


It was further pointed out that if the Charter in-

X

cluded the prohibitlon against vithdrawal, 1t -ould be
nacosnar!,to provide for sanctions against nations which
attempted to withdraw, and it wes urged that the inelusion
of such provisions in the Charter would render impractical
the uoocftanot of the. Charter by national parliaments or
other constitutional bodies.

It was slso pointed out that if the Charter con-
tained any reference to vithdrawal, a state might use the
threat of withdrawal as & means of galning speoial advantages
in the Organi-ation.

The Subcommittee unanimously accepted the following
statements ws representing 1ts views on the question of
withdrawal:

"The Commiacion adopts the opinlon of the in-
viting povera thaut the faculty of withdrawal
of the members ahould nelther be provided for ¢

nor regulated. Should the Organization fule



fill 1ts functions in the aspirit of the Charter, it
would be inadmissible that 1ts amuthority could be
weakened by spmpe members deserting the 1ldeal which
inspired them when they signed the Charter, or even
mocked by aggrescor or would-be aggres-or states,

"It 1s obvious, however, that -ithdrawals or some
other forma of dinaolutian of the Orgeniration would
become inevitable if, deceiving the hopes of humanity,
the Organizxtion was revealed to be unable to main-
tain peace or could do so only at the expense of law
and Jjustice. On account of this risk, inherent to all
human enterprises, the Committee abstalns from in-
serting in the Charter a formal clause forbidding
withdrawals."

It was fully understood that delegates reserve the

right to suggest verbal changes to be adopted by the Full

Committes.



It vas pointed out '"hut 1f & provision for with-

.,'

drauwal wa? included in the Charter, there would be
threo.-gtivea for withdrawing.

1) Thst & state intended to =ct in oontravnntiqg
to the pringlplun of the Organization and

~) Thut the state might feel thst the Organiza-
tion was not fulflliling the principles for vhich
1t was founded.

3) That a state might £ind the riskes in belong-
ing to the Organizstion greater than the ad-
vantages.

tne
It wis/unanimousXf opinion of the Subcommittee that

vithdrawal should nelther be provided for nor regulated.

The Committee agreed in prineiple to the following texts

~—

suggested by Mr. ﬁBIta1kpalglul; neconded by the United

. V3]

8tates and Syria.
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2. Deny erplicitly the right of wvithdrawal or

nbandonlaﬁt.
3. DBettle the detalls of suspencion.

/<
The Subcommittee sgreed 'hat there were three main

quertions to be considered: 1) whether the Gonnitto;*
contemplates wlthdrflal, vhether 1t does not contemplate
withdrwal and ‘hether the Committee wishes to put in the
Chart@r any mention of withdrwal.

It was suggented by several deleg:tes that for prac-
tical re:ssons relating to questions whioh might be ral ed
by xeax parliamentary bodles during the process of ratifica-

tlon of the Charter, 1t would be better to omit any ref-

erence to withdrawal.
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It was further pointed out that 1f the Charter in-

-.f’

cluded the prohibition against withdrawal, i1t -ould be
noocana#; to provide for sanctions against nations which
attempted to withdraw, and it was urged that the inclusion
of such provisions in the Charter would render impractical
the acceptance of the Charter by national parliaments or
other constitutional bodies.

It was also pointed out that if the Charter con-
tained any reference to vithdrawal, a state might uce the
threat of withdrawal as a means of galning special advantages
in the Organi:-ation.

—

~ The Subcommittee unanimously accepted@ the following
itatenente as representing 1ts views on the question of
withdrawal:

“The Commission adopts the opinion of the in-
viting povers that the faculty of withdrawal

of the members should nelther be provided for

nor regulated. Should the Organization ful=-




fill ites functions in the epirit of the Charter, it
would be inadmissible that 1ts authority could be
weskened by some member:s deserding the 1ldeal which
inepired them when they signed the Charter, or even
mocked by aggrescor or .oulde-be aggres or statee.

“It 1s obvious, however, that -ithdrawals or some
other forms of dissolution of the Organli-ation would
become inevitable if, deceiving the hopes of humanity,
the Organization was revezled to be unable to main-
tain pesce or could do so only at the expense of law
and Justiee. On account of this risk, inherent to all
human enterprizes, the Committee abetains from in-
serting in the Charter a formal clsuse forbidding
withdrawale," .

It was fully understood that delegates reserve the

right to suggest verbal changes to be adopted by the Full

Committee,



DRAPT REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR 10 COMMITTEE 1/2 %
O THE MEEWING OF THE SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTER
May 22, 1945 - 3:30 PM

!hn<noot1ng—o£;£hn-Suhcmnlittoo appointed by the Chair-
man of Committee I/2 on May 21, met on May 22 to discuss the
gestions of yithdraval, suspension and expulsion from member-
ship. The first item on the agenda was consideration of
vithdrawval from the Organisation.

!h.wpplogato of Uruguay presented the case against in-
olusion of provision for withdraval from the Organization in
the Charter for the following reasons:

l. The necessity of the Organization being based on permanent
and compulsory universality.

2. The experience of the League of Nations in regard to with™
drawal cf members.

3. The fact that as soon as a Great Power 1s outside the Or-
ganization by either expulsion or withdrawal, all nations not
satisfied with the Organization will group themselves around
that Great Power

4. The fact that as soon as the Organization faces the dis-
satisflied Great Pover and its satellites, conflict will arise.
5. Withdraval and expulsion would create s difficult situation
in the field of international law, since diplomatic and consular
relations should only be maintained between members of the
Organization.

6. To claim that the Organization can interfere in the activities

of non-members is neither judicisl, political nor logical.
Paragraph 6 of Chapter II has meaning only if it is based on
.1-



universality, and this is not so if withdrawal and expulsion
are possible.

It vas stated by several delegates that omission of any
reference to withdrawal constituted agreement with the principle
of universality.

!hg Subconmittee agreed that the questions to be considered
vere Ihﬁthar or nct the Committee approves withdrawal and
vhether the Committee wishes to include & provision for withdrawal
in the Charter.

It was pointed out that if a provision for withdrawal were
ineluded in the Charter, the act of withdrawal by any State would
indicate either that the State intended to act in contravention
to the principles of the Organigation, or that the State felt
that the Organization was not fulfilling the purpose for which
it was created.

It was further pointed out that if the Charter included the
prohibition against withdrawal, it would be necessary to provide
for sanctions against nations which attempted to withdraw, and
it was urged that the inclusion of such provisions in the Charter
vould render it difficult for practical reasons to secure accep~-
tance of the Charter by national parlisments.

It was also pointed out that if the Charter contained any
reference to withdrewal, & state might use the threat of with-
draval as a means of gaining special advantages in the Organi-
zation.

The Subcommittee unanimously accepted the following
statements as representing its views on the question of with-
drawal:

-2-
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"The Commission adopts the opinion of the inviting

powers that the facult.{ ef withdrawal cof the members
ghould neither be provided for nor regulated., Should the
Organigation fulfill its functions in the spirit of the
Charter, it would be inadmissible that its authority could
be weakened by some members deserting the ideal which
inspired them when they signed the Charter, or even mogked
by aggressor or would-be aggressor states.

"It is obvious, however, that withdrawals or some other form
of dissolution of the zation would become inevitable
if, deceiv the hopes of humanity, the Organigzation was
revealed to be unable to maintain peace or could 4o so
only at the expense of law and justice. On account of
this risk, inherent to all human en rises, the Com-
mittee abstains from inserting in the er a formal
clause forbidding ' withdrawals."

The Subconmittee was agreed that delegates might reserve the
right to suggest vorﬁal changes to the text to be adopted by
Comittee 2/2. /NSERT TR BE TRANSeATERS FReh FREMY

The Subcommittee then proceeded to a consideration of
sugpension and expulsion. Thig-discussion Vill ve continued

4t the meeting of the Subcommittee on Wednesdsy morning (May 23).



Mey 22, 1945 - 3:30 PM

The meeting of the Subconmittee appointed by the Chair-
man of Committee I/2 on May 21, met on May 22 to discuss the
questions Of yithdrawal, guspension and expulsion from member-
ship. The first item on the agenda was consideration of
vithdrawval from the Organiszation.

The Delegate of Uruguay presented the case against in-
clusion of provision for withdrawal from the Organization in
the Charter for the following reasonst
1. The necessity of the Organization being based on permanent
and compulsory universality.

2. The experience of the League of Nations in regard to with®
drawval of members.
3. The fact that as soon as a Great Power is outside the Or-
ganization by either expulsion or withdrawal, all nations not
satisfied with the Organization will group themselves around
that Great Power
4., The fact that as soon as the Organization faces the dis-
satisfied Great Pover and its satellites, conflict will arise.
5. Withdrawal and expulsion would create a difficult situation
in the field of international law, since diplomatic and consular
relations should only be maintained between members of the
Organization.
6. To claim that the Organization can interfere in the activities
of non-members is neither judicial, politiecal nor logical.
Paragraph 6 of Chapter II has meaning only if it is based on

oo



universality, and this is not so if withdrawal and expulsion
are possible.

It vas stated by several delegates that omission of any
reference to withdrawal constituted agreement with the principle
of universality.

The Subcommittee agreed that the questions to be considered
vere vhether or not the Committee approves withdrawal and
vhether the Committee wishes to include a provision for withdrawal
in the Charter.

It was pointed out that if a provision for withdraval were
included in the Charter, the act of withdrawal by any State would
indicate either that the State intended to act in contravention
to the principles of the Organigation, or that the State felt
that the Organization was not fulfilling the purpose for which
it was created.

It was further pointed out that if the Charter included the
prohibition against withdrawal, 1t would be necessary to provide
for sanctions against nations which attempted te withdraw, and
it wvas urged that the ineclusion of such provigions in the Charter
vould render it difficult for practical reasons to secure accep~-
tance of the Charter by national parliaments.

It was alsc pointed ocut that if the Charter contained any
reference to withdrawal, a state might use the threat of with-
draval as a means of gaining special advantages in the Organi-
zation.

The Subcommittee unanimously accepted the following
statements as representing its visws on the gquestion of with-
drawel:

oo
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"The Commission adopts the opinion of the inviting

that the faculty of withdrawal of the members
should mithomﬂ Id-d for nor regulated. Should the
- Organigation 1l its functions in the spirit of the
Charter, it would be inadmissible that its suthority could
be weakened by some members desert the ideal wvhich
inspired them wheh they signed the ter, or even mocked
by aggressor or would-be aggressor states.

"It is obvious, however, that withdrawals or some other form
of dissolution of the 6rm1ution would become inevitable
Af, deceiving the hopes of humanity, the Organization was
revealed to be unable tc maintain peace or could do so
only at the expense of law and justice. On acecount of
this risk, inherent tc all human en igses, the Com-
utmauummummgnm ter a formal
¢lause forbidding withdrawals.

The Subcommittee m agreed that delegates might reserve the
right to suggest nrhsl ohangu to the text to bo adoptod by
Committee I/2. ~ Vs T BE TRANSCATEL #FRoty FREM

The Subcommittee then proceeded to a consideration of

suspension and expulsion. Thisg-discussion-will-be-gontinued
et-the mesting of the Subcommitiee on-Wednesdey-merning (May 23).
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La reconmandation faite par le Sous-comité trous
pareit s'inspireg de la pensér qu'il serait sans doute
trop bardi de prétendre dfterminer par des régles rigides
1'attitude des §tats dans la question du retrait,

L6 defaut de statues sur c¢e point constituerait
plutét une omission voluntaire fondée sur les méms
motifs qui ont 48j€ porte le comité a ne pas recomnaftre
formellement 1'universalité comme un regime absolu, les
deux questions, celle de l'universalité et celle du retrait
paraissant intimement lides.
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1a recommandation faite par le Sous-comité trous
pareit s'inspires de la pensér qu'il serait sans doute
trop hardi de prétendre déterminer par des régles rigides
1'attitude des ftats dans la question du retrait,

Le défaut de statues sur ce point constituerait
plutft une omission voluntaive fondfe sur les méms _
motifs qui ont 48J€ porte le comité a ne pas reconnaftre
formellement 1'universalité conme un regime absolu, les
deux gquestions, celle de l'universalité et celle du retrait
paraissant intimement lides.
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The meeting of the Subcommittee appointed by the Chair-
man of Committee I/2 on May 21, met on May 22 to dlscuss

the questions of withdrawal, suspension and oxpulsion,[mh_\

o AR N 4o {J . = ‘.a“-—’-f '
The first item on the agends was tEpadleewssbor of with-
drawal}"# Eazn— '.i i-.___,__ :) 1 ’\ 8 S - %, '. ey

Theﬁelegate of Uruguay
mdisninn H -ﬁu»m A drannd Foyes ;,'..\X,m
M from the GPgani z.ationf for the
/] A
following reasons:

X 1. The necessity of the organization being based

on permanent and compulsory universality ﬂ 'fha experience

< . — — \
of the League of Nations.c.. ,\lf‘,w(, lo P diad | e .

¥ é. f’{ﬁatgas goon &as EREkxrsund a great @wer is out-

side M the @rganization by either expulsion or with-
7

drawal, all nations not satisfied with the organization

| kg brta
will g'roup(\ around that ?-eat ﬁrer.

oA -
x % fhp;t as soon as the @Jmugsy witd—=hewve-to faced
C’(X/z’a-]P %
thefgreat ower andd'satellites, conflict will arise, wisi="
-1-
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w-ﬂ? oreate a difficult situation 2% international
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-semee; diplomaticy“consular relations should only/\en—l—s-t between

members of the a'ganizationr otHErVIEE, —the Organization Will
o : S

&” To claim that the arganization can interfere in the

a.ctiv.ttlea of non-members 1s neither judiclal, political lor
s bnSigal
logical. hae a meaning only if it 1s based on

unlversa.llty) eand this is not so if withdrawal and expulsion

% possivle. qw

expulsion.
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It waabointed out phat if a prqvisiQP for withdrawal
wgyg 1nc}u§ed %n_t?q Ghartgré the act of with@rawal by any
stgtg‘wqu;d &ngioate nnafﬁtffwo-rqasaaef either that thaJ;tate
1ntqug¢'to act in_cqntravent;qn to thérrinciplea oflthe
Qrggn;zapion, or that the State relﬁ that thé Organization

waifot fulfilling the purpose for which it was created.
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It was further pointed out that if the Charter in-
cluded the prohibition against withdrawal, it would be
necessary to provide for sanctions against nations which

& ot

Ll
attempted to withdraw, and it was urged that the inclusion ’f‘v Lo
:fﬁiﬂﬂ
of such provisions in the Charter would render

Joa thire
the acceptance of the Charter by national parliaments ar—
l-,

other-eongtitutienal bodies.™

It was also pointed out that if the Charter con-
tained any reference to withdrawal, a state might use the
threat of withdrawal as a means of gaining special advantages
in the Organization.
rd
'\U)((?J/, The Subcommittee unanimously accepted the following
statements as representing 1ts views on the question of

withdrawal:
"The Commission adopts the opinion of the in-
viting powers that the faculty of withdrawal

of the members should neither be provided for

nor regulated. Should the Organization ful-



fill its functions in the spirit of the Charter, it
would be inadmissible that its authority could be
weakened by some members deserting the ideal which
inspired them when they signed the Charter, or even
mocked by aggressor or would-be aggressor states.

"It is obvious, however, that withdrawals<or some
other forms of dissolutio of the Organlzation would
become inevitable if, deceiving the hopes of humanity,
the Organization was revealed to be unable to main-
tailn peace or could do so only at the expense of law
and Jjustice. On account of thils risk, inherent to all
human enterprises, the Committee abstalns from in-
serting in the Charter a formal clause forbidding

withdrawals." e £/, 5 I 4
The Swh-Crmnatlis N Qg s

oD hey
MWAthat delegates, reserve the
'\'I\:'/ - -'k' J*“"\. JC
right to suggest verbal changes to be adopted by the-Full-
A
Gomittee.-l/z_,
; et
The Subcommittee then proceeded toﬂonaaidef-?-
Guesbbens of_agapee&ion and expulsion. ’71'}1.5 This ug ?Stm; —,

will be oconedder®d at the meetin of the
L e g Subcomtittee
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DRAFT REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR 1O COMMITTEE 1/2
ON IHE MEETING OF THE SPECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE
May 22, 1948, 3:30 p.m.

Doc. 529 (English),1/2/33

Delete the second paragraph, page 1, and substitute
the following:

"The delegate of Uruguay explained the reasons
why a provision prohibiting the withdrawal of a
E;::cr rfon the Organization should be placed in the
ter.

"Le d€1dgue de 1' Uruguay expose les ralsons
pour les quelles une dia?onit on interdisant le
retrait 4'un membre de 1'Organisation devralt
figurer dane la Charte."

.‘.



DBAFT REPCRT OF THE RAPPORTEUR 1O COMMITIEE 1/8
ON IHE MEEVING OF THE SFECIAL SUBCOMMITIEE

Moy 22, 1945, 3:50 p.m.
Doc. E20 (English),I/8/35

Delete the seccnd paragreph, page 1, and substitute
the following:

“The delegate of Urugusy explsined the rescons
why 2 proviasion prohiblting the withdrawal of o
member from the Orgenization should be pleced in the
Charter."”

"Le délépue de 1' Uruguasy expose laa raisons
pour les Quelles une dlgposition interdlszant le
retralt d'un membre de 1'Organisatlion devrait
figurer dans la Charte."



CORRICENDUM

ON THE MERIING OF JHE SIECIAL SUBCOMMITTEE
May 22, 1948, 3130 p.m.
Doe. 529 (English),1/2/33

Delete the second paragraph, page 1, and substitute _
the following:

"The delegate of Uruguay explained the ressons
why a provision prohibiting the withdrawal of =a
:;::or rrol the Organization should be placed in the

tl!‘. - M

. "Le d€idgue’ de L' Uruguay expose les ralsons
P les cuelles une dlsposition Interdlzant le
retralt d'un meubre de 1'Crgsniention devrait
figureér dons la Charte."



h\\

The Commission edopts the opinion of the inviting powers
that the faculty of withdrawal of the members should neither
be provided for nor regulated. B8Should the Organization ful-
£111 its functions in the epirit of the Charter, it would be
inadmiegsible that its authority could be weakened by some
members deserting the ideal which inspired them when they
signed the Charter, or even mocked by aggressor or would-be
aggressor states.

It is obvious, however, that withdrawals or some other
forms of dissolution of the Organization would become inevitable
if, decelving the hopes of humanity, the Organi:ation was re-
vealed to be unable to maintain peace or cculd do so only at
the expense of law and Jjustice. On account of this risk, in-
herent to all human enterpricses, the Commlttee abstains from
inserting in the Charter a formal clause forbidding withdrawals.
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9; :50 a.m. MAY 25, 1945
T Room 316

Present were: President of Commission I
Chairman and Rapporteur of Committee 1/2
3 Delegates of China, Ecuador, United King-
' dom, Union of Soviet Republic,
United States and Uruguay.

The Chairman stated that the Subcommittee would
take up the question of expulsion and suspension. The
delegate of the Soviet Union exclained the different
conditions under which suspension and expulesion would
be applied. Suspension would show violations of a non-
serious type and would involve the los- of certaln rights
of membership. Expulsion would result from suspension
violation of the principles of the organization; that is,
of the world organizations. It would be eguivalent to
failure to live up to obligations of the organization
and place the violator in the same category as aggres:=ors
and thoese who had been aggressors. In such cases, there
ie no alternative but expulsion. He went on to further
explain that the state which has been expelled may be re-
admitted into the organization if it has amended 1ts ways.
In a sense, thies idea supports that of universality. The

principle of universality cannot stand by itself but must

be related to the function of the organization. The ques%z

tion of expulsion cannot be approved mathem tically. The

charter of the international organization should forsee

the use of suspension and expulsion.

“le




The delegate from the United 3tates désoribed the

distinction between suspension and expulsion, expressing
the thought that suspension 1s the loss of rights of mem-
bership, while expulsion involves complete separation
from the organization. The lstter i1s wider in effect and
permits reconciliation. He concurred with the Soviet
explanation on expulsion and admitted 1t was the ultimste
vower of action. It would be better to use where re-
currence to suspension 1s inadequate. He argued that
the conception of universality was not included in the
Dumbarton Ouks proposal, since the objective of the
organization 1s peace =2nd security and not universality.
(At the conclusion of thls explanation by Mr. Notter,
Mr. Eaton added that the United States would accept the
majority of the 5ubcomm1tfee.

The delegate from Uruguay explained that expulsion
has an element of finality, and would defend the possi- |

bility of achieving universal.membership in the organiza-

tion. Even though an expelled country might be invited
to rejoin, expulsion provided speclal difficulties, which
were not characteristic of suspension. Furthermore,
suspension continued to carry certain obligations of the
diseipline state, whereas expulasion would free the state
From obligation. Suspenzion can be made safe enough to
deal “1th the more serious situation.

-
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The President of the Commission stated that he w:s

not impressed with the arguments which have been put

forth on the subject, but acknowledged that the sub-
committee was approaching agreement. He explained that
suepena{on could be more safe than expulsion in view of
Ehe fact that the aqspended atate would have certain

final obligations to the organization which an expelled
Istate did not have. He felt that suspension could be
applied to as grave offenses as expuleion and that there
was actually little difference between suspension and
temporary expulsion; that 1s, the re-admission of an ex-
pelled state after a certain period of time. He suggested
. that the sponsoring powers might modify their aprroach to
the question and work out a more elaborate system of
suspension based on gquality of memberchip in the organiza-
tion.

The chalirman asked the Committee 1f it wished to
vote on the issue at this time; = inasmuch 2s the repre-
sentative of the Soviet Union indicated his decire to
gpesak again, the vote was postponed and the meeting ad-

Journed.
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DRAFT REPORT OF THE RAPPORTEUR 70 COMMITTER 1/2
ON THE MEETING OF THE SPECIAL SUBCO
Ao 1985 - 3130 PM

The meeting of the Subcommittee appointed by the Chair-
man of Committee I/2 on May 21, met on May 22 to discuss the
questions of yithdrewal, suspension and expulsion from member-
ship. The first item on the agenda was consideration of
vithdrawval from the Organisation.

The Delegate of Uruguay presented the case against in-
clusion of provision for withdrawal from the Organization in
the Charter for the following reasons:

1. The necessity of the Organization being based on permanent
and compulsory universality.
2. The experience of the League of Nations in regard to with®
drawal of members.
3. The faet that as soon as a Great Power is outside the Or-
ganization by either expulsion or withdrawal, all nations not
satisfied with the Organization will group themselves around
that Great Power
4. The fact that as soon as the Organization faces the dis-
satisfied Great Pover and its satellites, confliect will arise.
5¢ VWithdraws®' and expulsion would create a difficult situation
in the field of international law, sinee diplomatic and consular
relations should only be msintained between memders of the
Organization.
6. To claim that the Organization can interfere in the sctivities
of non-members is neither judicial, political nor logical.
Paragraph 6 of Chapter II has meaning only if it is based on
ole




I R R e S e o = W T e TR PR T e VS S O T Rt | i ¥ ]
“%‘...-_ 7,_;13'_?"3‘“-@,7? e BN W s s L0 Ay Lo AT .J:;rl.z e e ;_--'."-;?EF;@,&:W s
. . . - PV P LS SRRy L) - W A
- )

universality, and this is not so if withdrawal and expulsion
are possible.

It wvas stated by several delegates that ocmission of any
reference to utﬂ:‘nl constituted agreement with the prineiple
of universality.

The Subcommittee agreed that the questions to be considered
mﬂoth.rormtmcwtmmumm
vhether the Committee wishes to include a provision M‘ vithdrawal
in the Charter.

It vas pointed out that if a provision for withdrawal were
ineluded in the Charter, the act of withdrawal by any State would
indicate either that the State intended to act in contravention
to the prineciples of the Organigation, or that the State felt
that the Organization was not fulfilling the purpose for which
it vas created.

It was further pointed out that if the Charter included the
prohibition against withdrawal, it would be necegsary to provide
for sanctions against nations vhich attempted to withdraw, and
it was urged that the inclusion of such provisions in the Charter
would render it difficult for practical reasons to sesure accep-
tance of the Charter by national parliaments.

It was also pointed out that if the Charter contained any
reference to withdrawval, s state might use the threat of with-
draval as & means of gaining special advantages in the Organi-
zation.

The Subcommittee unanimously accepted the following
statements as representing its views on the question of 'viti:-
draval:

oo
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"The Commission adopts the opinion of the invi

povers that the nmm vithdrawal of the

should neither be for nor regulated. Should the
Organization its functions in the spirit of the
Charter, it would be m:h.tnihle that its authority could
20 Soshintd iv. gime aashere oo, o oven B
inspired them signed the y OF even mocked
by aggressor or would-be aggressor states.

"It is obvious, however, that withdvawalsm or some other form
g; unoiutinn ﬂo: the 6?0;!:.1.:11‘.101:, wtg.d become mmu

dece m:v humeni » Organiza was
mulul. unable tc maintain or could do sc
enlyntthworhvnlau + On sccount of
this risk, Mtmem%mh-
ntmahmmmmin a formal
clause forbdidding "withdrawals.

The Subcommittee was agreed that delegates might reserve the
right to suggest verbal changes to the text to be adopted by
Committee I/2.

The Subcommittee then proceeded to a2 consideration of
suspension and expulsion. This discussion will be continued
at the meeting of the Subcommittee on Wednesday morning (May 23).
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