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SUMMARY REPORT OF TENTH MEETING OF %y&
Veterans Bulldlng, Room 303, May 21, 1945 O34H p.m.

\
The mectlng was ¢ to order by the Chairman, Mr.
Bonilla Lara (Costa ﬂuk at 8:45 p.m, e

1. Considerstion of Withdrewsl, Suspsnsion and Expulsion.

“—m&—u—m—:m—d—nm. vhether or A
not wi wal from the organization should be permitted, and 2
seoondé, vhether explicit provisions should be made in
Charter with regard to withdrewal. It was suggested
omission of specific reference to withdrawal in the Dumbarton
Oaltr proposal vas deliberate and for the purpose of excluding
such & possibility. On the other hand, it was explained that,
although omission was delliberate, its puro?ou vas Lo permit

the consideration of each proposed case ummunt[
of the circumstances existing at the time., Various delegates |
spoke in favor of an icit statement on withdrawal from the |
organization., Since 8 vas a matter of substance, and fur- 1
ther clarification was needed as to the intentions of the spone
soring povers in the omission of reference to withdrewal in the
Dumbarton Oalks Proposals, it was suggested that a special sub-
:ppomm:::' including delegates from the sponsoring powers be |
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The Chairman appointed & subcommittes consisting of the f[.
Fresident of Commission I, the Chalrmean of Committee I/2, the
Rapporteur, and delegates of the following countries: United
States, United » UBBR, China, Syria, Philippine Common-
vealth, The Nether ; Ecusdor and U, « The Committee
will meet on May 22 and report to the committee tire-
Lollsidint vy
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2. Report of the Rapporteur on Chapter IV (Principel organs)

It was brought to the attention of the Committee that
report of the rapporteur summing up the discussion and action #f
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the Conmittee on Chapter IV (Principal Organs) had been distri-
buted to the members during the course of the meeting.

3. Consideration or Chapter X (!ho m:-otu'nt) ;

Was-being consldered. com-
position and functions of the Secretariat, amé Committee II/1
the method of election and Committee III/1 the nomination of
the Secretary General.

Several delegates observed that the division of labor on
this subject might lead either to duplication and possibly con-
flicting decisions or to the inability of any of the Committees
to treat the question comprehensively. Although other commit-
tees may have taken acticn on gertain phases of the secretariat,
several delegates expressed the desire for Committee 1/2 to
discuss all the questions rela to the Secretariat which
fall within the Committee's jurisdiction. It was pointed out

that the final decision rest with the Coordination
c_.itm.

The meeting adjourned at 10:40.

Conmittee I/2 been assigned the ¢
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REPORT OF THE EIGHTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE I/2
The Repporteur read a report of the discussion which
hl‘nhnphuqmn. Paragraph 1 of Chapter IV
m&rﬁvﬂ;mmuoﬁm’mm:

of the Conference.

The Chairmean opened discussions on paragraphs 2 and 3
of Chapter IV. The Delegate of Cuba seconded the Uruguayan
smendment and pointed cut that Cuba has in its constitution
a8 clause guaranteeing against discrimination. He said that
he would not repeat the arguments advanced by Australia,
Brazil and Mexico but he did want to add another argument,
namely that several couniries had not provided for full
rights and that the Uruguayan smendment would fagilitate
the task of extending such rights.

He presented the Cuban amendment asking for the creation
of a council for intellectual cooperation. He said that the
international court would protect the material interrsts
of mankind while the intellectual cooperation council would
proteet the moral interests. The Conference of Mexico
realized the necessity for setting up such an organiszation
and Cuba proposed to add to the Social and Economiec Couneil
in the organ. Cuba would be satisfied however if the
Committee adopted the prineiple and the General Assembly
created such a council after deliberating about the structure.

He suggested that paragraph 2, Chapter IV should read
as follows:

A e o o
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"The Organizstion should have such subsidiary organs
as may be found necessary to the sccomplishment of its
task, including s Counecil for Intellectual Cooperation”.

The Delegate of Belgium remarked that the Uruguayan
amendment had been discussed at an earlier meeting and that
M. Rolin had st that time said he believed the amendment
superflucus and therefore harmful. He favored the equality
of women but thought the smendment mised two problems. It
tried to assure wvomen & place in the Organization as dele-
gates which is up to the governments and also positions in
the Organigzation which really belongs in Chapter X. He
referred to the Egyptian comment that the equality of women
clause was already provided for in Chapter I by the Sponsor-
ing Powers amendment. He requested Uruguay to limit the
amendment to Chapter X, and if she wvas not willing to do this,
he requested the Chairman to divide the amendment into two
parts. In that case Belgium would favor the second, namely,
equality of women for positions in the Secretariat.

The Delegate of Uruguay remarked that she understood
many memwbers were in favor of her emendment. She referred
to a letter in support received from Mexisco, Australia,
Halti, Dominican Republic and Bragil and she felt she could
rely on the support of many others. So far as the suggestion
that this should apply to Chapter X, she thought it cbvious
that women should be eligible. In reply to Belgium she said
that vomen should be able to bear full responsibility
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throughout the Organization in peace as well as war and
suggested that all positions should be open to women. The
Delegate from Urugusy recommended that her amendment be con-
sidered as & new paragraph to Chapter IV.

q-mmtmmumtunuuu
order reised by Uruguay it would need to be seconded. Brasil
seconded. The Chairman then said that there were two speakers
for and two against the motion. Canada asked what the motion
vas and the Chairman replied that the Uruguaysn Delegate
proposed thet her original smendment should now become pare-
graph 3 of Chapter IV,

The Veneszuelan Delegate agreed and Uruguay seconded.
The United Kingdom Delegate remarked that he thought it
unvise to waste time in disuussing as to vhether it should
become paregreph 2 or 3.

The Delegate of Mexico rose to answer Belgium. She re-
minded that Chapter VII of the league Covenant refers to all
the positions in the lLeague and not just to the Secretariat.
Second, she said that she thought 1t was not proper here
to decide whom govermments should choose, but she thoughi it
proper and right to offer positions in various other organi-
zations.

The Delegate of Australia sald that she wvas not clear
vhether she was speaking to a point of order or not but she
she pointed out that the Committee had been appealed to

-3-
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to expedite its deliberations, and she thought it unwise to
pile up oppositions in favor of the decision already made.
mmmtguamuq—mwmm
Urugueyan proposal. She explained that the veal mesning of
the Uruguayan amendment vas that there should be no disecrimina-
tion whatsoever vhen referring to the position in any organ.
She sald that if the Committee agreed in supporting Uruguay,
then & vote should be taken.

The United Kingdom Delegate on & point of order said that the
Committee was only discusaing whether this should be paragraph
2 or 3.

hmmhmﬂMMﬂnM
had already been made and there was no opposition, it might
be taken unanimous that the point of order be sustained.

The Chairman asked for & vote on the point of order which
vas approved by & vote of 28 to nothing. The United Kingdom
Delegate on & point of order sald that the Committee was only
discussing whether the smendment should be paregreph 2 or 3
and not the question as to whether it should be in the chapter
at all. The Chalrman suggested reversing the order of debate
and discussing paragreph 2 before 3. He decided he was wrong
and he asked for s redemption of discussion of the substance
of paragraphs 2 and 3.

The Delegate of the U.S5.3.R. spoke in favor of the
Uruguaysn smendment. He pointed out that the constitution
of the U:8.8.R. and the two Republics grant equal rights to
all vomen and particularly the right to work. The Soviet

ol
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eivil laws and family laws take care of the rights of
women. In 27 years Soviet women have proved the worth of
equal rights in fulfilling their duties in peace and war.
He pointed out that the four sponsoring governments proposed
an smendment to Chapter I which includes the phrase "without
distindtion as to sex". This amendment is repeated in
Chapter ¥V and Chapter IX. He said that he had first thought
that the Urugusyan smendment which had been seconded by
Australis and Bragil was not necessary but he had changed his
nind and sald that it must be accepted as relating to Chapter
IV. He said that 38 years ago he had worked on & case relat-
ing to such & question and it meant deciding whether & pro-
vision of the Russian Czarist Constitution referred to both
men and women. He learned the text of law must clearly state
that vomen are indluded and therefore he thought the propo-
sition of Urugusy must be sccepted and submitted to & draft-
ing committee. He was of the opinion that the phrase "in
the organs and in the agencies" as proposed by Australia
should be included. Brasil on & point of order moved that the
Uruguayan amendment be adopted. The United Kingdom represen-
tative pointed out that this was not a motion of order but
& motion &0 close debate. Braszil replied that the motion was
to ask the Committee whether it were ready to vote. Australia
objected to the motion as she wished to speak on the question
of substance and did not want the debate closeds As the
motion was opposed by the U.S.85.R. and Australia, Brasgil

-5-
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vithdrew the motion. The Delegate of the United Kingdom
pointed out that it was important for the Committee to be
clear vhat it was doing. He said that he was speaking as
one of the delegates of the United Kingdom which was in the
best possible position to speak on such & subject since his
Delegation had 23.3% vomen and BErazil had remaried that the
umﬂmummmuamm.
He thought it all very well to decide questions
concerning the recruitment of employees for the Organization
but to go farther than that and tell the governments what to
do means interference in the demestic affaivs of other coun-
tries. He said that he was ready to sccept the phrase
"under the same conditions”, but preferred the words in the
Covenant of the league "shall be open equally to both men
and women". He suggested that this was more appropriately
the concern of Chapter I and suggested the following word-
ing "participation in employment in all positions of the
Secretariat and all its subsidiary organs shall be open
equally to men and women? He thought this would achieve the
objections desired and the Committee would agree unanimously.
The United States seconded the United Kingdom proposal.
The Delegates of the Ukraine supported the Uruguayan
proposal which would make it possible for women to parti-
cipate in the governing organs. He sald that in the Ukraine
no state office is closed to women--that his country had
found out the benefits of the contributions that women were

b



making during the war. In the U.S5.85.R. and Yugosliavia
vomen have fought in the army. They have been decorated
for their heroism and exceptional skill as military women.
Ho said that some delogates had said that the equal status
of women was understood and that there was no necessity for
specific mention. He thought that, on the contrary, there
vas so deeply recorded in the subconscious the idea of the
inequality of women that the phrase must be stated. He
pointed out that the Delegate of Belgium had said that
vomen were sutomatically eligible but that at the same time
vere elibible only in the Secretariat.

The Canadian Delegate on a point of procedure said the
debate had reached a degree of uanimity on the Uruguayan
amendment and he suggested that the Committee approve this
amendment and refer it to & drafting committee. The Chair-
man said that this proposal would seem to close the debate
and others wished to speak sco it was uwp to other members
to decide whether the disgussion should continue. The
Canadian Delegate replied that he was not suggesting that the
substance be referred to the drafting committee but thought
that the Committee could approve in prineiple the proposal
relating to participation in the organs or agensies of the
Organization and that this could be referred to a drafting
comuittee. He suggested as an example the following temt:
"The Organization shell place no restrictions on the partiei-
pation or representation in its organs and agencies under
the same conditions to men and women". The United States
seconded this proposal.

Ve




The Delegate from Guatemals on a point of order seconded
the Canadian motion and expressed support of the amendment of
mmwmmummmwuum
mittee. He suggested that a unanimous vote be cast. He did
not believe that it needed to be referred to & committee but
asked that there be a vote by scelimation.

The Chairman reminded the Committee that eight delegates
still wished to spesk and Canada had suggested a method of
procedure closing the debate and referring the matter to the
drafting committee. He referred to the precedent already
established that & draft is not discussed when it is referred
back to the Conmittee. The Canadian replied that the debate had
shown that no one wes against the prineiple but thought that
the word if put to a vote might mean that he and others would
have to vote again or abstain. He suggested the approval in
principle and the submission to a drafting committee and ex-
pressed the hope that wvhen the report was brought back the
Committee would adopt it unanimously.

Australia asked for an interpretation. Would such a
motion mean that there would be no further opportumity to
express or discuss the principle? The Chairman replied that
if he had understood Guatemals and Bolivia clearly, the text
of the drafting committee would have to be discussed again.

The Delegate of Greece said that it was clear there
vere two conflicting motions. According to Uruguay the motion
vas to proceed to vote on the amsndment and according to Canada

il




the motion was to refer the it to a committee, approving
the amendment in principle first. He thought it would be
MMQHWMMHMM
precedence. bnhtruh.m’ltm&nw
to avoid submitting the amendment to & committee and there-
fore please Uruguay and give a chance to the Committee to
decide at once, taking cognizance of the United Kingdom's
important remarks. (The point reised concerning the in-
clusion in the Charter of any provision which might be con~-
strued as interference in domestic affairs). He proposed
inserting as paragraph 3 of Chapter IV the following:
"Mothing in this Charter may be construed to preclude the
participation in the organs, agencies, Seeretariat or other
offices of this Organization of women on an equal footing
wvith men".

The Guatemalan Delegate asked that the Committee vote
immediately on the amendment and not refer it te a drafting
committee. The Delegate from Belgium reminded the Committee
that before the discussion had been opened the United Kingdom
had sulmitted & text and he asked wvhether the Conmittee had
taken cognizance of that text. The Chairman replied that
the Committee was still discussing the Canadian proposal of
referring the amendment to a drafting committee and submitted
tb.n’:;temmmunmhw The
motion/was put to & vote and carried by 19 to mothing., The
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motion read: "This Committee approves in principle the
mmumnum&-ﬁ:am
comuittee. The Chairmen appointed & drafting committee to
meet the following morning, the committee to include the
President of Commission I, the Chairmen of Committee I/2,
the Rapporteur and the delegates of the following countries:
Australia, Chile, United States, Norway, Netherlands and
Urugusy. On the suggestion of Canada he added the Delegate
of Braszil.

The Chairman closed the meeting at 10150 with the
remarks that ten minutes had been devoted to the weport of
the Rapporteur, fifty minutes to a discussion of substance
and seventy-five minutes to points of order.
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SUMMARY REPORT OF COMMITTEE I/2 L"%Mb\

« Veterans Building, Room 314 5320 p.m., May 14, 1945

1. Sehedule of meeting.
0 The mum,\m.rmtnm

Y

2, mmmmﬂmmgmm

The Rapporteur presented the report of the subcommittee on
Chapter III, Membership. It was explained that the text in
lts first paragraph defines wvhose who are meuibers at the out-
set, and in the second, those who will become members later,
m-m—nsmmww»égmmm
"peace-loving nations", m-m
nt_wwﬂﬂ“-uuh-m*m. To
reference was made by the subcommittee to the requirement of
demoeratic institutions, since this would imply an undue
interference with internal arrveangements, It was felt that

mm-w"hnﬂmt:.sn mmm#
A

 speeifiec eriteria.f{Tt was t the French translation

«\_Tr of paragraph 2 in the subcommittee report was not wholly

uunrutmtm-_tho-mehtorlm. It was agreed
that & revised French text should be submitted at a later




the English text submitted by the subsommittee

on Ghapter III, Membership as follows:

"Members of the Organization are the signatories
of the Charter whose retification has begcome effective
in agecrdance with Chapter XAI,

"Meubership of the Organization is open to all
peage-loving states whiech, in the judgment of the Organi-
gation, are abie and ready to accept and carry out the
obligations contained in the Charter.”

2. Suspension of, and expulsion from, membership.
The Chairman explained that the question of suspension

and expulsion did not eome within the original terms of reference
of this Committee, Dut that the matter had been discussed by
the Presidents of Commissions I and II and referred by them to
the Coordinating Committee for deeisien.

On the question of withdrewel of membership from the
Organization the Chalrman explained that the subcommittee had
considered this matter, and vas of the opinion that the Dumbarton
Oaks Proposals deliberately omitted provisions for withdrawval
in order to avolid the weakness of the League Covenant which
had permitted vithdrewal, The subcommittee was strongly of the
opinion that withdrawal should be impossible.
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The Delegate of Uruguay pointed out that Uruguay had
presented a proposed amendment porviding that universality
and permanenge of the Organization should prevent withdrawal
from it, He recommended that an express prohibition against
wvithdrawl of any member should be written into the Charter.

Decision: The Committes agreed to plase on the
agends st & sonvenient date, to be fixed by the
Chairmen, the @iscussion of the question Of with-
drevel from the Organization.

3. Consideration of Chapter IV, Principal Organs,
The Chairman amnounged that a discussion of Chapter IV
would be resumed at the next meeting and & subcommittes would

be appointed to draft a text,

The Committee adjourned at 6330,




SUMMARY REPORT OF EIGHTH MEETING OF CO -
Veterans Building, Room 303, May 16, lﬁﬁ; 9;!!.9.2-;»

mmuumoﬁxuuomwmmu 8140 p.m,
1. Report by the Rapporteur Qs frakua)

The Rapporteur, (Sayyid) Jamil Daud, presented a report
sumarizing the progress of the uunuié on Chapter IV (Report
attached), |
2. Continuation of Diseussion on Chapter IV (Principel Organs)

The Delegate of Cuba suggested a modification of para-
graph 2 providing for a Couneil on Intellectual Cooperation,

He also spoke in support of the Uruguayan amendment asking for
equal status for women in the Organization.
mn&l‘““&idmm“‘ that her amendment be
m.oxpoﬂtdﬂm]hBOImﬂﬂMMM
W&upnumpmm The motion, seconded by
Venezuela, was adopted,
Deeision: Ihe Comittee agreed to gonsider the
Uruguaysn amendment as paragraph J of Chapler IV.

Scme delegales suggested that the Uruguayan amendment
embodied two proposals, one pertalaing to the representation of
women on national delegations, the other porta.i.nin.g to uﬂ.\
employment in the wm&i« of the Orm&::ti?n h
of this distinetion these delegates Mt thnt. the ﬂﬁmuna
amend -ent should deal only with the httnlﬂ should therefore
be considered for discussion under Chapter X rather than under
Ohaptor IV, Others urged that delegates as such sat o0y »
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in the General Assembly and that limiting the Uruguayan
amendment to the Becretariat and its agencies might preclude
the seating of women on the Security Council, the Social
and Economi¢ Couneil, and similar organs outside the Assembly,

Deslsion: The Committee approved in prineiple

the Uruguaysn smendment to Chapter IV and

agreed %o submit it to & subcommitee for dvafting.
3. Appointment of & subcoumittee

To carry out the dbove decision the Chairmen appointed a

subcommi ttee conslisting-of-the—Prestdent of Commission I,vthe
wmmm)

ST,

A

_88_ex offiecto menbers, dnd the delegates of the following
countriess: Australia, Chile; United States, Norvay,
The meeting adjourned at 10:50 p.m,
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PROGRESS REPORY ON CHAPYER IV BY THE RAPPORTEUR OF COMMITTEE 1/2
May 16, 1945

1, Committee I/2 has u;epttd paragreph 1 of Chapter IV,
pending further decisions of other Committees of the
Confersence, The paregraph, as agreed by the Comumittee
on May 15, reads as follows: .
1, The Organisation should have &s 1ts prinoipal owgans:

a. A General Assembly;

b, A Security Couneil

¢. An Economic and Social Council;

d. An internstional gourt of Justice; snd
e. A Secretariat,

2, The Secretary of Committee II/3 has formally notified the
Secretary of Committee I/2 of the following action taken
at the fourth meeting of Committee II/3:

"Should recommend Yo Gomaittes /2 that & nev

paragraph "¢" be inserted in Chapter IV,1, as
followss

(¢) Beonomio and Soelel Oouneil,

and that subsequent paragraphs be relettered
accordingly.

It vas agreed that if the title of the Economic
and Social Couneil should be changed in subsequent
discussion, this amendment should be changed

lcwrdi“ly.'
3, This action of Committee II/3 was noted in the deecision

of Committee I/2 at its meeting yesterday, May 15, vhen
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SUMMARY REPORT, SECOND MEETING OF COMKITTEE 1/2

The meeting was ealled to order by the Chairmen, Mr. Sab# Bonilla Lars
(Costa Rion), ai-dfefife The Chairman reported on the number of amendments
received pertsining to matters within the jurisdiction of this Gommittee.

At eleven o'cloek the Committee observed one minute of silence in
memory of those who gave their lives to make possible the vietory celebrated
at this time.

1. Gomsideration of Joint imendments of Sponsoring Powers

The Chairman reported that at an informal meeting on the morning of
May 7. 1945, the Commission Presidents and Committes Chairmen had egreed,
in order to expedite the work of the Confurence, to recomnmend that the
twenty-seven joint amendments submitted by the sponsoring powers (Dce.2,0/29)
should be embodied in the Dumbearton Caks propossls. He asked for the
opinion of the Conmittee om this matter. Seversl delegates agreed that
this proocedur¢ would speed up the work, observing that many of the amend-
ments submitted hy other States were covered, at least in part, by these
Jjoint mmendments, Other deslegates felt that the amendments of all States
should be treated in the same way, and pointed out that ineorporating the
Joint amendments in the Dumbarton Oaks propesals would give them a differ-
ent status. It was also suggested thet since these amendments did mot
constitute a part of the original agenda of the Conference, they should
be considered, discussed, and voted on in the same way mes all other
amendments.

The Committee agreed that this was a matter to be deolded by the
Steering Committes or Executive Committee, and thet in the meantin

disoussion should proceed on Chapters III and IV of the Dumbarten .
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proposals to whioh the sponsoring governmemts had mot suggested amendments.

2. Gonsideration of Chapter IIT (Membership)

After seme disoussion of the work of the Committee, it was agreed to
begin with the oonlunn';troa of Chapter III (Membership). Thoe delegate
from jpustralia presented an amendment tc the present text of Chapter IIT
ae follows:

"Membership of the United Netions shall be open to any
State whioh acoepts the obligation of this Charter amd
which £4 is admitted to membership in scoordance with the
Charter.”

He felt that this amendment avoided the possibility of uncertainty
of interpretation whiech might result from the term "peave-loving mations®
in the Dumbarton Oaks proposals.

The delegate from Norway submitted the following amendment for
considerantion:

*Membership of the Organization should be open %o all
peace-loving States whose govermments ocan be relied Jml
to work im harmony with the purposes and principles of the
Organi gation.*
He explained thet this emendment, like that proposed by Australia, wes
inspired by the need for elarity.

The delegate from Uruguay spoke in favor of universal and permanent
menbership, pointing out the need for a precise Juridical definition of
a State.

It was agreed, owing to the latemess of the hour, to resume dis-
cussion at the next meeting of the Committee, temtatively scheduled
for May 9.

The meeting adjourmed at 12,30 p.n.
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The Delegate of Mexieo supported the amendment of Uruguay

concerning the representation of in different organs
and s of the muunn&;&t& out that the
Wﬁ&d in Article 7 that positions :I.n’ the

A homtownnm_ oqual A rplnts. .

The fnlopto of Austra

soring powers , to Chapters I, V, and

IX, providing against diserimination as to race, langusage,
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A egate of \ lia posed the
addition of two words to the Uruguayan proposal, which would
then read as follows:
"Representation and perticipation in the organs
men

%gngﬁuor the Organization shall be open both
women under the same conditions,




The Delegate of Mexieco supported the amendment of Uruguay
concerning the representation of women in different organs
of the Organization, m out that the
ma-c provided in Artiele 7 that positions in the
humﬁ-&oemtommlmu equality.
The Delegate of mmuai:‘mom & t,j
the

soring powvers m-m—m to Chapters I, V, and

IX, providing against K:mgauan as to race, language,
religion or m}; : 5
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stical application within the

Organization “.W
Juent in dhpar a proposed the

addition of two 'ordl to tho proposal, which would
then read as follows: :

" _

Representation and participation in the organs

g%orm Organization shall be open both
men women under the same conditions.
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The Delegate of Mexico supported the smendment of Uruguay
goncerning the representation of women in different organs
and agencies of the OGrganization, She pointed out that the
League Covenant provided in Article 7 that positions in the
mmhmummumﬂww.

mumuumm-wmmsm-
posed by Uruguay, m—-hrm
WWMMMW

———She-Delegete of Austraiie that the four spon-
soring pmuhdmwm to Chapters I, V, and
» providing against disgrimination as to race, langusge,
religion or sex, These smendments, however, did not obviate
the necessity for ineluding in Chapter IV, dealing with the
organs of the Organization, a clause gremting equal status to
women, The intention expressed by the spomsoring powers in
mmqﬁamwmwmumu
Organization itself through the inclusion of such an amend-
ment in Chapter IV, The Delegate of Australia proposed the
addition of two words to the Uruguaysn proposal, which would
then read as follows:
mimmwuomunmmm
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May 10, Room 314, Veterans Building, 2:50 p.m.

The Chairmen called the meeting to order at 2:55 p.m,

He stated that in the future whenever a motion on a point of order
vas made and seconded, speakers would be limited to two for and .
tvo against the motion. mmpumm-mm.wmm
delay.

The Delegate of Haitli spoke in support of the amendment
of his delegation, He pointed te the ¢lose links between
Chapters I, II, and III of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals, The
amendment of Haitl ccncerns the inelusion in the Bineiples
of the Charter of the prineiple of rasial nondiscrimination,

He did not propose to offer amendment to Chapter IIX but pointed
to the close relationship between this prineiple and that of
Membership.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom expressed his belief that
discussion had proeceeded to the peoint where a deeision by the
Committee was possible., He outlined the main themes which had
been made in the speeches so far: (1) A general desire that
the Organization should, by the "Terms of the Charter”, be
ecapable of being universal in membership, and (2) the warning
of other Delegates who were anxious to keep out of the Organiza-
tion those states which were not pease-loving but whiech other-
wvise could establish c¢laim to membership, He suggested that the
text of this Chapter should be flexible and that any attempt to
reach a precise definition on the second point would be extremely

-] -



diffieult and unsatisfastory in practice. He reminded the
Committee that the Ueneral Assembly would pass on all cases
of admission; theréfore he suggested the following text for
Mtorml
o!‘th.OrhatiuMlhwum

Bnhﬂmt&tthm'm-w“m
in the Moscow Declaration and that it would be diffieult to
secure unanimous agreement to their omission., He further
stated that the summary made at the conelusion of the last
meeting by M. Rolin had bdeen of great value to the members of
the Committee,

The Delegate of Mexico, noting the distinetion which had
been drawvn betveen "state” and "government", urged that the
Conmittee should not depart from the prineiple of nonintervention,
viich the sponsoring nations had already ascepted in the draft-
ing of the Dumbarton Caks Charter. He stated that the formula
of the United Kingdom was most appropriate.

The Delegate of the Soviet Unien pointed ocut that the
prineiple of universality was acceptable in the distant future
but that at the present time it is impossible and that the
delegation of the Soviet Union 1s against its inclusion in the
Charter. He strongly defended the use of the words "peace-loving".
On the matter of a more precise definition, which had been
raised by France and the Netherlands, he felt that the wording
of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals vas adequate and precise. The
8-




provisiom of Chapter V, Section B, paragraph 2, vhich relate
to the admission of new menbers by the General Assembly, vere
sufficient in the mind of the delegation of the Soviet Union.
He stated that he would speak on the matter of neutrality at
nhm}m. The Delegate of Australia agreed to withdraw
his motion in order to permit the Delegate of the United Kingdom
te present his amendment as a motion, He asked, however, that
the United Kingdom text be amended by inserting the word
"prineiples” after the word "ascept". This change vas agreed to
by the Delegate of the United Kingdom, and his motion to
consider this amendment wvas seconded by the Delegation of the
United States. |

The Delegate of Brazil urged that the records of the dis-
cussion of the prineiple of universality and other matters
relating to membership should be put into a formal memorandum
vhieh eould be made aveilable to future students of this
Organisation.

The Delegate of Norway suggested that the United Kingdom
draft be amended by the addition of the words "end live up to"
after the word "accept”. In answer to this proposal, however,
the Delegate of the United Kingdom pointed out that in his
epinion the word "gocept” implied that the member was ready
to fulfil all obligations. He preferred to stand on his motion
as originally presented.

The Delegate of Ecuador pointed out that the points of view
of f.hou supporting the prineiple of universality and of those

. 5




vho insisted upon the necessity of all members complying with
¢ortain conditions and requirements were not far apart. He

therefore proposed, not as a motion but as a centribution teo
the discussion, the following text:

"Members of the Organization are those states which
have subscribed to the present Charter.

'ms{‘mmmhmunumum-um

of the world if possess the gualifications and -
mmm-m&-mnmww

The Delegate of Belgium then moved that the Committee

terminate discussion of Chapter III and that the Chairman ap-
point a subscommittee to consider all amendments and proposals
wvhieh had been made,

The Delegate of the Philippines spoke in support of the

amendment of his delegation. He explained that within the
meaning of "state" as defined in international law his countyy
would not be included at this time as a member, He suggested
therefore that Chapter III take into ascount two kinds of
members: (1) The original members of the United Nations, (2) any
other peage-loving and law-abiding state or nation which may
hereafter be admitted.

In reply to the request of the Débgate of the United States
that the Committee consider the motion of the Delegate of the
United Kingdom, the Delegate of Belgium pointed out that such a

course would reopen discussion of the whole matter of membership,

and would lead to prolonged delay, After some further dis-
cussion, t.hi motion of the Delegate of Belgium was seconded,
and the Committee agreed to terminate discussion.

i
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The Chairman then announged that he would appoint
the members of the subcommittee at the next meeting.,
The meeting was adjourned at 5:10 p.m,
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POURTH MEETING OF COMMITTE
May 10, Room 314, Vetersans Building, 2:50 p.m.

mchnirmoaiiod the meeting to order at 2:55 p.m.

He stated that in the future vhenever a motion on a point of order
vas made and seconded, speakers woild be limited to two for and

two againet the motion, He hoped that this would avoid prolonged
delay.

The Delegste of Haiti spoke in support of the amendment
of his delegation., He pointed to the close links between
Chapters I, II, and IIT of the Dumbarton Oaks Prepcsals. The
amendment of Haitl concerns the inglusion in the Rineciples
of the Charter of the principle of racial nondiscrimination,

He 414 not propose to offer amendment to Chapter IIT but pointed
to the close relationshiy betwéeen this prineiple and that of
Meubership.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom expressed his belief that
discussion had progeeded to the point where a degision by the
Comaittee was possible, He outlined the main themes which had
been made in the speeches mo far: (1) A general desire that
the Organization should, by the "Terms of the Charter”, be
ecapadle of being universal in membership, and (2) the warning
of other Delegates who were anxious to keep out of the Organiza-
tion those states which were not pease-loving but which other-
vise could establish claim to membership. He suggested that the
text of this Chapter should be flexible and that any attempt to
reach a precise definition en the second point would be extvemely

-l



diffieult and unsatisfastory in practice. He reminded the
Committee that the CGeneral Assenbly would pass on all cases
of admission; therefore he suggested the following text for
Chapter III:

"Meubership of the mmmumum
1¢vl.ustm.

the judgment of
framissiicl, wmele o oty v o '

He pointed out that the words "pease-loving" were enshrined
in the Moscow Declaration and that it would be difficult teo
secure unanimous agreement to thelir omission. He further
stated that the sumasry made at the conslusion of the last
meoting by M. Rolin had been of great value to the meubers of
the Comnmittee,

The Delegate of Mexico, noting the distinetion which had
been drawn betveen "state” and "government®, urged that the
Committee should not depart from the prinsciple of nonintervention,
vhich the sponsoring nations had already accepted in the draft-
ing of the Dumbarton Oaks Charter. He stated that the formula
of the United Xingdom was most appropriate,

The Delegate of the Soviet Unieon pointed cut that the
prineiple of universality wvas acceptable in the distant future
but that at the present time it is impossible and that the
delegation of the Soviet Union 1s against its inclusion in the
Charter. He strongly defended the use of the words "pease-loving".
On the matter of a more precise definition, which had been
raised by France and the Netherlands, he felt that the wording
of the Dusbarton Osks Proposals was adequate snd precise. The
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provisiom of Chapter V, Section B, paragraph 2, which relate
to the admission of new mesbers by the General Assembly, were
suffieient in the iind of the delegation of the Soviet Union,
He stated that he would speak on the matter of neutrality at
lhm/m. The Delegate of Australia agreed to withdraw
his motion in order to permit the Delegate of the United Kingdom
to present his amendment as a motion, He asked, however, that
the United Kingdom text be amended by inserting the word
"prineiples” after the vord "asccept”. This change was agreed to
by the Delegate of the United Kingdom, and his motion to
consider this amenduent wvas seconded by the Delegation of the
United States,

The Delegate of Brazil urged that the records of the dis-
cussion of the pringiple of universality and other matters
relating to membership should be put inteo & formal memorandum
vhiech could be made available teo future students of this
Crganisation.

The Delegate of Nerway suggested that the United Kingdom
draft be amended by the addition of the words "and live up to"
after the word "sccept”. In answer to this proposal, however,
the Delegate of the United Kingdom pointed out that in his
opinion the word "sccept” implied that the member was ready
to fulfil all obligations. He preferred to stand on his motion
as originally presented.

The Delegate of Eouador pointed out that the points of view
ofMWMWMIO“MMW“MM
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who insisted upon the necessity of all members complying with
certain conditions and requirements were not far apart. He

therefore proposed, not as a motion but as & contribution to
the discussion, the fellowing text:

"Meumbers of the Organization are those states which
have subserided to the present Charter.

m%mmmuu:mum-ﬁ-

Assembly.

The Delegate of Belgium then moved that the Committee
terminate diseussion of Chapter III and that the Chairmen ap-
point & subcommittee to consider all amendments and proposals
vhieh had been made,

The Delegate of the Fhilippines spoke in support of the
amendment of his delegation. He explained that within the
meaning of "state” as defined in internatiecnsal law his country
would not be inecluded at this time as a member. He suggested
therefore that Chapter III take into account two kinds of
menberss (1) The original members of the United Nations, (2) any
other peace-loving and law-abiding state or nation vhich may
hereafter be admitted.

In veply to the request of the Débgate of the United States
that the Committee consider the motion of the Delegate of the
United Kingdom, the Delegate of Belgium pointed out that such a
course would recpen discussion of the whole matter of membership,
and would lead to prolonged delay. After some further dis-
cussion, the moticn of the Delegate of Belgium was sesonded,
and the Committee agreed to terminate discussion.

. -




The Chairman then announced that he would appoint
the members of the subcommittee at the next meeting.
The meeting was ddjourned at 5:10 p.m.



MINUTES OF SIXTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE I/2
May- 14, 1945, 5:20 p.m.

The Mm anmounced the schedule of meetings for the
Comittec for the wveek;
:uuday. 3:3:)39 z » lolago.
m,'ao meeting Monday, 5:;0
The Rapporteur (Haiti) presented & report of the drafting
conmittee on a meeting of subcommittee 1, which contained the
proposed text of Chapter III (Membership), as follows:
"Members of the Opganiszation are the

signatories of the Charter wvhose ratification
has become effective in accordance with Chap-

ter XI.

of the Organization is open to
all loving states which, in the judgment of
the ti are able and ready to and
carry out the tions contained in the e

The Chaivman pointed out that the Comnmittee was to vote on
the taxt, but that there would be no discussion.

The Delegate of Belgium (M. Rolin) explained that the
text of the subcommittee added two paragrephs--the first of
vhich defines those who are members at the ocutset. He explained
that they had deliberately refrained from mentioning the
"original® members. The second paragraph deals with those



[ e

vho become members later and is open to "peace-loving nations”.
The phrase was retained because it had been used in the Moscow
Declarations and expressed so well the idea of universality
as requested by so many delegations.

He explained that the phrase "able and ready” implied
not only the acceptance of obligations, but the ability to carry
out and the sincere acceptance of, these obligatioms. The "aims
and principles” are omitted for the sake of simplicity since
those nations which adhere to the Organization accept the aims
and principles as a matter of course. There was no reference
to democratic institutions since this would meen interference
vith internmal arrangements.

M. Rolin explained that the Oprganization (which includes
the General Assembly and the Security Countil) will consider
the past
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and recent attitude of the state and the public statements of its
luﬁmtomifthoggmmmuthtlnpﬁmipluw
the Organizstion. The Committee did not want to include epecific
points, however.

The Delegats of UGreece on & point of order noted that the
French translation of the second parsgraph was not quite satifsstary.
He thought the American text very good and that a closer and
interpretation of "sble and ready" should be protided. The U.s,
Delegate said that he thought it was an excellent draft and he
proposed to vote in the affirmative for both parties. However,
he objected to the paragraph concerned with withdrawal, sinece
his delegation had not considered this guestion and he therefore
wished to reserve the right to bring it to the attention of his
delegation.

The Chairman sald that the Comnittee was to vote on the text
only, and that a second opportunity would be given to discuss this
and vote agaln when the text is presented to the Commission.

The Delegate of Brazil, speaking on & point of order, asked
vhether the preable had been accepted by Committee I/l since
there vas a desire for some declaration of human rights and the
feeling that this should be more than & legal document. She
questioned whether the preabble and principles would be incorpiratd
into the draft. The Delegate from Belgium replied that the
peeakiuaxk preasble had not yet been accepted, sy but would be
after the Chapter on Principles had been discussed. zr.mqn
was adopted as part of the charter and the Delegate felt that there
vere omissions, amendments could be submitted.

3-




The Delegate of New Zealand, on & point of arder,
mmwmwmtwmmwmm
vote on this would constitute & precedent; he hoped that it would
not, singce often there would be a desire to discuss the text
before voting upon it. The Chairman explained that there were
two mays of handling the problem: (1) to vote on the report;
and (§) the Committee to sustain the motion to re-open discus-
sion. If, hovever, it were opened without the authorization of
the Committee, there would be a lengthy discussion and unless

there were many changes to be made in the draft, he prefered to have

a vote on the report as submitted. Tt was agreed that the text
should be voted upon and there was 2o moyve to re-open discussion.
The Delegate of France, on & point of order, said that he
desired tc associste himself with the Delegate of (reece and that

the French translation should be amended in order to pring it
inte line with the English text. The Australisn Delegate asked
vhether it would be special procedures for the admission of
certain countries; such as ex-enemy countries. M. Rolin explained
that 1t wvas open for the Assembly to decide vhether a nation was
molmwmt,mmitmabhmmwm
the obligaticns. The Australian Delegaté said that in another”
Committee it had been suggested that before enemy states could
be admitted they must run the gauntlet of the Security Couneil.
M. Rolin replied that the text said "érganization”, which ineluded
the Security Counecil,and that this was really a question for
Commission IX. The Australian delegate remarked that he agreed
vith the text and thought it exccllent. \

ol



The Delegate of Greece, in answer to a question from the
Chair as to whether his comment had been one of form or substance,
said that he wvanted to know if there were two different texts to
vote upon. He thought that a clearer text was needed.

he Delegate of Brazil asked if the text was final or liable
tc be changed later, and the Chalrman explained that & vote would

using the knglish version.
be taken on two paregrephs,/ The vote was carried unanimously to
adopt the text of the subconmittee on Chapter IIY, using the English
version only.

The Delegate of Upuguay noted that withdrawal had not been
covered in this text and the Chaiyman explained that the question
umx of suspension, expulsion and withdrawal did not come within
the terms of referemce, but should be sent to the Committee on
Coordination for clearance as to which Committee should be con-
cerned with this question.

M. Rolin refemwed to the U. 8. Delegate's comment on withe
draval (Mr. Eddn had said that he had not discussed this vith
his delegation). The Constitution of the United States dows not
mention withdrawal--similerly it is taken for granted in Dumbarton
Oaks that there shall be no withdrawval. If the United States
vished to make an smendment concerning it, they should have made
it earlier.
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The Chairman spcke on behalf of the subgomnmittee. He
wished to strengthen M, Rolin's remarks concerning withdvewal,
The subecommittee had dn mind the Covenant of the Leegue which
clearly mentioned withdrawal. This subject was omitted in
Dumbarton Oaks since it was believed that in this new world
organisation withdraval should be impossible,

The Delegate from Rorway asked wiiether reports from drafting
committees shiould not be plaged on the table 24 hours before
consideration, and he asked for a rule in the future. The
Delegate from Franee seid that at the meeting before last it
vas suggested that the question of neutrality should be referred
to the First Coamultiee and he requested that this be done now,
The Chairman replied to Norway that the report was delivered by
messenger yesterday morning to each delegation, and in reply
to Frange's question, sald that the guestion of neutrelity
had been referred to Committee 1,

The Delegate from Uruguay said that he wished the question
of withdrawal to be put as number one on the Agenda of the
next meeting. Uruguay had presented the fundamental proposal
vhich must be given serious consideration, Positive law must
be clearly expressed in the ecode. He rallied to Mr. Rolin's
vords on withdraval--there must be a juridieal basis for with-
dreval--and he pointed out that the comparison of this Organiza-
tion with the U'S, was not analogous, He emphasiged the need
for stating the proposal definitely and decisively in the Charter,
Uruguay opposes withdrawal and wants the Charter to state
specifically that no withdreawal is possible,



The Chairman remarked that the motion for placing an item
on the Agenda had been seconded by Chile and that this motion
for consideration eould be debated by two speakers in favor and
two opposed. He asked, however, that the day not be fixed but
it be left to the Chairman to put this item on the Agenda at
uaenvﬁimthto.

The Delegate from the Netherlands 'mclt.;n :hlt no
amendment had been put forward on this subject E¥ the
Delegate from Uruguay replied that it had been.

The Delegate from Chile explained that he had seconded
Uruguay and referred to Chile's experience in the league.

‘he United Kingdom representative opposed the motion
as not being on a poiat of order. He thought 1t would be
difficult if the procedure of allowing the Chairman to deeide
wvhat would go on the Agends were varied, iHe suggested that the
rule be adhered to which allows the Chalrman to decide on the
Agenda,

The Delegate frow Australia agreed in generel with Uruguay
and thought it wise teo secure the substange of thelr amenduent

but that the method is for the Chalman and Coordinating Comuittee

to decide.

On the prineiple of permanence of membership, he agreed
but he thought that the particular amendment must be smeix
subjeet to the convenience of arrengements by the organs of
the Organization, He particularly recommended that the guestion
of the consideration of suspension and expulsion be ruled upon
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by the Coordinating Committes.
A vote was taken on the motisn of Uruguay te plase on
date to be fixed Dy the Chalrman, This was unanimously approved,
The Chaimmen snnounced that the fellowing two meetings
vould be devoted to consideration of Chapter IV (Frimeipal
Organs) and that a subcoamalttes would be appeinted to draft
a text for this Chapter.
The meeting adjouwrned at 6:30,



MINUTES OF MEETING OF COMMITTEE I/2
May 15, 3:40 p.m,

L

The Chairman opened the meeting with the remark that the
discussion of Chapter IV would be continued, that there would
be no limit on the number of speakers, although he hoped they
would preserve brevity and precision, and it was his purpose
to hear all wvho wished tc speak before closing debate.

The Delegate of Greece spoke to the motion of Uruguay
and Brezil requiring provision in Chapter IV for placing women
on an equal footing with men, He referred to the Belgian
remark that this was unnecessary, since there was nothing in
the Charter limiting or confining the right of women to be
represented. He pointed out that it perhaps had been over-
looked; that in Chapter X on the Secretariat, it was clearly
stated that the Secretary-General should be & man "since it
used the pronoun "he", 1In private law it iz admitted that
man embreaces woman, but this is not the rule in publiec law,
vhich says that the term "man" does not comprise both sexes,

The Delegate of Egypt reminded the Committee of the
amendment of the four sponsoring powers which had been con-
sidered in Committee I/1, It provides for equality of race,
language, religion and sex., He thought that singce definite
equality was already covered Uruguay would be satisfied with
this., As far as Chapter IV was concerned, the Egyptian
amendment would ineclude the Social and Economic Couneil as
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one of the prineipal organs, He said that this had been in
the minds of the authors of Dumbarton Oaks and that they had
considered the Couneil dmportant enough to give it a whole
chapter, If the Egyptian smendment is adopted, minor changes
will be needed in other chapters. The Delegate of Mexico
supported t.ho amendment of Uruguay concerning the representa-
tion of women in different organs of the Organigation and 1its
agencies, SHe thought all should be open on a basis of equality
of men and of women. She remarked that it had been sald that
specific mention was not needed but she felt that she must
insist on having such rights mentioned in the Charter. When
the text is vague, it lends itself to vague interpretations,
In referring to the remark that the Belgian had made previously
' that if speeific provision were made in one part of the Charter
that vhere it was not mentioned in another part women would be
excluded, she thought this was not true, She also wished to
correct & statement that the League had not specifically pro-
vided for the ineclusion of women, She referred to Article 7
of the Covenant, which states that appointments to the League
are open to women on & basis of equality., B8She also referred
to the International Conference of Labor wvhich provides that
in all questions dealing with labor problems where women are
involved & woman is to béd present &s an adviser, She said that
wve should not now abandon the triumphs achieved so far, and
if there is no mention specifically in the Charter now, it will

“:-



be & backward step, BShe emphasized the importance of the
Organization to women and related to Uruguay's proposal
which presented such."a lofty sense of human justice”,

The Delegate of Ecuador on & point of order said that
according to the agenda of this meeting the discussion should
start on Paregraph 1 and then proceed to Paregreph 2 in
order to expedite the approval of the chapter. He suggested
that Chapter IV should ineclude all organs already listed in
the original draft plus those which might be constituted by
the present conference, Although he had not summarized this
proposal at the previous meeting, he wished to. do so and
proposed that the discussion proceed to Paragraph 1 first
and then to Paragreph 2, After that, the discussion of the
representation of women gould come up. He added that the
United Nations accepted equal rights as a matter of fact,
The motion was seconded by Bolivia, The Chairman said that
vhen the motion had been signed there would be & brief dis-
cussion with not more than two speakers for and two against,

The United Kingdom Delegate thought that the discussion
eould be expedited by considering the two main questions
separatelys (1) Should any organs be added to the list in
Chapter 43 and (2) the position to be given formally to
women in this chapter, He remarked on the almost universal
assent that the Economie and Social Couneil should be one of
the prineipal organs and thought that it would be & waste of
time to discuss this, He suggested that the motion of Ecuador
might be more simple if it were proposed that an Economie and

3=




Social Couneil be added, He thought it would be diffieult
to add others hypothetically, The Delegate of nv;dnr said
he had in mind only the listing of the organs; that it was
not within the jurisdietion of this Committee to decide which
organs, Many delegations have suggested others, such as the
educational and cultural, but Committee I/2 was not in a
position to decide whether these were major or secondary
organs, If the Economie and Soeial Couneill is inecluded, it
!houldbowithth._\mhﬂtmmthtothromnyh
ereated, The Chairman asked the Ecuadorian if his motion
would bring his discussion to & close and the reply was that
it would as far as paragraph 1 was concerned, The United
Kingdom Delegate thought that if the Eoonomic and Social Couneil
vere added it should be without prejudice to the addition of
any other organization the @Gonference may decide upon, The
Delegate of Australia supported the United Kingdom and thought
that the question of equal status for women and the Social and
Economiec Couneil had been confused, He suggested that there
should be a vote on the Economic and Bogial Counecil as a
prineipal organ of the Organization, and that this be done
without prejudice to any additional organs which might be
ereated by the gconference, This would not elose discussion
on Paregraph 1 but would preclude discussion of the status of
women, The United Kingdom Delegate remarked that Uruguay
proposed & new Paregraph 2, which was agreed to by Uruguay.
The Delegate of Norway said that his Delegation favored sny
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any proposal that would strengthen the Social and Economie
Couneil, but he wanted to make clear that this would not

preclude a discussion of the relation between the Eeonomie
and Soeial Council and the Security Couneil, The United
mmmgmummmmtthummmmr

committee to discuss,

The Delegate of Greece pointed out that some delegations
had expressed the opinion that the Soeial and Esonomic Council
should be listed before the Court, It eertainly should not
be listed after the Secretarist, which would disparege its
importansce.

The Delegate of Belgium reminded the Committee that
Committedell/3 on May 11 decided unanimously that the Soeial
and Beonomie Couneil should be one of the prinecipal organs
and should be (¢) izmediately after the Security Council and
before the Court and Secretariat, which would then become (d)
and (e). The Chairman, speaking in the language of concilis~
tion, requested Bouador to withdravw his motion to bring the
discussion on Paragreph 1 to a close, He pointed out that
five proposals had been submitted:

1, - goncerning the rights of women to participate

2. m. « Eeonomic and Social Couneil

3. Mexieco ~ to exelude the court as one of the
prineipal o

§, Cuba and Ecuador -

5. Cuba - proposslitoncerning intellectual cooperation

The Delegate of Wruador was not willing to withdraw his

motion, sinee he proposed merely listing the organs that -tLi:
[
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other conmittees would create. The Delegate of Quba on a
point of order said that the Cuban Delegation had submitted
several amendments on Paragraph 1 but felt satisfied to have
the Economie and Scoeial Couneil as one of the prineipal organs
MM@MM&M%“WM&&&. He
Mtﬁmmwnwurortooﬂmmu.

The Delegate of Bouador said that it would elarify the
situation still more if the Committee were to adopt the recom-
mendation of Committee II/3 as to the order in which the organs
should be listed, |

The Delegate of Australia asked for an explanation as to
wvhether in voting on Paregreph 1 the deeision on the position
of women would not be exeluded, He supported the motion of
Ecuador., The Delegate of Greece on a point of order sald that
he understood that in voting on Paregraph 1 he would also have to
vote on the amendment of Uruguay as to equality. He thought the
proper position for Uruguay's amendment was after Paragreph 2,

The Delegate of Haiti on a point of order asked for elueci-
dation of the United Kingdom proposal, He asked whether it would
not be possible to add other organs after agreeimg to add the
economie and social, The United Kingdom Delegate answered that
the proposal was that there be added as & pringipal organ an
Economie and Social Couneil, and this be resolved without preju-
dice to the addition of any other organs that might be ecreated.
!'h.quoﬂioqofthopooitimofmtwldomuputumu
paragraph.



The Chaiymen asked for & vote, but before this was taken
the Delegate of Belgium said that he understood that the
Uruguayan proposal had been modified in secordsnce with the
decision of Committee II/3 and therefore with the permission

of the United Kingdom representative he suggested that Committee 1/2

support the decision of Committee II/3 concerning the inclusion
of the Esonomie¢ and Social Oounecil among the principal organs
without prejudice of any subsequent decision regarding the
ereation of further organs.

The vote was taken and passed with only one nay (Uruguay).

The Chairman proposed to appoint a subconmittee to draft
this Chapter, but Australia rose to ask the contimuation of the
debate on the Uruguayan motion, The Chairman recognized the
Austrelian Delegate, who sald that if the Drafting Conmittee
vere appointed was it to draft & new paragréph 1 or a new
Chapter IV, BShe asked for & continuation of the discussion of
the Uruguayan proposal, The United Kingdom Delegate said that
Paragraph 1 of the discussion had been ¢losed, and that now the
Committee should proceed to Paregraph 2 and consider the
Uruguayan proposal, The Chairman in reply to Australia said
that the diseussion was nov on Paragreaph 2, Chapter IV,

The wording of the Uruguayan amendment is as follows:

'lomonuuan and participation in the organs of

umhr mmwgmmtommm

The Australian Delegate spoke in support of the amendment
of Uruguay concerning the position of women, BShe said that
her whole Delegation was entirely in sympathy with full
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opportunities for women to partisipate under the same conditions
as men, but as someone who had for years been interested in the
position of women in different countries, she knew that laws
vere generally interpreted as applying to men only unless

vomen were specifically included, 8She referred to the question
of franchise, Nothing excluded women from voting, and yet it took
many years of long agitation before they got the vote. There
is prohibition in prectically every country in the world against
vomen holding eertain positions. In Australia women are excluded
from jury service because they are not specifically mentioned,
They are also excluded from the diplomatic service on the grounds
that the law does not say that such service shall extend to
wvomen, The need for this wvas exemplified in a conference held
in New Zealand last November in vhich a special resolution was
adopted, asking that the Four Preedoms be applied to women as
well as to men, A conference in Melbourne had a similar resolu-
tion, and & cable signed by 66 women's orgenizations in Australia
asked for specifie mention in the Charter concerning equal
responsibilities and opportunities, This wide-spread demand
should not be disregarded. She believed specific mention neces~
sary; that there was discrimination everywhere because there was
net specific mention,

Congserning the remark that Chapter IV was not the proper
place for this, she referred to the amendment of the four
sponsoring powers which in Chapters I, V, and IX provide for
non-diserimination because of rece, language, religion or sex,

«8-




She maintained that in every other part of the Chapter this
appeared as an aim and & plous expectation, If speecifiec pro-
vision were made in Chapter IV, however, it would mean that the
Organigation would be in & position to put these words into
effeet. It would mean something practical, since this would
ereate the mashinery for providing equal opportunity, The
general organization has responsibility for setting up & bedy.
It must give women equal status.

She commented on the eontribution that women would make
and said that women ould not be blamed for the three great
tragedies that had taken place in our lifetime-~World War 1,
the depression, and World War 2, If women had been able to
take part in the Couneil of Nations, it is quite possible that
many of the crises would have been prévented,

She asked for the addition of two words in the proposal of
Uruguay "and agencies" so that participation by women would be
in all the organs and agencies of the Organisation,

The Delegate of Brazil agreed that there was a need for more
than the proposal of the four sponsoring powers, This is
& general pringiple, BShe agreed with Australia and supported
her proposal, In answer to the arguments that had been presented
by other members at previous meetings, she pointed out that it
vas necessary to mention women specifically, and pointed to the
fact that it had taken 25 years in Brazil to get the vote, 60
years in the United States, and 70 in the United Kingdom because
wvomen vwere not specifically mentioned as being enfranchised.
If one looked at the constitution of most countries, it would

ﬂ9-




be found that it would not be considered unnecessary to make

& statement of what the rights of men are, If it is not
unnecessary for them, m is it unnecessary for women? The
argument that women are ineluded in the term does not hold,
singe the use of this term has always resulted in women having
no partieipation in public affairs, She said that the last two
mmmmhmmmuy'mm'm'mr@mc
Roosevelt's speeches always referred to "men and women", She
emphasized that if you want someone to heave rights you must
mention those rights, All rights have to be fought for., If men
had to have rights explained, why not women?

She emphasigzed that the Uruguayan amendment would not
interfere with the rights of nations in their laws consernings
rights of women., This would merely say that the Organization
accepts women &s being on an equal basis as men, It does not
obligate the govermments to accept, 8She thought it was an
obligation of the Organization to incorporate the participation
of women in international organizations,

As far as Chapter IV itself was concerned, there was no
legal reason for not stating here this prineiple that the
Organization is willing to accept human beings without diserimis

nation, She asked the rhetorical question of "why do we want
i$7,and replied that it was an obligation toward the future of

hmanity to work for & better world and more peaceful one, She
spent some time discussing the contribution of women in achieving
vietory and the greater hardship of sending someone out to fight

«~10=
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instead of going one's self, B8She ended the speech with the
statement that 1t is not & right but a duty that women par-
tiecipate in the internaticnal organization,

The meeting ldj:mmd at 5130,
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The Rapporteur presented the report of the subcommittee on
Chapter III, Membership, It was explained that the text in
itz first paregraph defines whose vho are menbers at the out-
set, and in the second, those who will become meubers later.

The subcommittee had agreed
'm»m-um',MW
Mm“ﬁm,mm
rel'erence was made by the subconmitiee to the requirement of
demoeratic institutions, sinee this would imply an undve
interfeorence with internal arrengements, It was felt that

the text should be a flexible ¢ an outline of
speeific eriteris. /Tt was -h'ﬂm the translation
of paragreph 2 in the subcommittee report wvas not wholly

satisfactory from the standpopnt of language., It was agreed

that a revised Fremch text should be submitted at a later




Degisions ZThe Committee unanimously approved

the English text submitted by the subcommittee

~ on Chapter III, Newbership &s follows:
"Members of the Organisation are the signatories

of the Charter whose retification has become effective
in ageordance wiith Chapter XI,

"Mewbership of the Organization is open to all
penge-loving states which, in the judgment of the Organi-
sation, are able and ready to ascept and carry out the
obligations contained in the Charter,”

2. Suspension of, and expulsion from, membership.
The Chalrman explained that the question of suspension

and expulsion did not eome within the original terms of reference
of this Committee, but that the matter had been disgussed Ly

the Fresidents of Commissions I and II and referred by them to
the Coordinating Committee for deeision,

On the question of withdrewal eof membessisty from the
Organization the Chairman explained that the subsonmittee had
considered this matter, and was of the opinion that the Dumbarton
Oaks Proposals deliberately omitted provisions for withdreawval
in order to avold the weskness of the league Covenant whieh
had permitted withdrawal, The subecocmmitiee was strongly of the
opinion that withdrawal should de imposaible.

-
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The Delegate of Urugusy pointed out that Uruguay had
presented a proposed amendment porviding that universality
and permanence of the Organizstion should prevent withdreawal
from 1t, He recommended that an express prehibition against
vithdvewl of any member should be written into the Chavter.

Desision: The Committes agresd %o plage on the
sgends st & senvenigmt date, to be fized by the
Ghairmen, the diseusaien of the question of witi-
graval fron the Organimtion,

3. Comsidepmtion of Chajter IV, Iringipa: Organs.

The Chalryman announced that & disgusaion of Chapter IV
would be resumed at the next meoting and & subcomuittes would
be appointed to dralt a text,

The Committee adjournsd at 6330,
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THIRD MEETING OF COMMITTEE 1/2
May 9, Room 213, Veterans Bullding, 5:15 p.m.

L

The Chairman ¢alled the meeting to order at 5:15 p.m.

He drev attention to the work of the Committee, which was to
proceed v:lt;h the amendments on Chapter III, IV, X and XX, and
suggested that the meeting should proceed in an orderly manner
with no nev matters being brought up at this time., He
reminded the members of the need for amendments being sub-
mitted in writing. '

The Chairman pointed out that he had requests to speak
from seven states which he would recognize in the order of
their requests, namely, Venezuela, Philippines, France, Mexico,
Egypt, Chile, and the Netherlands.

The Delegate from Venezuela stated that his Government
had made a very careful study of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals
and on Chapter III had observed that the meaning was that the
Organization should have universal scope. He sald this was
emphasized in the draft wvhich his Government submitted
recognizing that the International Organization should be
a universal institution with all states regularly recognized
as such and with an obligation to ast in conformity with the
basic prineciples of the Charter. He sald he vas in basie
agreement with the Australian proposal--no state should have
the right to break its link with the International Organiza-
tion. |

He suggested that the word "peace-loving” should be

I,
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replaced by one with wider scope such as indicated in the
proposal of Australia,

Conecerning universality, he stated his Government supports
the position taken &t-Chapultepee whiech underlines the idea
of future universality.

Venezuela proposed that the Australian proposal be
reconsiled vith the soncept of universality as reccumended by
Uruguay. In that case the proposal would begin with the words:

"In view of the actual interdependence of all gcountries
in the modern world...."

The Chairman drew attention to the fact that the Netherlands
Delegate wvas due to speak at another meeting and had requested
permission to speak at a certain time., It was agreed that
the Netherlands Delegate should be permitted to speak immediately.

The Delegate of the Netherlands agreed that in the future
in admitting nev members the Organization should try to become
as universal as possible, but it would be necessary to have a
maximum guarantee of the intention of the stats to abide by the
Charter. He pointed out the difficulty of establishing whether
a state 1s peace-loving or not, He suggested that some rule
should be inserted in the Charter indiecating how states can be
judged and recomnmended that two eriteria be set up, One, the

. matter of political institutions of the state--it is not suf-

ficient for a state to declare itself peasce-loving. There is the
fundamental relationship of state to eitizens--the state should
be the servant. The second eriteria would be the observance of
pacts sunt servanda., The state should furnish proof by its
behavior that it will earry out international commitments,

-2-




He mentioned that there should be specific procedures for
peaceful change included in the Charter in some place.

In regard to universal membership, while fully recognizing
the ideal, he sounded a warning that there should be a very
careful serutiny before admitting all states, and this would
require rules., Each request for admission should be dealt
with on its own merit, The Dumbarton Oaks Organization is a
free association and membership is not necessarily open to all,
especially outlav states,

The Philippine Delegate raised to make a motion. He sald
that in looking over the amendments he saw several points in
vhich there was general agreement, as for example, that peace-
loving is not a sufficient pre-requisite for admission, Every-
one agrees that obedience to international law should be
ineluded, at least as one requirement, He wondered if it would
not save time if the Chairman of the Committee appoint a small
subcommittee to consolidate, coordinate and simplify the
amendments and submit the simplified form to this Committee
for its consideration. Only in this way eould th.ro be some-
thing eonerete on vhiech to vote, He therefore moved that a
subconmittee be appointed by the Chairman for this purpose.

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia seconded the motion. The Delegate

of the United Kingdom stood to a point of order, He said that

there could not be two motions before the Chair at one time

and reminded the Committee that there was already a motion before

it from Australia. The Philippine Delegate asked the Chair

to refer to the records to see if a recommendation had

previously beer made by Australia., The Chalr reminded the Committee
-3
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that any motion must be seconded, South Africa seconded it,
South Africa explained that he understood that the procedure
was that after each delegation had put forward its motion
explaining the prineiple of its amendment, then there would
be appointed a committee of delegates of the gountries sub- II'\
mitting motions plus the sponsoring powers and rapporteurs.

The Delegate of Czechoslovakia understood the motion
of the Philippine Delegate to mean that the Committee would
hea# all the amendments and then refer to the same gantlemen
vho are already familiar with the Chapter, the question of
single text.

The Chairman consulted the Committee vhether they wished
to hear speeches or consider the motion of the Philippine
Delegate, The Delegate of Mexieo thought that time would be
gained if the discussion were not continued but a subcommittee
of the Delegates presenting amendments and the four lponnr.lng I"-H
powers were set up. The Chairman stated that before recognizing ;17
the Delegate from the United Kingdom, he wished to draw at- =
tention to the fasct that there were 17 nations plus four :’
sponsoring povers. The Delegate from the United Kingdom sald
that he vas eager to hear the delegations which had already
asked to speak and he thought that the minds of the Committee
would not be prepared until their views were heard. The b
Delegate from Belgium (Rolin) insisted that discussion should B
continue, that the Committee would not be able to work if 'N
it did not know the feeling of the entire Committee. Certain
attitudes had already developed, for instance, the need for
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universality. On the other hand, the concept of peace-loving
states would have teo be argued and the proposals of the
sponsoring powers.- .There would be ne useful purpose in ap-
pointing & subcommittee now. He moved to continue the dis-
cussion. The Delegate from Egypt supported the United m
The Delegate from the Philippines said he had not the slightest
intention of depriving any delegate from expressing his view.
He had already prepared a speech on his own amendment which he
vithdrew in order to present & motion to save time. He
thought that observations and explanations could be presented
when the subcomiittee presented its report.

The Australian Delegate was not Qquite sure whether the
Philippine Delegate had withdrawn his motion. He felt the
Committee was doing the opposite of what the Philippine
Delegate desived and submitted that the Committee was wasting
time. He supported the United Kingdom and Belgium and thought
the Commlttee should get on with its job. Every nation sub-.
mitting an amendment has the right to explain and all the
right to express their opinions. The subcommittee would be &
committee of the majority and would then report back to the
minority. He suggested that the final analysis would be
the result of a drafting committee. The Delegate from
Ecuador did not agree with the Philippine Delegate but sug-
gested that the speeches be restricted to & discussion of
principles rather than drafting and thought that two main points
had been developed so far: (1) restricted or universal membership,
(2) withdrawal or not.
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The Delegate from Syria suggested that the Committee
should let the Chairman preside. He suggested that the
Philippine Delegate had been deprived of his speech and he
would prefer to hear the speech and get something of substance.
Mexico asked the Philippines to withdraw the¢phroposals. The
Delegate of the Philippines sald the motion was made becsuse other
Committees had followed this procedure, and & small sub-
commlittee gathered all the amendments and submitted them to
the Comnmittee.

The Delegate of the United Kingdom moved to & point of
order that there was & previous motion before the Conmittee.

The Chairman ruled that there was only one motion before the
Conmittee and that was the Philippines. Vote was taken and
there were only four votes in favor of the subcommittee so
the motion was rejected.

The Delegate from France supported the Netherlands--felt
the idea of universality was all very well but there are aggressor
states and & cautious and firm line should be taken. It was
essentlial that rules governing nev members should be written
down. The meaning of the French mv'hh.il.got really an
amendment, he ¢xplained, was an Smplification of what is meant
by peage-loving nations, & phrase that should be made more
precise. He desired that countries admitted should give some
proof of the spirit of peace. It was necessary that a condition
of admigsion should be a guarantee of existence of certain
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common ldeals and political forms and customs. He raised
the guestion of neutrality saying that this cannot be
regonciled with a condition of membership., It implies under-
standings incompatible with neutrality. It is impossible for
nations to tm the Jjuridical status of neutrality and thus
aveid nlmﬁlibility.

The Delegate from Mexico sald the metter under discussion
ralged the problem far more important in the future--the question
of universality. Tn 1937 in Ceneva, Mexico voted against
universality. Now tho'y'm voting on the question of prineiple.
No state should have the right to remain outside the international
community., He explained that this had heen fully developed
in the memorandum sent to the Secretariat.

Egypt would like te see the maintenance of & tendency
toward universality and supported Uruguay. He thought that a
condition of membership should be the moral character of the
applicent,on which the Assembly will express judgment. In the

~ final analysis the General Assembly will execute Judgment on

their character by & two-thirds vote, France and the Netherlands

will both be in the Assembly. REach bellieve in ths tendency

toward universality and no expulsion., All nations make up
the human family and cannot be alleowed to withdraw. Although
there may be & wolf in pgheep's clothing, he cannot be kept
outside the fold, others may join him apd there may be & pack
of wolves. The principle of universality should be maintained.
Concerning the Austrellan amendment he thought that the
qualifications of menbership applying could be summed up hy the
-
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requiring of members to accept the obligations of the Charter.
This should be sufficilent. He wished to add to the Australian
proposal the need for the acceptance of obligations and the
Judgment to be exercised by the Assembly.

"I second the proposal put forward by Australia:

"Membership of the United Natlons shall be open

to any state which accepts the obngg.tm' and

I should like to add: 'the aims of Charter

and which is admitted to membership in accordance

with the Charter.'"”

The Australian Delegate replied that he was prepared to accept
the amendment. '

The Delegate from Chile said there was general agreement
among a&ll Delegates re universality with the exceptinn of France.
There 1s also general agreement that the word "peace-loving" is
more or less meaningless. Therefore the proposal of Australia
solves it by requiring states to accept the "obligations" and
as Egypt adds "the aims of the Charter”". The Delegate from
Chile pointed out that all countries, even totalitarian countries,
are ready to accept obligations. To the proposal of the French
Delegate should be added:

"Membership of the Organization shall be open to all

peace~-loving states which offer proof by thelr

ingtitutions, intermational behavior, political customs 4

that they vifa respect thelr .tnw{iml obligations.

He referred to the Netherlands proposals which required that three
conditions be fulfilled: (1) the government should be made by

law, (2) limitation of authority by the state, (3) equality between
men and nations.

The Delegate of Belgium spoke briefly on points on whiech
there was med to vote at the next meeting.
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(1) Is the Conmittee of the opinion or not that
the Organization should be universal, possibly providing
condlitions of recommepdation of the majority of members and
conditions of diplomatic relations of governments desiring
to participate actively in the Organisation.

(2) Ts the Committee of the opinion that the states or
governments should be admitted as members?

(3) Shall we limit ourselves to states and governments
or return to the terminology used at Geneya--states, dominions,
and colonies. ’

(4) Is the Committee of the opiniom that the only words
to be taken into consideration by the Assembly &re that a
state shall be a pesace-loving state.

(5) Is the Committee of the opinion that it would he necessary
to ask a state to undertake to comply with the Charter or ask
guarantees that this should be the case.

(6) Is the Comnmittee of the opinion that members to be
admitted are states? Does this Committee wish that the nature
of their institutions be mentioned?

(7) Is the Committee of the opinion that neutrality should
be referred to and ineluded under Chapter III rather than
Chapter II? M. Rolin suggested that there should be ne votes
taken now but the memorandum should be e¢ireculated to the Committee.
The Chairman announced that two delegations had asked to lpnh
Halitl and the United Xingdom. He also reminked that the Ml.
of meetings &s now set up is: 2145

ﬁﬁu "3

The meeting adjourned at 7:20 p.m.
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Veterans Building, Room 314, May 10, 1945, 2:50 p.m.

The Chatrman called the meeting to onder at 2150 p.m.
Rules of Prosedurve

mm:nnmtm“mormr?
expediting the work of the Committee,
Contimuation of Diseussion on Chapter III

The Delegate of Haitl called attention to the proposal
of his Governmment econcerning the prineiple of recial non-
diserimination whiely although it properly came under Chapter II,
vas nevertheless closely related to Chapter III, He indicated
his approval of the idea of universality as a goal for the
Organiszation,

The Delegate from the United Kingdom emphasized that
the provision eoncerning membership should be flexible and
should not attempt precise definition of qualifiecations of
membership. He pointed out that the words "peace-loving"
had been enshrined in the Moseow Deglaration and that they

ke



do imply & consideration of past behavior, He offered the
folloving text as & substitute for Chapter III;

"Membership of the Organisation should be open to

all peage-loving states vhich, in the Jjudguent of

the Organisation, are able and ready to 2ceept

the obligations contained in the Charter.”
He reminded the Committes that the text suggested would impose
upon the Council and the Assembly an obligation to consider
in full the qualifications of new members. He stated that
Af the Delegate of Australia was prepsred to withdraw his
motion he would move the adoption of the United Xingdom text,

The Delegate of the Soviet Union opposed any amendment
embodying the prineiple of universality as being attainable
only in the distant future. He felt that the text of the
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals was sufficiently c¢lear and precise
to require no change and added that the provisions of Chapter V,
Section B, paragraph 2, would constitute a sufficient safeguard

in the admission of nev menmbers.
P



The Delegate from Australia vithdrev his motion in
erder to permit the Delegate of the United Kingdom teo
move his vevised text of Chapter ITI with the qualification
that the word "prineiples” be inserted after the word "accept”
so that the text would read as follows:

"Membership of the Organisation should be open to

all peace-loving states vhich, in the judgment of the

Organization, are sble and ready to accept the

prineiples and obligstions contained in the Charter,"
The Delegate from the United Kingdom moved his revised text
vith the wvord added by Australia. This was seconded by the
Delegate from the United States.

Several delegates spoke in support of the proposal of the
United Kingdom. In answer to & question, the delegate from
mmﬁnw-wmmmmm'mu
ready to ascept the obligations contained in the Charter”

implied ability to fulfil these obligations,
-3~



Tt vas suggested that the records of the disgussion of
this Committee concerning universality of membership and
of other general principles should be preserved for the
use of future students of the Organisation,

Tt was pointed out by the Delegate of Eouador that
the two points of view which had developed in the discussion,
nemoly, universality of meubership and restricted membership,
were not far apart, since universality eould not be ashioved
until sometime in the future,

"It was then moved and seconded on & point of order that
the Chairmen appoint & drafting committee to consider the
smendments and suggestions on meubership and that all those
speakers who had not yet presented their view should do so
in writing to the drafting committee,

The delegate from the Fhilippines explained that his
government prefers the word "nation” to "state” inasmuch
as the term "state" would not allov the Fhilippines to become




of this Organization at this time. He reccmmended that there
be two kinds of membership, the original signatories which
would be the United Nations, ﬂﬁnmoﬁnm‘lwul
or law-abiding state or nation vhich hereafter might be admitted
in agoordance with the provisions of the Charter.

After sume discussion the moticn to appoint a sub-committee

vas put to a vote and carried without opposition.

DECISION: That debste on Chapter III (Membership)
be closed and & sub-committee appointed to gonsider the
amendments and gomments on Chapter III.

The Chairman ppinted out that there were three main
questions to be considered by the drafting committee:
(1) universality, (2) the definition of "peace-loving” and
(3) the differcnce between "state and government” or "nation
and state”. He announced that he would appoint a small drafting
committee at the next meeting. o

The meeting adjourned at 5110 p.m,.



”n

REPORT OF FIFTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 1/2
MNay 11, 1945 Veterans Building, Roem 314 10145 a.m.

The Chairmen T1ed the meoting to owder st 1045 a.m,

~ In accordance with the agreement reached at the last
mesting, the Chairmen jmix sppolnted & subcommitiee to dreft
a text for Chepter III; the subcommittee to include the Chaimam
of Committes I/2, the President of Commission I, the Delegate
from Haiti (Repporteuwr), and the ropresentatives of the United
Kingdom, the Soviet Union, Netherlands, Bcusdor, Syris and
3 the Philippines, The subcommittes is to meet May 11, st
3 o'elogk in room 316,

Mr, Rolin on a "point of oprder” moved that the Committee
proceed to consideretion of the conditions for expulsion from
membership. The motion was seconded by the Delegate from Egypt.
After some discussion, it wes sgrad that the Conmittee might
consider suspension together with expulsion, Mr, Rolin (Belgiwum)
again referred to the exchange of correspondence between himself
as President of Commission I, and Field Marshal Smuts, Fresident
of Commission II, concerning the distribution of work between
the two Commissions, He reminded the Committee that they had
suggested that the first Commbssion consider the conditions
under whigh the State would be admitted, suspended or expelled
from the Organization, and that Commission II would consider
the competence of organs to vote upon these matters.



The Delegate from Uruguay asked if 1t would be possible
for the subcomuittee to consider the three important matters
relating to membership, namely, (1) prineiple of universality,
(2) permanence of membership, and (3) the obligation or compulsion
of remaining within the Organization, He felt that the draftisg
cpmuittee was fully authorized to gonsider these questions, but
Af 1t was not so suthorized, the full Committes should consider
these matters. The Delegates of Yugoslavia and the Soviet
Union opposed the motion of Mr, Rolin, They felt that suspension
and expulsicn were not within the competence of this Committee,

The motion of Mr, Rolin was pejoted by the Committee,

The Delegate from Urugusy spoke in behalf of the amendment
of hergd delegation that participation and vepresentation in the
Organization and its agencies should be open to men and women
on & basis of equality, She did not defent this amendment
as & principle but rether in pecognition of the fact that in
her countyy positions in all fields were open to women, The
Delegate of Egypt raised a "point of order®, He suggested that
the Committee would go outside of its terms of roference if they
vere to disouss this smendment, The Chairmen replied that he
felt that the discussion was on the genersl principies of Chap-
ter IV and suggested that the Delegate of Egypt withdrew his
motion. The Delegate of the United Kingdom seid that he
felt that this was & "point of order” of same little substance,
He suggested that the Committee should priceed immediately
to consider each of the smendments submitted on this Chapter
one by one, and expressed the hope thet the discussions should

Rw



be consluded within & half hour, After some discussion of
this point of order, the matter was dropped,

The Delegate of Brasil spoke in behalf of the amendment
of Upuguay, She pointed out to the Committee that & similer
smendment had been submitted by the Belegatiors of Bresil,
Mexico, end the Dominican Republic under Chapter V. She stated
that these amendments resulted from consultatlon between the
women delegates of Latin American countries and a fow others,

. inoluding Australis, and of representatives of the women's
organizations vhich were attending the Conference as consultants
to the United States delegatésn, She sald that although it was
recognized that wvemen had equal rights nevertheless a specific
mummtuﬂuchutumomm. She
spoke of the partiocular Interest of women in the establishment
of an organization for the preservation of peace,

The Delegate of Ecuador satated that his delegeation had
submitted an smendment to this Chapter for the inclusion of the
Council, smong the principal organs, Ho was supported by
lr.lonn; He suggested, however, that the best procedure for
the Committee would be to submit & memorencum stating that
Chapter III, Section 1, should list all organisations which were
desfignated principle orgauns by other Committees of the Conferemce.
The Delegate of Haltl, while expressing sympathy for the
amendment of Upuguay, sav 1o need for & specisl smendment to
this effect, Mr, Rolim 8lso felt that the smendment wWas unnes-
essary and that the interests of women would be 1ll-served by

-‘.



such a proposal,

The Delegate of Cuba pointed out that his delegation had
submitted an amendment for the inmclusion of & Couneil of
Intellectual @ooperation smong the principal organs, Hedmkx
slso supported the suggestion of the Delegate of Ecuador.

In respect to the amendment of Uruguay, he expressed his sympathy
for its purposes, but pointed out that it was not necessary.

The meeting was adjourned at 12:25 p.m,



May 8, 1945 10:45 a.m.
Room 3503, Veterans Bullding
The Chairman called the meeting to order at 10:45

a.m. He ocommented on the total cessation of hostilities
of war in Europe, and stated that at 1l o'clock by agree-
ment of the officers of the Conference one minute of
silence would be observed.

The Chairman explained that at an informal meeting
of the officers of the Commissions and Committees 1t wase
decided to incorporate the 27 amendments of the sponsor-
ing powers in the Dumbarton Oake Proposal. In order to
expedite the work of the Jonference, he asked for the
opinion of the Committee on this matter,

The delegate from Mexlco favored this proposal, and
suggested that the amendments of the sponsoring powers
should have some right of priority. His remarks met with
the approval of the delegate from Honduras.

The delegate from Egypt agreed that this procedure
would expedite the work, but he pointed out that the
question of voting had not yet been agreed upon, He
pointed out that certain vital parts of the draft can
be rejected only by a two-thirds majority. He favored
embodying the 27 amendments in the Dumbarton Oaks
Proposals, but thought they should be considered on the
same basls as other amendments.



The delegate from Australia opposed the suggeetion
of the officers of Commissions and Committees. He thought
that the amendments of the sponsoring powers should be
conslidered on the same basis as those of other Btates,
8ince the 27 amendments were not part of the agenda before
the Conference so called.

The delegate from Cuba agreed with the delegate from
Mexico and pointed out that the amendments of the sponsoring
povers covered some of the amendments of other States. He
suggested, however, that the Committee start with discusslon
of Chapter III to which no amendments had been offered by
the mrm powers, so that this question would be
avolded for the time being.

The delegate from New Zealand supported the Australian
position.

‘The delegate from Belgium agreed that the proposal
would expedite the work of the Conference. He stated that
he did not understand the working of this Conference how-
ever, in which questions were put to the Committees first
before going to the Steering Committee. He doubted
whether this procedure may have speed.

He pointed out that the queastion of voting on
amenduents did not come up when the matter of embodying
the 27 auendments into the Dumbarton Qaks Proposals had
been consldered by the officers of the Commissions and
Committeens. He Tavored going ahead with the discussion



since the amendments of the sponsoring powers were not
concerned with membership.

The delegate from the Netherlands supported the
Australian position. He pointed out that the amendments
of the sponsoring powers had only recently been distributed.
He suggested that the Committee proceed to discussion of
Chapter 111 while the Steering Committee reached a
decision on the matter.

The delegate from the United Kingdom pointed out
that the matter should go back to the Steering (ommittee.
He saw no reason why this Committee should not proceed
immediately to Chapters III and IV.

The delegate from Ecuador stated that the 27 amend-
ments had not been included in the agenda before the
Conference convened. He supported the Australian posl-
tion and agreed that the Committee should proceed to
~ discussion of Chapter 1V,

The motion of the delegate of the United Kingdom was
seconded by the delegate from Czechoslovakia. The Committee
unanimously voted to terminate this disocussion and to
prooeed to Chapters III and IV.

The Chairman pointed out that a decision was needed
on the matter of Chapter IV, Prineipal Organs. The
question was whether the whole Chapter should be con-
sldered in principal, or whether only the reference to
the Secretariat should be considered.



The delegate from Egypt stated that the Commlttee

should coneern itself with all of the prinecipal organs
and should ooaiidor the whole Chapter in prinecipal.

The delegate from the United Kingdom ralsed a point
of order. He asked that the Chalrman proeceed to Chapter
111 immediately. His motion was seconded by the delegate
from Brazil. :

The Chalrman stated that he was in agreement with this
motion, but pointed out that the 15 amendments to Chapter
i1l were not in his possession at the present time.

The delegate from Honduras pointed out that the
Comultiee could proceed to Chapter IV since the amend-
ments were of a simple nature. The Chalrman stated that
the Committee would proceed to Chapter III.

The delegate from Australia spoke in behalf of the
amendment to Chapter III offered by hie delegatlion. He
pointed out that the words "peace loving" used in the
Dumbarton Qaks Proposals were open to misunderstanding,
and that clarification was essential. He felt that the
procedure established for the admittance of States would
insure the inclusion of only those accepting the obliga-
tions of the Charter.

The delegate from Norway spoke in behalf of the
amendment of his delegation. [He also felt that there was
& need for clarification of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals

on this point.



The delegate from Uruguay spoke in support of univers-
al and compulsory-membership. He felt that no State should
be free 1o enter or leave the Organization as 1t pleased.
He alap suggested that a clear, precise definition of
the cfiterion required for admission to the Organization
Wwas necessary.

The Chalrman stated that the (Gommittee would prooeed
0 #ix additional statements on membership at 1ts meeting

May 9.




poiprsSTon 1/2
Veterans' Bullding, Room 303, May 5, 1945, 3:15 p.m.

The meeting was called to order by the Chalyman, MNr.
Bonilla lLara (Costa Riea), at 3:15 p.m.

Fellow delegates, following the deecision of May 3, taken
by the Chalrman and officers of Commission I, we are holding
our first meeting today. You have the minutes of that meeting
before you. A great muber of you mmEm in attendance here vere
at that meeting.

It is unnecessary for me to underline the importance of
our Committee.

The Chairman expressed the gratitude of his country for
the appointment of Costa Rica to the Chairmanship and promised
to do his best. He stressed the importance of expediting the
voerk of the Committee.

The Chairman introduced the two Rapporteurs and the Secre-
tary, who in turn introduced the Associate Executive Officers of
Commission I and the Assistant Secretaries of Committee 1/2.
The Chairman explained that the Committee was composed of one
or more representatives of each delegation. As regards the
procedure of meetings, he suggested that this Committee should
follov the rules fixed by the President of Commission I, Mr.
Rolin at the meeting of May 3. The Chairman pointed cut that the
terms of reference of this Committee were Chapters III, IV,
X and XI @f the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. Chapter IV includes
other guestions which are not within the jurisdiction of this
Committee. m-cmzm:mg:xwuammmu



o s T — - - C— —_—
VA Oy a i$ s Ll =i W™ T S S R ] T LRI o T
o P PO A Ny el Ty | SRR SNET LR, SRR P )
X ; i o T A, el ek Radt oSN f R S e I
a0 ol )= [ == - e

and other sudsidiary organs. The Chaimman further explained
that the Committee must declide on the important question xf
relating to what matfers fall within its jurisdiction, and within
the jurisdiction of Committee II/l., Chapter V includes Admis-
sion, Suspension and Expulsion of Members. The Presidents of
Commissions I and II, Mr. Rolin and Field Marshal Smuts, declded
that the prineiples, conditions of admittance, and considerations
of mx suspension and expulsion would be within the jurisdietien
of Coomittee I/2. The competence of organs to degcide on these
matters muumviihum jurisdiction of Committee 11/2.
The Chairman referred to a letter from Mr. Rolin to Field Marshal
Suuts in which this recommendation was stated.

MNr. #olin explained that he and Field Marshal Suuts had
_reached a tentative agreement on this matter and that they
merely made this as a suggeation whigch, if agreeable to the two
Conmittees concerned, they would refer to the Steering Comuittee
for ratification.

The delegate from New Zealand stated thdt his country
has an amendment to the effect that the Assembly should decide
on the restitution of membership. He asked what Comulttee
would be concerned with this matter.

Mr. Rolin saild that Commission II, deallmgwith the Assembly,
wvould take up this matter;

There was no objection to the suggestion made by My. Rolin
and Field Marshal Smuts.




The Secretary explained that the basic documents of the

Coumittee are the Dumbarton Oaks and Chinese Propisals and the
comuents mtnittodthoroon by the goveraments, prior to mignight
Friday, May 4. &he explained that an index to these comments
is being prepared and that all of the comments will be put
together in one volume for the convenlience of the delegates.
She further explained that the Secretariat is at the disposal
of the Committee in alding its work, but that 1t would be hmkg
helpful if all delegates would bring such documents as they need
to all weetings. The delegate from Brezil asked the meaning of
the world "general" as it related to Ccmmittee 1/2. The Chair-
man replied that this word oo\;em matiors dealing vith in
Chapters IV, X and XI.

The delegate from Egypt sald that s delegation was offeriy
an amendment making an Econcmlie and Seocial Counclil a prineipal
organ. And he vished to direct the attention of the Comulittee
to this matter at this time. MNr. Rolin answered that cther dele-
gations vere subnitting simllar amendments and that as a conse-
quence there would be too important Councils, cne deding with
specifie cooperation and the second with the Security Counell.
This matter has already been taken up by Committee II/3 and Mr.
Rolin mld that he would speak further with Field Marshal Smuts.
The detalled functions of the Econcmic and Social Counclil are
within the Jurisdiction of Comaission II. He suggested that
it would be wise to walit until that Commission terminates its

oSe



change their representation on the Committees. ﬂ/‘tl.nnm
8o many amendments, might it not be possible to make a pre~
liminary sorting st that Comittee members could get down to
vork immediately? The Chalmman agreedwith these comments and
tumﬂg}odthtth“tﬂowﬂtunummm
of its work by Tuesday.

The Chalrman then commented cn the procedure to be folloved.
He suggested that the meetings should cpen with a brief state-
ment by the Rapporteur summarizing the work in hand, followed by
comments from delegates who have submitted amendments, speaking
in alphabetical order, and Zhax then comments from other dele-
ates, in g alphabetical order.

The delegate from Greece did not favor following alphabet-
ical order. He agreed that such procedure was satisfactory in
large meetings; but in committee meetings such as this, vhere an
utmwummm,m.pmooﬁmth
avkvard. Therefore he recommended that the Chaimman recognise
speakers expressing a desire to speak on & particular point.
The Chairman replied that his rule was to apply only if there
vas some Emfitizk X conflict, but that here, as in other Committees,
the suggestion of the delegate from Greece would be followed.
He alsc pointed out that his rule might be followed in cases
vhere several delegates asked for permission to speak before
the convening of a meeting. In sush a ¢ase he would follow the
alphabetical order.




The delegate from Greece said that while he did not wish
to press his point he felt that in this latter case, the order
in vhich the delegates applied would be & more satisfactory
order to follov. The delegate from The Netherlands suppirted
the viev of the delegate from Greece. Otherwise the Committee
vould put debate in a harness. It would be more efficient to
follow the usual procedure. The Chalrman again said that he
would use the alphabetical order only in those rare cases
vhere there might otherwise be conflict and that the debate
at the next meeting would not follow alphabetical order.

) There beling no other business, the meeting was adjourned
at 4:15 p.m.
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SUMMARY REPORT OF PIRST MEETING OF COMMITTER I/2
Yeterans' Building, Beom 303, May 5, 1945, 3:15 p.m.

The meeting was called to order by the Chairmen,
Mr. Bonilla Lare (Costa Rica), at 3115 p.m.

The Chairman explained that the first meeting of
Committee 2 of Commission I was being held in accordance
vith the decision of the President and other officers of i
Commission I taken on May 3. He expressed the gratitude of ‘
his country for the appointment of Costa Rica to the chair-
manship of the Committee, The Chairman alsc stressed the
importance of expediting the work of the Committee,

The Chairman introduced the two Rapporteurs, Mr, u%‘t-u
(Haiti) who was attending on behalf of Mr, Lescot, and Sayyid
Jamil Daud (Saudi Arabia), The Chairman then presented the
Secretary of the Conmittee, Miss Eligabeth Armstrong, whe in
turn presented the Associate Executive Off'icers of Commission I
and the Assistant Secretaries of Committee 2,

The Chairmen suggested that the Committee follow the
rules of procedure which had been recommended at the meeting
of the officers of Commission I on May 3/»:&»@ the
President, /[

The Chairman pointed out that the terms of reference
of Committee I/2 were Chapters III, IV, X and XI of the

-1-



Pumbarton Oaks Proposals dealing respectively with Member-
ship, sthe Secretariat, and Amendments, together with relevant
comments and observations on the subject matters of these
sections, made in the official comments and observations of
governments participating in the present Conference.

A matter of overlapping junuuuon between Committee /2
and Committee II/1 was mw the Chairmen,
Chapter V, which hadibeen assigned to Committee II/1, included
admission and suspension of members. The President of the
Conmission explained that since this was & matter related
directly to Membership, he and the President of Commission II
had consulted together and recommended that the provisions of
Chapter V dealing with admission and suspension and expulsion
of members should be assigned to Committee I/2, and that
questions as to the competence of organs to decide on such
matters, and as to voting, should be taken up by Committee II/1,
If the Conmittees concernmed agreed to this decision, the
Presidents of the two Commissions would recommend to the
Steering Committee that this clarification of the terms of
reference be validated, The Committee agreed to'the recommenda-
tion of the Presidents,

The Chairman explained that there would probably be
three meetings a week, on Tuesdays, Thursdays and
Saturdays, in the afternoon. The next meeting would be held

-2-
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on Tuesday, May 8, at an hour to be announced.

In regard to the possibility of having a list of all
muuum;{mwm-mm, it wvas
pointed out that approximately fifty proposals had been
received in the last twenty-four hours and that time would
be required for translations, reproduction of copies,
compilation and indexing, It was suggested, therefore, t.int
in the meantime, the delegates take notes on such amendments
a8 had been submitted and that the Chairman indicate in
the Agenda of the Committee the topiecs which he propesed to
take up at each meeting,

Z After discussion of the procedure to be followed in con-
sidering the commentaries and proposals of governments, it
vas agreed that delegates would speak in the order in which
they asked for recognition, except that in rare instances
where conflict might arise, the alphabetical order in English
would be followed,

The meeting ad journed at 4315,




Veterans' Bullding, Room 303, May 5, 1945, 3:15 p.m.

The meeting was called to order by the Chairman,
Mr. Bonilla Lara (Costa Rica), at 3:15 p.m,

The Ghtim explained that the first meeting of
Committee 2 of Commission I was being held in accordance
vith the decision of the President and other officers of
Commission I taken on May 3. He expressed the gratitude of
his country for the appointment of Costa Rica to the chair-
manship of the Conmittee. The Chairman also stressed the
importance of expediting the work of the Committee, i ok g

The Chairman introduced the two Rapporteurs, Mr, Listeud-
(Haiti) who was attending on behalf of Mr, Lescot, and Sayyid
Jamil Daud (Saudi Arabia)., The Chairman then presented the
Secretary of the Committee, Miss Eligzabeth Armstrong, who in
turn presented the Associate Executive 0fficers of Commission I
and the Assistant Secretaries of Committee 2,

The Chairman suggested that the Committee follow the
rules of procedure vhich had been recommended at the meeting
of the officers of Commission I on May 3 WET@ the

h-uidon% -
The Chairman pointed out that the terms of reference
of Conmittee I/2 were Chapters III, IV, X and XI of the
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Dumbarton Oaks Proposals dealing respectively with Membe.
ship, sthe Secretarial, and Amendments, together with relevan.
comments and observations on the subject matters of these
sections, made in the officlal comments and observations of
governments participating in the present Conference.

A matter of overlapping jur:.ldietion botnm Committee I/X—
mco-utmn/immhmemm.
Chapter V, which hadibeen uun-d to c_f.f.tu I1/1, included
admission and suspension of members, The President of the
Commission explained that since this was a matter related
directly to Membership, he and the President of Commission II
had consulted together and recommended that the provisions of
Chapter V dealing with admission and suspension and expulsion
of members should be assigned to Committee I/2, and that
questions as to the competence of organs to decide on such
matters, and as to voting, should be taken up by Committee II/1,
If the Committees concerned agreed to this decision, the
Presidents of the two Commissions would recommend to the
Steering Committee that this clarification of the terms of
reference be validated, The Committee agreed to“the me-nﬁl:
tion of the Presidents, .

The Chairman explained that there would probably be
three meetings a week, on Tuesdays, Thursdays and
Saturdays, in the afternoon. The next meeting would be held




on Tuesday, May 8, at an hour to be announced,

In regard to the possibility of having a list of all
amendments to be considered by this Committee, it was
pointed out that approximately fifty propeosals had been
received in the last twenty-four hours and that time would
be required for translations, reproduction of copiles,
compilation and indexing, It was suggested, therefore, that
in the meantime, the delegates take notes on such amendments
&8s had been submitted and that the Chairman indicate in
the Agenda of the Committee the topies which he proposed to
take up at each meeting.

& After discussion of the procedure to be followed in con-
sidering the conmentaries and proposals of governments, 1t
vas agreed that delegates would speak in the order in which
they asked for recognition, except that in rare instances
vhere confliet might arise, the alphabetical order in English
would be fellowed.

The meeting ad journed at 4:15,




SUMMARY REPORT OF THE ELEVENTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 1/2
Veterans Building, Room 303, 10:45 a.m,, May 23, 1945

The meeting was opened by the Chairman, Mr. Bonills
Lara, at 10:45 a.m.

The Chairman outlined procedures for accelerating
the work of the Committee in order that it may be able
to report to the Commission at the earliest opportunity.
1. Report of the Rspporteur

The Rapporteur, Mr. Lescot (Haiti), reported on the
discussion and deeisions taken by the subscommittee on
the question of withdrawal.

ed!
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2.
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aina, &
the creation

of a secretarist and provision for a Secretary-General, !

%m&‘ﬁﬁuﬁ:mm«um-ﬁ

of the Secretary-General., Attention was called to the
decision of Committee II/1, approving a motion stating
that the Seeretary-General should be elected by the
General Assembly upon nomination by the majority of seven
menbers of the Security Council. Several delegates sug-

-gested that nomination by the Security Couneil should not
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require unanimity of the five permanent members and that

the Assembly should have the right to reject the name of

any eandidate for Secretary-General. The delegate of the
United Kingdom pointed out that sinece the same countries

were represented on both Committees I/2 and II/1, 4hat the
decision of Committee I/2 might be expected to be the same
as I1/1,

The approval of this resolution was understood by the
Conmittee as not constituting approval orﬂ%-tmo of the
decision of Committee II/1,

The next question under consideration wvas the term of
office of the Secretary-Ueneral. It was noted that Com-
mittee IT/1 had considered this question and had voted ap-
proval of the amendment of the four sponsoring governments
that the Secretary-Goneral should be elected by the Assem-
bly for a pericd of three years and that he should be
eligible for re-election, The delegate of Uruguay withdrew 74
Uruguayan amendment for a five-year term of office for the
Seeretary-General.

Several delegates favored the omission the Charter
etftmiﬂc term of office for the Secretary-General, stat-
ing that the organization itself should deal with such ad-




ministratida dotails, Some delegates indiested—shet—they —
NP SR —— v Loy
yould-vemdt-in greater efficiensy. There vas also some
discuszion of the term “election,” which aseording to some
delogates, conveys the idea of representation. It vas ex-
plained that the Seerstary-Ceneral is to be chief administra-
u&m.mamummwghg%u
mmm—u-—awumm&:k{'ﬁﬁaﬁhﬁ-—-
izatien,

The delegate of the United States proposed that in
viev of the fact that Committes IT/1 had discussed and
ruled on the questions of term of office and re-eligibility
«mmmmm_?ﬁ__
"not diseuss further or rule on these two questions,

Discussion ensued on the intention and secope of this
resolution, After several delegates had expressed the feel-
ing that this vesolution would restrict the freodom of the
Comuittee to meke recommendstions on subjests within its
competence, the resolution was withdrawn,

The meeting adjourned at 1:00 p.m,



SUMMARY REPORT OF Hv TH MEETING OF COMMITTER 1I/2
mm.mg, Room 213, 6115 p.m., May 26, 1945

The meeting vas ealled te order by the Chairmen, Mr,
lounn;m(mnu)usus p.m,
1. Consideration of Rapporteur's Report on Chapter III

The Rapporteur, Mr, Leseot (mu),m.mw-
sumarising the Committee's consideration of and
decisions on membership, ineluding the eriteria and
conditions of membership, withdrawal, suspension, and
expulsion., After some discussion it was deecided that,
vhile the Committee agreed in prineiple with the report,
the report should be further clarified and amplified and
brought back to the Committee for a seecond reading,

In the course of the discussion the Soviet delegate
stated that his delegation is gommunicating with the
Exeeutive Committee on the interpretation of the vote .

1/2 on g.“"gl”mmuimnhum O
% *‘wu&’.\mdmmmm
matter of his casting the deciding vote in the speeial
Mt?n _Gh‘ﬂﬂm. 0.9 i
explained that all

provisions of the text of the Charter require

-eruu:w,%@ '%é?w:g“ b
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SUMMARY RECORT OF THE SIETERRTH MEETING OF COMMITTEE 1/8
Yeterons Bullding, Sgom 305, May 29, 2148 LU

™

s /3

ﬂu/mtul of the dommittee wos opened /u Hr, Rolin,
frecident éf Commission I, 2eting we Chalrman,
1. Hecort of ths As.porteur on Shepter X.
The Committes wes Anformed that the subcommittee on
Chapt v X had not compleled 1%te vork and ite rcpor‘ would
be Tortheoming after its next meeting.
#» Gonsiderstion 9f Chacter il., (Amsndments)
The dleocussion on Chapter XI continued from the previous
| e ap e, OO I o ‘5
meeting ot vhich the Australlian delegate had pﬂpon.d/\ “
miboommittee consicting of rifteen members, ineluding dele-
goatens of thone natione which have submitted proposals on
Ghapter (1, lDeseasnebobes;
In disous-Ang Chapter X1 and the smendment of the
Sronsoring Fowers, cesveral delogater emphacized Shat, AT the
veto appiisd to :msnimont , 1% would be nece sary to differsn-

ale
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2y %ﬁ"ﬁc * m.&?%‘ﬂrg; ot

tiate between cmendments on purposes snd principles of the
Crganization and on the rules governing the action of the

*

Sseurity Gmou/ and other matters not sffeoting the speeial
responsibllities of the permanent members of the Uecurity
Mou. I% was explsined by ceveral delegates oppossd-%o
the mmending procedure suggested in the Dumbarton Oaks Pro-
posals and modified by the amendment of the Sponsoring Powera

Ay, et
that qunh- smending procedurs

_mmews wos 00 1;!10!“10. It wae pointad out that w
one of the permanent members of the Councll zeting slone
%ﬂc able S0 prevent revision of the Charter, Gaveral
of the delsgates argusd on bshalf of the qualified majority
for ratificstion. some delegates stated thelr preference
for & pertodic review . of thes Charter, while another
delegate & that the Assembly eould serve adeguately
&8 & publie ferﬁ'l for the preliminsry dlecuscion of amend.
mente,

-l
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It was stated that the w inte force of anendnents

would affeet the n;v;nxpu of states, snd one delegate

m« opinion that his 9tate would aceept the proposition

7

that smendments might come into forcee before bDeing ratified by

—

-~

all etstes conoernsd,

wjrun delogates argued that the mending
procedure should be oconsistent withk the principles on whioh
the Charter is based; that 1¢, that the permansnt members of
thngo_m&t; t;moll will heve special responsibllity teo. .. ..
carry out “hgpe ¥ALal decisions of the Organication; that a
m‘-xtblo progedure for amendment would undermine the

stabllity of the Organization! that Zhs smending procedure
which might lead %o placing very great responsibilities on
the permanent membera of the Security Counell without their
aprrovsl might lesd %o reopening the question of withdrsval,

-
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The Cuban delegution proposed that paragraph three of
the smendment of the Zponsoring Povers pbpht De divided into
four uestions and sach one discoussed nd voted upeon in the

/’

Conmittee. This proposal was seconded by the United States

apd United Kingdom, wnd it was suguaafod that a VO‘.-Illh'
be taken on thies gquection in this Committes.

After severasl speskere had expressed th:nr:nno;to for
and against Chapter XI of Dumbsrton Ozkz snd the smendment
of the Spencoring Yovers, the Chairman Puled th«t the dle-

cucsion was ¢losed, 4 vote wsim taken on the Auetralisn

motion.

Beclsion: The Committee sgreed, by a vote of 19 %o

ihat 2 seeclsl mboomeittes 9f A6 meabers,

Ansluding Shese who have cubmitted sropossls
for ths smendment of Shigter il e sscelnted
%9 sonsider the srecesed smendments and =

Zsathons made An dlscussion, and %o resperf

-
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The Chairmen anncunced that the subcommittes would
i y

. inolude the President of Commisdon I, the Chalrman of Com-
"

\ mittes I/S. the Rapporteur (Saudl mu) M delegntes cf’d\"
': . &u\ l:T Lﬂ-«

; United Kingdon, OvevSYR., Ghina, United States, Franed,

:

' Nerway, Australia, Brazil, Eousdor, Cinads, Mexioco, Venezuels,
¥ The meeting adjourned at 6:00 p.m.
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