegian amendment as a subjective
one which would be difficult to apply.
In defense of hie motion the Norweglan Delegate declared
that 1te object was not to weaken the Security Council but
to etrength 1t by surrounding 1t with thdeonfidence of the
nations. He could not agfee with those who felt that his
'ob,}ective was achieved in the first two Chapters of the
Charter and thought it was a mistake not to make the rule
of conduct clear at the place where it was stipulated that
the Security Council was to act in accordance with the pur-
posee and principles of the Charter./Mﬂnnt
ﬁ[rnd- Representative of Mexicakaaked the Delegate of the United
Statee if he wae in favor of inserting =kFunfanx an
allusion to justice and international law immedlately

after the phrase "to maintain international peace and security"

in paragraph 1, Chapter I. w

—



He raised the question égi;;ﬁﬂaa Mexico had made a very
gimilar amendment.

The Delegate of the Ukrainlan Soviet Soclalist Republle
declared that as Chairman of Committee I/1 he could say that
the phrase concerning Jjuestice and international law had
been accepted by the Committee. He, therefore, considered

that the purpose of the Norweglan amendment had been

already achleved, mWe
W_erﬁﬁe principles

and purposes get forth at the beginning of the Charter

applied not only to the states members of the Organization
but also to the Security Council, and ¥ no useful service
could be served in repeating them. The Delegate of the
United States,replying to the Mexican representative ,
believed that this statement answered the questioﬁi‘that
had been put to him. %
The Chairman ruling that the 3:::;$::u;:é been thoroughly

diescussed put the matter to a vote.

Decision: The Norwegan amendment to

gg;agraph 1, Bection B, Chapter VI, was

efeated by & vote of 10 to I.

Decislon: Paragraph 1, Section B, Chapter
Dumbarton 8 8, yas
Hop‘%g 8 _vote of 26 tO 8_. X

4, ?Mﬁ; 2, Section _@,2‘2%5&

Decislon: Pargraph §, Section B, Chapter




.‘\-\

VI, exsssdapsed of the Dumbarton Oaks
Proposals, was adopted by a vote of
30 to O.

()k‘—;‘g*-_‘-qé 4, Setinn B CLapkin 6.
C @) der\ianaas Gueh VALA L Cn Gontiaditatnls ( Dut. 360 (Englivh ),

W/ )6,y £e5)
L Aa , Mttt Annd (T hefturfouds
The Cheirmen pointed out that bhope—uoao—thﬁ..

ti el v
smendments ti pareagraph 4. '$hﬂ Mexican and Liberian

amendments were so similar that unlese there were objec-

tion only the

it L toaadilunsd o
Mexican amendment, The Delegate of Liberia agreed to this

procedure. The Representative of Mexico pointing out that
his amendment (Doe. 2, G/7 (c) (1), p. 11) slce=Desm=iees
(Bngddmimpmpni-~ referred to the right of appeal #rom
Council-assien to the Assembly with restrictions provided
for by an amendment to peragraph-l, Section B, of Chapter
i Sxnxexikiy He proposed therefore that the Mexlican
amendment should not be diescussed until the work of the
Committee ogjzzaembly had been completed. This was aggggﬁe
upon. The Delegate of the Netherlands explained that/his
government had not made a regular amendment REEX ERXXWENIX

only
NEEXENsExEREXE but had/made certain comments he had nothing

to bring before the Committee.
() %&w
The Belgian Belegate,stating that the various proposals

of Norway, Liberia, and Mexico all seemed to suggest a lack
of confidence in the exerclse of the pqupc;l?powerq,suggeated

that doubts could be removed 1if in paragraph 4 1t should be



clearly stated that the Council was acting with respect
to Chapter VIII. He therefore moved an amendment to add
after the words "decisions of the Security Council® the
worde "tsken under Chapter VIII". ’I‘his’he %woulﬂ

N W“’bnﬂ

Mo, proposed amendments be=bimpmspowt ond would

ondang ;. . ; E
mﬂweveral delegat Ealae

seconded this amendmentjz The Representative of the United

Kingdom noted that while the Belglan amendment seemed to

be a very simple one it was really one of eubstancg_aﬁdof

very greet importance. Theg Council
Hedmpe besldes those Mln Chapter VIII and the
implications therefore of limiting the obligation to accept
the decisions of the Council only when it was acting in
accordance with Chapter VIII needed very careful study. As
a point of order he asked 1f the Belglan motion could be
fad AN
properly considered by the Committee until it ,$hrough
the Egkghﬁﬂie for the presentation of new amend-
')
ments, UThe Chairman gﬂggi‘that the Belglian amendment would
have to be presented through the proper channele and pro-
Dumbarton Oaks
posed a vote upon the/text of paragraph 4 . "/ The Canadian
Representative, however, pointed out that the text was not
entirely clear in ite implications and asked 1f one of the
Sponsoring Powers would state whether or not under this

paragraph the Security Council could call on a member to

b&ke militgl'y &Ctlcn not covered in SpﬂCl&l a,g
ree
ment;*



or agreements,to which that member was a party under

/
Chapter VIII, Section B, paragraph 5.

The Delegate of the United States again emphasized
that the Charter must be construed in its entirety and

No Swe
that Aone paragraph could

and be separated from the whaéﬁhdocument While there

were special provisions which overrode general provielons

th#answer to the question put was a categorical “o‘be-eum
'-fﬂg Securlity COuncilﬁﬁﬂg?act in accordance with all pro-

vielons of the Charter as express_ ly stated in paragraph

SC&*“Z/’11£brbA

2,’3, NI.

A devision of opinion arose as to whether or not
parsgraph 4 should now be put)but ke a motion to adjourn
was carried by a vote of 20 to 3.

The meeting was adjourned at 1l p.m.
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COMITE 111/ 1.

Section B du Chapitre VI. \

EREA RPN REREBER v b kD

1. Aprds avolr sshevé 1'examen de la Seetion A du Chapitre VI mous avons
adopté un certain nombre de déolsions quant sax primeipes qui doivent régir
la composition du Conseil de Séourité.

2. Nous avons Sgalement entamé ot achevé la disoussion générale sur 1a
Section 0, quitte & repremdre 1'examen des dispositions de cette 3ection O
dbs que le Sous-Comité 11I/1/B mous soumettra som rapport.

8. TWier, aprds-midl, nous avons adopté les alindas 1, 2 et ¥ de la Section D
du Chapitre Vi. Certains smendements relatifs aux paragraphes 4 et 5 ont §%é
renvoyés au Sous-Comité III/1/B et de se chef le vote sur le paragraphe 4 a
§t6 ajourné. L'amendement des pulssances invitantes & 1l'alinda 6 a &té ad-
opté sans préjudice de 1'examen par le OComitd des amendements des mmtres dé-

1‘,‘1“.. ’Q_/L de C_e_/i' M?‘-dﬁ—« 5Z_€ )\,.,amuz'f‘ Vet m é’d«g},cﬁ:

s e
5 ,e"? Seremica s {7 encarreq A a- wix f =2 3 § "L.r/7 VQL
e .’_.{ K f)f“ 2 J* Stres - “ '# 5

4. VTous entamerons aujourd'lmi 1'examen de la Seetion B du Chapitre VI,
section qui concerne les primecipales attributions et les pouvoirs du Con-
seil de Séouri té.

Je vous reppelle gue motre Comité a approuvé le Rapport du Sous-Comitd
111/1/A, présidé par motre rapporteur Monsieur de Castro, rapporé gqul conclut
b la compétence de ce Comité & comnaltre de tous les points de la Jeotion B.

Ce Rapport est devemu définisif puisqu'il est spprouvé par le Comisé de Co-



.-(.‘ nm gl
ordination, suguel le Secrétaire-Général avalt §té prié de l'adresser.

J'ouvre la discussion sur la Section B. Je propose au Comité d'y con-
sagrer cette séance, étant cependant emtendu que, le moment venu, je me comsidér-
eral sutorisé & déclarer la cldture de la discussion, et je mettral & 1'examen
et au vote les principes contemms dans les alinéas de la Section B, ainsi gqu'il
a 6té procddé Jusqu'iel.

CHAPITRE VI, Section B, paragraphe 1.

RS XN ARLPERTR AR R AB LBV SR SR SRR aDEE S

Le Costa Riea, la Tochéchoslovaquie, 1'Egypte, 1'Equateur, le Guatemals,
la Norvadge, le Paraguay, les Pays-Bas, la Républigue Dominicaine, la Turguie et
le Vénézuéla ont présenté des observations au sujet du principe ‘ino‘ dans
cet alinéa premier de la Section B.

Ces pays estiment en général & des degrds divers qu'il faudra con-
céder & 1'Asgemblée un droit de regard sur les sotivités et les déolsions du
Conseil de Sécurité. A leur avie, l'Assemblée devralt bien déléguer ses pouvoirs
an Conseil, mais & condition d'avoir le droit de contréle sur la manidre domt
le Conseil dommera effet X ce mandat.

A vrai dire, il n'y a que trois smendements formels présentés avant

la date um- da 4 mai, & lin!.t. Y :,wolr ozu de la Norvdge, du Ohili ot )
A/ a_ecwerdetuen K &

o e /f' ol g Five deta Seodirads, "Z%uﬁ o fer

/qu/ﬁ_o»re./ Ao efprents Ao/~ /a,,;LC,/ ,!l &/?;’

:.'mmu muonw
C S enSusfe W, S0 en_ Seldddrrn_ )

an premier lien.
Cet smendement consiste dans 1'addition 3 la fin de 1'alinéa des mots



suivants:

"Cette responsabilité incomberait an Conseil tant gue

1'Assemblée ne sera pas on session,”

Jo mats ensuite aux volx 1'amendement méxicaln, ainsi concu:
1. Afin de plrlltm Y l'm“ti.n 088s0vesscencea™

Jo-metesd-prdscnt sus-velr—iHeamendewenrt TOTVARIGR, consistanteniz—

CHAPITRE VI - Section B des propoesitions de Dumbarton Oaks.

R R T L L R R L e L e R P R L RS S PR R R L T

\ »
Paragraphe 2 : “En remplissant «-7&;7::%.’[’..’.7.‘.{4#}

A vral dire, il n'y a qu'un seul amendement, celuil de la Ionbp/
consistant dans 1'ad jonection des mots uln.us)l la fin du texte de base,
aprds le mot "Orﬂtntiu":”uz dispositions de 1a Charte et en tenant
compte dn fait qu'awcune solution me devrait 8tre impose b un Etat gqui
soit de nature 3 diminuer se confiamce en z& sécurité ou en sa prospérité.”

Je mots aux voix cot amendement.

*

D'aprds le document par le Seorétarias, il n'est pas trds
clair si 1a Tohécoslovaquie offre des commentaires ou si elle soumet das

[
smendement. Dans ce dernier Fu Je le mettrais aux voix,
J



Paragraphe 3 du texte de Dumbarton Oaks:

"3. Les mul propres accordés su Oonseil .“Oll_‘tt.l..l..l.l....l.!...!i..

Il n'y a suoun amendement su texte de bage. Je leo mets done aux voix.

Paragrephe 4 des propositions de Dumbarton Oaks:

"4, Tous les membres de 1'0Organisation etCesccccsecssonsosscsscsassovssnsccns”

Il y a trois amendements A ce texte, dont deux préseantés respectivement par
le Libéria et le Méxique, et qui sont si voisings que mous pourrions les prendre
ensemble. Si le Libéria nyy voit pas d'obJlction je mettrais sux voix le texte
de 1'smendement méxicain, qui comprend le principe de 1'amendement du Libéria,

- o% qui ve-meme vims-dotmi -

Mettre sux voix le principe de 1'amendement méxiocain tel qu'il figure dans

le texte soumis par le Méxigue.

Nous en arrivons & présent & 1'amendement des Pays-Bas, ainsl conmecu:
"Aucun droit de libre q’l‘“l“lu d@sescccsstonssncessnsnncnne”

Mettre aux voix l'amendement néerlandais,



Paragraphe 5 des propositions de Dumbarton Oaks:
"5, Afin de favoriser 1'établissement etCecececssssvcosscss”

I1 y 2 & ce texte un amendement de 1'Uruguay conmsistant dans 1'insertion
de la phrase suivante: "dont la fabrication sers exclusivement réservée aux
Gouvernements" aprds les mpts "rdglementation des armements” une ligne avant
la fin du texte de base. Le nouveau texte se liralt dono comme suit:
"Afin de favoriser 2%C.cscessssrresvsssrnvaccsscnnena”

Mettre 2ux voix 1'amendement urugnayen.

I1 y a, en outre, trois groupes de projets de textes d'articles dont
1'adjonction sous forme de dispositions additionnelles est demandde par les
délégations du Chili, de 1'Equateur et de la Norvdge respectivement.

Nous procéderons d'abord A 1'examen des projets d'articles 6, 7, 8 et
9 soumis par la délégation du Ohili, Monsieur le Délégué du Chili préféreralt
sans doute gque nous prenions article par article ses amendements et gue, le mo-
ment venu, nous procédions au vote sur chacune de ses propositions dams 1'ordre
établi par lui-méme.

Ainsi nous prendrons d'abord le nouvel article 6. Le mettre aux
voix.

Prendre ensuite le mouvel article 7 présenté par le Chili et le
mettre aux voix.

Prendre en Je. lieu le mouvel article 8 § et le mettre aux voix.

Prendre em dernier liem le mouvel article 9 présentd par le Chili

et le mettre aux volx.



Amendements soumis par 1'Equsteur.

Nous aborderons maintenant 1'examen des projets d'articles nouveasux
6 et 7 soumis par la Délégation de L'Equateur. Monmsieur le Délégué de
1'Equateur préfdre sans doute gue nous les abordions successivement, en
éxaminant d'sbord le projet de 1'articleé nouveau et ensuite celui de 1'article
T.

Examiner et mettre aux volx d'abord l'article 6 et enmiite 1'article 7.

Amendements de 1la Délégation norvégienne
REIBABERREBRTRB R R ERRIREBRETBRE RSB RE R %

Nous prendrons enfin 1'un aprds l'autre les deux projets d'articles nouv-
eaux 6 et 7 soumis par la Délégation norvégiemme.

Prenons tout d'sbord l'article nmouveau 6 ainsi conou: "6. Le Oonseil de
S60urité 8 ceececsccccsasicece”

Discuter et mettre aux voix 1l'article 6.

Nous prendrons pour finir l'article nouveau 7, ainsl comcu: "7. Quant &
1'6lection des Juges @tCecccssscssccsacssnscee™

Discuter et metire aux voix ce projet d'article 7.



(1)

(2)

RESTRICTED

Doe. 556 (ENGLISH)
111/1/27 (1)

May 25, 1945

Page 3
Delete line 1 and substitute the following:

"that period the experiment of conferring such extensive
powers"

(At recuest of Delegate of Mexico.)

Page 3 under Item 2 ¢., line 13, correct "Chapter B to
Chapter V.*

Pag

e 3
(3)/ delete last paragraph and substitute the following:

(4)

(5)

"The Delegate of Mexico stated that in view of a Mexiesn
proposed smendment to rlrgg::gh 1, Section B, Chapter V,
wvhich was before another ttee, he would reserve full
rights to propose a reconsideration of the Canadian amend-
ment, (Just as he had done before, and on the grounds
already explained by himself concerning the reconsideration
of the original text of Parsgraph 1, Section B, Chapter

VI of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals) when the report of that
Committee was recelved.

(At recuest of Delegate of Mexieco.)
Page 6

Two deocislone under Item 3 should refer to Paragraph 2,
Section B, rather than Paragraph 1 as now stated.

Page 6

Under Item 5a, line 3, delete: "only the Mexican amendment
would be coneidered" and substitute the following: "The
Liberian and Mexican amendments would be merged and econ-
sidered together as one amendment."

(At request of Delegste of Liberis.)



RESTRICTED
Doe. 556 (ENGLISH)
111/1/27 (1)
May 25, 1945

(1) Page 3

(2)

Delete line 1 and subatitute the following:

“that p:rlod the experiment of conferring such extensive
powers
(At request of Delegate of Mexico.)

Page 3 under Item 2 ¢., line 13, correct "Chapter B to
Ghap;or v.*

Page
(3)/ @elete last paragraph and substitute the following:

(4)

(8)

*The Delegate of Mexico stated that in view of a Mexiean
proposed amendment to P 1, Section B, Chapter V
vhich was before another C ttee, he would reserve full
rightes to gropou a reconsideration of the Usnadisn amend-
ment, (Just as he had done before, and on the grounds
already explained by himself concerning the reconsideration
of the original text of Parsgrsph 1, Seaction B, Chapter

VI of the barton Oaks Proposals) when the report of that
Committee was recelived.

(At recuest of Delegate of Mexieco.)

Page 6

Two declielons under Item 3 should refer to Parsgraph 2,
Section B, rather than Paragraph 1 as now stated.

Page 6

Under Item 5a, line 3, delete: "only the Mexican amendment
would be considered” and substitute the following: "The
Liberian and Mexican samendments would be merged and Gon-
sidered together as one amendment."

(At request of Delegate of Liberia.)
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(1) Page 3
Delete line 1 and substitute the following:
"that pe*iodiﬁi'experiment of conferring such extensive //

powersy" /
(at request of Delegate of Mexico.) o
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(?) Page 3 /(PWJ «.l \LJJ— ©
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Delete last paragraph/and substitute the follqwing°

posed amendment to/(Chapter V, ghi-on—By—Daragr y which

was before another Committee, he would reserve full right

to propose a reconsideration of the Canadian amendment %XIIE%QLA
(just as he had done before, and oh the grounds by M
himselfy concerning the reconsigdeé

of Paragraphlfl, Section B 2(
ProposalsA when the repo% ¢

(At request‘of Delegat-
(;3 Page 6

Two decisions er Item 3 should refer to Paragraph 2, Sec-

‘ <,,| L; tion’ rather Athan Paragraph 1 as now stated.

. $ nder Item , line 3, delete: "only the Mexican amendment
[ 3 would be ¢énsidered," and substitute the following: "®he
Liberi and Mexican amendments would be merged and/considered
{ together as one amendment.”
| (At r€quest of Delegate of Liberia.)
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Delegate
in
out that

sy
amended

nzc‘t for territorial integrity
: - he-

.

1/1

The dWMﬁnm
did net wish to have it
mml-‘t:t.tw of the United

dealt with—by Committee
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effect proposed, when it vas dealing
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with & lewbreaker
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equal rights and self determination of pecple”, and
"promoticn and sneouregement of 1 twh’-um
mmmnuu:tn ummum
oonslituted the Righsst Fuies oF sendust. Purtbermore,
the Charter had to be counsidered in lts entirety and if
the Sscurity Council violated its and purposes
it would be acting . he pointed out
gs.ﬂn ori:'uu'l mdmw"'*
mxgum“mw-/

' had proposed an
amendment that all sations should refrein from threat
use of foroe £ cne another. This ides,as woll

or
a8 the desire for tees of inde -
and territa: integri mlmmum
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that the amendment had been
the matter to a vote.

fnat had been put
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iimiting
sccordance with Chapter VIII needed vewy study
As a polnt of order he asked if the Belgian motion
be 1y considered by the Committee until it had
gone the proper channels for the presentation
of new amendments to the Conference.
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