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e peppf,
with respec't to the third paragraph, and Group VI had to be expanded by

reason of the amendments already submitted by the Belgian Delegation L2 A
\ (Doc. 416.II/2., A/B)J S i/
(A
III. Approval of th e Doub{e Amendment to 77"‘Ll J/.{e (I*""-"':r iof

Paragraph 6 Submitted by Senator Vandenbarg AL B r,?’

r-c__‘f/;?

Having been informed of the rules of procedure concerning woting, as

7 %}f_ L
/ %w fQ kapproved by the Steering Committee, the Committee decided to give preference,
[ ey

=~ in the discussion, to the double amendment. submitted by Wm
(? %elegat.ien of the United State;} in the name of the Sponsoring Powers, con-

cerning paragraph 6 of the Dumbarton Ozks Proposals, wh:Lch would be worded

as follows:
(See reference.) . o e B ks
C/\" L u/’/.oa‘u,; - Ly /.rr L L Vet Ao (JAC‘_A "Q'A“Ci/l
By reason-. t.hefana:.demtm_o.f—m ubitramnﬂmnt—-(-lhy—g-}. e

4 . (/r ﬂ&f'z,p* ? fr // e Coia Dr";r"‘f(‘ 4.44...12.“{
Ll SLEA (d(f:jf{m L Y=/ 2
ints were discussed, w-am%héa / ‘which foﬂén/s. In-the— “
Ly TC.
H:'wl,—pi’mée, WEVS A ies—of-interven .».: by -mezns of Jreferences
Cas L Jo_ LA Mt g ’ oy L d O‘(A ol =" A/Jou:r‘a\
1‘5’33 made to the,neap/aetd:ve—econawz)of the ?’enda.nbal-g proposal/ a.nd,oftm ’ Nz“*‘:

Australian amendment ooneern&r%he first paragraph of the Dtmlbarton Qaks

PI‘OpOBalS. (see Doc. 176/11/2/7(1).) Several delegates expressed the f
f’ -.rc‘—(_k f/')r‘. f't.uwéj/
that t.hie- latter amendment might lead to aveonflict between thé two principal .,,

fo e U‘LLGL "
bodies in the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals., Obhers advocated a
A LA Lol /L-J-ﬁ-ba—
gmtermlon of the powers of the Assembh}than M&w—mﬁe

o —

:‘{e»-m“-é/ from the amendments praaented by Semtea#&ndenbeng Am'o?ng t‘nese)httvr, the

d

’ tf\xthﬂth“" a_,é‘* &fﬂ r,p’“ -8 ( Y, e
eepmét’etm of Iran suggested that if the study o.f.‘ a question submitted

to the Council we re dela.yed too long, the Assembly could set a time limit
5" for the decision, and that, if this time limit were exceeded, the Assembly

“,. 'ov.| could take charge of the matter.
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In the first place, ' Ehe Delegate of Chile, although having expressed

/"— 7ﬁl'_'-u -/‘“pvu-.

himself/ favorably inclined, in principle, toward Senaton.ﬂandenbergls
(TS
proposal, requested however that three points suggee'be&-byﬁm—sa:izd- proposal

be clarified: a) Ithelmeaning of the words "any situation"; b) the meaning
[ Ao g

of the phrase “inpa[;H: ;_H‘{ friendly relations among the nations"; and c¢)

the scope of the text submitted as regar proo a'ting situations.

7L Detepetty) A b le, Pho te ¢« Lou el
wgmtot- Vandenberg wepided that he did. not wish

Xy (;’,

to give definitions owing to the restrictive effect they ceuld have on the

-

powers of the Assembly; he also referred to the exception contained in the
Dumbarton Oaks Proposals regarding domestic jurisdiction or authority reserved
by the Statesj adding, with respect to (c), that the terms used by him referred
to "yesterday, today, and tomorrow."

Eegarding the mellod of diseussion, sSeveral delegates suggested that
there-be-distinguished the questiong of the Jurisdiction of the General

Assembly, and the question gf the rolatlonshJ;;J/(/AxeL;o;ers of Assembly

{/l-‘ Tl d).r'-.,oru.,.

_:aé:‘bh those of the Security Cou.nc:LJL/
w A Clnt

proposed the fermatien of a Sub-Committee which would be charged with the

8 delegat es

coordination of the text of the amendments with that of thefirst ﬁ'agraph L

9( Section B, Chaptor vf.t’ The Delegate of France proposed that the first
—Tuv“t T lu-LCa ,.-

paragraph of the Vandenberg proposal be put to a vote and that, asregards the
-’bu.{ ernsed o
second paragraphj a Drafting Gemmitbee or Coordination Committee be-set™up.

The Chairman summed up the questions whieh-were to be voted on in accord-

O(JL-/n Cor i Bt y

ance with the azbowve and the Committee declded, b ¥ a vote of 20 to 4, first of

‘t w1 /f‘ Wl \L
all to wvote on the aggregate of the V_en&eﬁberg proposals This was then put

to a vote and was adopted by 23 votes, 2 members abstaining. The latter were

the Delegates of Colombia and of Chile, who requested that it go on record;
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the former reserved.the right to raise a question of procedure on the fact that
the Committee did not adhere to the agenda; and the latter reserved the

right to ask that the meaning of the word "situation" be !%s%m

IV, Method of Discussing Amendments.
Functions of Sub-Committee A:

In the Fourth Meeting (May 10) the discussion of the amendments to
Qrag,raph 1, Section B, 91’/ Chapter V, of the Dumbarton Oaks Broposals was resumed,

g

The-discussion startef with the Australifgg amendment (Doc. 176,11/2/7 (1)): C)
Mctu.L

.M&W he method to be followed in the

kMol d fohr aseorin ZG
discussion, it was suggested that the—Zabber—cemprise all the ents refer-

ring to Paragraph 1, instead of being limited to a specific amendment, and that,

Cortad tJ 3% c{
di j_the moment; , questions 0 prlnciple and not of drafting should be deeided,

£ .

-\... f?u. L'p!\ LAY , Ti F, }—z ‘f.f C'ﬁ"L hv) /h:
/z Bhe method pursued By Comitt.ee I(I/z (Doc.153. IV 2/5) was adopted; in-eonformity

.hﬂmmLLﬂ/ B foahNeu L
with-the proposal submitbed by the Belgian-
to the Committee a series of questions extracted from the groups of amendments

submitted by the various governments, -those—queat-i:em—;o—ba drafted with the
greatest care.

The Delegate . of Australia summed up in three questions the matters of
principle which arose out of the discussion. (See: Smmaryﬁt?}the Fourth Session;

Doc. 229, II/2/1I).

f{'_,__. .{’A-_ /‘\‘( 3 N Y {}'}

It-was—then decided by The Gommittee{:’ that the Chairman and the Rapporteur

t
form a Sub-Committee sor-the draftag-ef the queat.i)omzaire under diseussion,
T e L Ty ,;‘_,W%A 4 % ’MJ&’M
- subnit.ted by the Australian Delegate.

heowte at Sotd . Carvanrd birs f

This Sub-Committee, des;,gzaa‘bed—by’tm&ttarht, was composed of the Delegates

of Australia, Belgium, Mexico, the United Kingdom, and the Union of Soviet
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Socialist Republics in addition to the Chairman and the Rapporteur.
V. Questionnaires submitted by Sub-Committee A

W&M) Fhe first report of

'f-f-n\*rnf’:_!- LA , {g

Sub-Committee A waspresented, re-feﬂa:ng—'bo the result of the first meeting
&1 e:trfa-rp"u.ehad&/c: (J,.»i:

held by—the—latter—in the evening of the ten th of that montti, 0 This report

~y 4

/rés:,-.

pertains to groups I, II, III and IV of the classification contained in
Document 171/I1/2/7 and refers to the amendments proposed to Paragraph 1,

/v"| section B, Chapten VML‘”W“ W 20/ M

When the above-mentioned report was approved in the same meeting of the

Committee (after a discussion concerning the place occupied in the guestion-
/ naire by the first Australian question, which m-w' e the ninth in the afore-
. . character of the first qu ion was replaced
FIFTH

0“ 51‘,’;’ J.‘Cr\.«.(i H-Q{fu-r o=
"'-—-—-".'--..__

Paragraphs 3 and 6 of Section B, Chapter V (Groups V and VI, respectively, of
DocumentN22/I1/2/7)« This second report is combained-ia Document 416/II/2/A/3.

Subsequently, a t hird report was submitted by Sub-Committee A, concerning
the suggested amendments to Paragraph 8, Section B, of Chapter V (Group VII of
Document 171/I1/2/7). <Bhe=dwst questionnaire, submibbed-in-this-manner, is
eontained in Document 476/11/2/4/k.

Lha&, Documep
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VI. Discussion Relating to The Questions Concerning "” ‘Q M
Paragraph 1, Section B, Chapter V. 2R //
(First Report of Sub -Committee *AM; Y

5/11/2/4/1) s @

Sion of the first question of the questionnaire
ﬁr the Fifth Meeting (May 11), the ahidar—oif-tha fiyst question of
ol

far N

the sorresponding questionnaire was mdérbaken, “Ehe /text (of-wirich fo]lma: —_—

A)

(Copy frmhe Smmry of ¥ Sessn.on of Mgy 11). QQAM %tﬁ o ;
-/_. @ P W Aol . . -'.‘ ch I'(- Q_ E s‘ r ‘—6'11
T ho-diswssé:cn-begm-w:’ct:h‘regard to the Greek prepouai, tending to

extend the powers of the Assembly/ in order that it might have the authority

to make recommendatlons on any question which had been examined by the Council
M “"t"‘{""ﬂd /-_ / el o Ciidad Gt / =
or ewbmittsd to-shudg by the latter, /%< 7 T T
gﬁtLd Ci- 6 . & r":b‘.u-'?-ilr f—d (0 )
/? \R-opPoSing stand ntainee iom.ﬂ-lﬂ:cp'stated that

any amen dment which was likely to create the possibility of con.flict.;{ between
Cora }""“‘\- {Et
the two principal organs of the international organization would be in—dd:oagiw-

\.M_(‘I T

~ment-with th /concept mwmmu%nmtm Oaks

) wk wrgpaid)
Broposals. me\ﬁﬁt he problem consi in reconciling

the democratic spirit with the necessary efficiéncy of the organization that
is being constructed.

The general discussion, thus initiated, was continued with equal
interest in the Sixth Meeting, held on May 14. The various points of view were
defined with considerable precision in this meeting,

One maintained that the Assembly should ha.ve the power to

submit recommendations on any questlon, even if th e latter were sub;ect-ta— 15/\
[P rr ./ " QL 4 zp{MrL -Lr)"f /{‘ (;eraea.“{’

study by the Security Council, m-oph&enmmmmmzpredmmh e

democratic role this organization should play., Another of thesbop&&m can
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be summed up by stating that if the Assembly can not make recommendations in
a0 @
matters with which the Councilideals "actively", this restriction should not

%}chen the latter ceases to do so and 1‘1'.3 action is thus paralyzed. Finally,
the opinion which supports the Dumbarton Qaks system consisted in stating that
precise and clear-cut distinctions between the power of the Council and that

of the Assembly were indispensable for the avoidance of continuous disputes

and the destruction of the very framework of the plan; but, it added, there

is nothing in the Charter which would prevent the Assembly from discussing

any matter, even though it were before the Council, and that the authority,

to make recommendations should ret_uin to the Assembly w—j&ﬁe&m—

Hoe) Cosdth "u,ﬂ i1,
ef-the-Council would- teﬁﬂiﬂate with the examination- of the matter—(Delegate

of the United Kingdom). In addition, compromise or interim proposals were
submitted by the Delegations of Iran and Uruguay, through which they reiterated
the exposition of the amendments which their govermments had submitted,

respectiveg, on the point in question.
L '-1\—41141
“Hehgey in the Seventh l.ieet:i.ng;J held on May 15, the Delegate of the

United States Wéa read (after having been invited to do so
by the Ghairman of the Committee), in the name of the four Sponsoring Powers
a:% France, a proposed new draft of paragraph 1, Section B /of Chapter V,

which appears in the corresponding report of the Meeting. Doc.25h/II/2/l§/
“”,,aa'@ iy Uy ig Sa «‘f?«)-t-v\ vﬁfﬁ a_MJ«JM

submitting the draft,

Wam expressed the hope that the proposal referred toy

might facilitate the work of the Committee, He suggested that, as a result
of it, a negative answer to the first question and an affirmative answer to

the second and fifth questions could be given.

3212 =8~



s

j The prssentaﬁion of this draft gave rise to much comment. Some
delegates sé.id that it added nothing to the powers of the Assembly as
they aﬁpear in the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. Others, on the contrary,
expressed their opinion that, by means of this new text, the Sponsoring
Poﬁera and France had made a closer approach to the opinion expressed by .
the small States and that this text would assure collaboration between the
principal organs of the Charter.

The chairman directed the discussion to the first question of the
questionnaire. In the course of this discussion the Delegate of The Netherlands
requested that it be noted that his delegation urged that "the observation made
by it, on May l4th, on the subject of the present discussion, be submitted to
the attention of the Committee which would be charged with the final drafting
of the Charter.,” It must be added here, that through the remarks alluded to,
reference waé made to "a declaration made by the Secretary of State of the
United States, on May ﬁth:}which served as a foundation for the opinion

/expressed by t__h_‘a.zt delegate, in the above mantioned meeting, that the first
& i question of the guestionnaire which is being dealt with be answered in the
\ negative. éee Doce 315).
This guestion was put to a vote and it was verified that there had been
16 votes in the affirmative and 26 in the negative. In the light of the an-

nouncement of the negative regule of the vote the Delegate of Cuba.meved a

point of order i I that the negative result had not been

) ]

/ obtained by a two-thirds majority of the delegates present and voting, which
» 4

was necessary in this case since it was not a‘mamher of procedure. His

3212
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%eighth meeting, held on May 16, the text

of this question was modified at request of the Delegation of the Soviet
Socialist. .. Republics. Thea}’t:xt. referrei=te wa as follows:

(Copy Summary of the Eighth Meeting)

The question thus drafted was approved by 28 affirmative votes, without
any votes in the negative. Among those not véting were the Delegation of
Colombia and that of Belgium: the former because it felt that the first
question was still up for study by the Committee, and the latter, because it
believed that the new text of the question is more restric*hivje than that which
appears in the proposed new draft of the first paragraph (Varmewmsere proposal
in the name of the four Sponsoring Powers and France) which, in its opinion,

is the minimum wlﬁch its govermment could accept.

C) Consideration of the Third Question of the Questionnaire:

This was presented to the Committee by Sub~-Committee A in the two
following forms: //'—_\,
(Copy Summary of the Eighth Meeting). r: \_F‘/
p =y

The question of determining which of the two texts was preferable caused
various delegations to express their opinions in regard to the principle, and
in the discussion which thus arose, there emerged anew the different tendencies
on the relation of the powers of the General Assembly and the Security Council,
In accordance with the first of these tendencies, an affirmative answer would
alter the spirit of the Dumbarton Oaks Proposals. For the second, the necessity

3212 -10-



of outlining the respective powers of the two principal organs does not
exclude that of being able to determine whether or not the Council will deal
with a given matter, and if in the negative, that the Assembly may do so.

The question of which of the two texts was preferred having been put to
a vote, so that after the vote there could be an expression on the principle
(question of procedure), the Committee by 18 votes against 13 chose the first
wording. Immediately thereafter the chairman submitted the question of e

principle to a vote., The response was negative by 18 votes against 12,

D) . of the Fourth Question of the Questionnaire:
The text of this question is as folbws:
(Copy from Summary of the Eighth Meet
The answer, was negative by 21 votes against 1.
£ »
E) of the Fifth Question of the Questionnaire:
The text of this question is as follows: @
(Copy from Summary of Eighth Meeting)
The answer wag affirmative by 31 votes without opposition. '
FM‘smh, Seventh and Eighth Questions of the Questionnaire:
The texts of these questions are as follows: T
/
(Copy from Summary of Eighth Meeting) [ }/

A1l the responses to these questions were negative. Only the first of

them received one vote in the affirmative.

In the course of the discussion the opinion was expressed that in the™
questiors( bo—wm.ch—u-rmw-aﬂﬂ‘de)( matters are dealt with which raise the same
fundamental points of other questions, previously studied, and for the answers

to which there was considered in a decisive manner, the necessity ofsceceeess

3212 ) R
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/ _Committee II/2/ Rapporteur's Report - continuation

-the- sixddr, seventir; and eightie-questlienes was tantamount to

7z

.

#s Delégafe_naLd_than_nsplg;ne-kn—aho negative4f3t;;§;z“:j‘£
“rnd]
obliging the Assembly to submit itself invariably to all the “*j?ii
decisions of the Council, the Delegate of the United Kingdom // / W
remarked, on the other hand, that the Assembly remaineq4££22‘\ - %,
ons a

to dlscuss and even tg formulate recommendati oy
m 8 10{1 -tho—pmﬁ'%f which the Council may have

a8y
The Delegate of Belglum recognized in this -y
last statement such importance that it should be pointed
out so that it may become the subject of study and subsequent
vote; he stated that he was resigned, with a realistic spirit
and in the face of the preceding discussion, to having the
questions under discussion receive a negative reply, but he
requested that his abstention from voting go on record. The
Delegate of Egypt likewlse asked that his abstention go on
record, for the same reason. The Delegate of Colombia Uon sl
ls vote, as 4 appears in the Summary Report oOf
the meeting.
a4 ~
C. _Sbtwdy of the Ninth and Final Question:

v dsi ook

The Committee, at 1ts Ninth meeting (May 18)-went—imnbes
the study of the final question of the questionnaire to whic
reference is made. The t of this question follows:

(Copy Summary Report of the Ninth Meeting)
B fort 1% ¢ the C itt
y orty-two e Committee
affirmatively to thﬂm-question. {\n the course of the 8-
cussion, the Delegate of the United Kingdom made two observa-
tlons explaining in detail his opinion: First, he recalled
that the principle of the ninth question had zlready been
accepted by amendments simllarly accepted, as set forth in
the proposal presented by Senator Vandenberg and that, there-
fore, these amendments should not be confragicted; second,
he cautioned that the actuazl text would need certain
modifications, and that, consequently, the right of gelecting
the terms should be left to the Drafting Committeep fde cited,
in this respect, the word "affecting" which precedes the
phrase "#ke international relations". With these reservations, {
he stated that he would accept an affirmative reply. The
Delegate of the Soviet Union was in accord with his colleague

from the United Kingdom.

For his part, the Delegate of Peru intervened to maintain
that, in cases where the Assembly hes before it a strictly

= i
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juridical matter, it sheXY be sent to the International
Court of Justice.

Many Delegates participated in the discussion. The
Delegate of Belgium explained the meaning and extent of the
vote which he was going to render, which he summed up as
follows:

(a) The Assembly would have the right to discuss any
question, without any restriction;

(b) "it should be understoocd and set forth in the
Report of the Rapporteur, that the power to make
recommendstions" covers not only the cases which
are under study by the Council, but also those
the study of which it has terminated, in
accordance with the interpretation given by the
Delegate of the United Kingdom, and

(¢) no restriction should be imposed on the words
"international relations," which include the
reserved domain or domestic Jjurisdiction.

At the conclusion of the meeting the Committee, upon
the Chairman's propossl, decided that the draft submitted
by Benator Vandenberg on behalf of the four sponsoring
powers and France be taken as the baslis for the drafting
work. It also declided to charge the Chairman with the
appointment of the Drafting Subcommittee, which should work
in accordance with sections 1 and 2 (a,b, and ¢) of the
Statement on "Working Plan" which the Chairman had read at
the beginning of the meeting. The said Drafting Subcommittee
was composed of the Delegatees of Australla, Belglum, Mexico,
the United Kingdom, the Sovliet Unlon and the United States,
in addition to the Chalrman and the Rapporteur.

(VII) DISCUSSION RELATIVE TQO AMENDMENTS CONCERNING

Subcommittee A.- Doc. 416/I1/2/A/3):

In accordance with the proposal made by the Chairman,
the Committee, at its Tenth Meetling (May 21, 1945), decided
to postpone discussion on the questions relating to matters
of procedure concerning the question of membership status
of the organization which is being set up (suspension,
restoration and method of exclusion) dealt with in paragraph 3

LB
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of the said Section B, until the receipt of the Report of
Committee I/2 supported by the study of the fundauental-
questions related with this last paragraph. After this,
it was proceeded to study the questions included in the
sald questionnaire relating to paragraph 6 of the same
Section. /

(a) %udfof Section A, Entitled "International Law"

; bod s £7
ion of the First Question. Its

text is as follows

"Should the Assembly be empowered to initiate
studies and maske recommendations for the codi-
fication of international law?"

It was maintained that this question was entirely
covered by the amendment of the Four Powers to paragraph 6,
approved at the third meeting of the Committee; other Dele-
gates stated that it was partially covered by the said
Amendment and, finally, the opinion prevailed that the
development of international law and its codification
are two different questions. The answer was consequently
in the affirmatlve (27 votes to 8).

(2) Egggéééﬁégé of the Second Question. This
question reads as ows:

“Should the Assembly be empowered to initiate
studies and make recommendations for promot-
ing the revision of the rules and principles
of international law?"

The opinion was expressed that this question was covered
by the second paragraph of the Chinese Proposals, but it
could not be esteblished that such proposals had been ap-
proved by the. Four Sponsoring Powers. It was similarly unjcéﬁ
£8F8 that théc question was covered by the amendment sub-
mitted by the said powers. Finally, an affirmative answer
was given to the question by a vote of 16 to 7.

Cov. o LBt :
(3) Examim=tion of the Third Question. This
question is as Tollows:

"Should the Assembly be authorized to enact rules
of international law which should become binding
upon members after such rules shall have been
approved by the Security Council?" :

=G
Bay



On submitting this question to a vote (which question
was considered contrary both to the spirit of the Dumbarton
Oaks Proposals and of the majority of the states), the Com-
mittee gave 1t a negative answer by a vote of 26 1o 1.

Eoreidy gl
(4) M of the Fourth Question. This
question reads™as follows:

"Should it be provided that upon the failure

of the Securlity Council to act on such rules
within a period specified in the Charter, they
should become effective and binding, in the
same manner as if thex had been approved by
the Security Council?

As a loglcal consequence of the preceding vote, a
negative anawepﬁw%g}given to this question (28 votes to 0).
P "-'7, AN

(B) r y of Section B (Doc. 416).

With respect to this pert, entitled "Revision of
Treaties," the decision was taken to submit to the Steer-
ing Committee the three questions which 1t comprises, in
as much as this question has been taken up by other com-
mittees and since it has been the object of a similar
submittal by one of them (Committee III/1).

Contrdiyalp

(c) /;hnfx of Section C (Doc. 416).

This section, entitled "Prevention of Economic Aggres-
" contains only one question which reads as follows:

sion,

"Should the Assembly be authorized to initiate
studies and to make recommendations for the
purpose of preventing economic aggression?”

The Committee took cognizance of this question at 1ts
Eleventh Meeting (May 23). It was stated that if it has
been impossible in other committees to define the word
"aggressor", it 1s more so to define an "economic aggressor.”
A negative answer was given quickly to the question.

(D) Study of Section D (Doc. 416).

The Section entitled "Interpretation of the Charter"
contains a single question which reads as follows:

"Should the General Assembly have sovereign
(exclusive) competence to interpret the pro-
visions of the Charter?"

B
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After the expression of various opinions, among which
there stood out the one which held that the Security Council
and the General Assembly would interpret the portion of the
Charter which concerned them respectively, the issue was
raised concerning the power of interpretation with respect
to provisions of the said Charter which were not exclusively
related to one of those principal organs. As a solution, it
wvas decided to t to Committee IV/2 the entire question

(Pabs AL LY
(E) OF SECTION E (Formulation of General Conventions),

This Section includes two principal parts, the second of
which 1s in turn divided into four questions.
f“awtgrihwntf?
(1) _Examinettn of the First Part. The single question
which this part comprises reads as follows:

"Should the General Assembly be empowered to
submit general conventions for the consideration
of states which form part of the United Natlons
Organization and, should the occasion arise,

for the consideration of other states, with a
view to securing their approval in accordance
with their appropriate constitutional procedures?"

It was maintained in the Committee that a sufficlient answer
had been given to this question by paragraph 6, amended by the
text proposed by the Four Sponsoring Powers; but the difference
between both questions was pointed out, inasmuch as the case
in question tended to establish an obligation, on the part
of the states members of the Internationsl Organization, to
submit to their respective legislative organs, for appropriate
study, the general conventions recommended and submitted by
the Assembly. There was then raised the question of determining
whether the General Assembly 1s the appropriate organ to under-
take the difficult and tedious work of conventlions; the
delegates who doubted it or denied it showed themselves in
favor of providing that the drafting be carried out by specilal
Conferences called for the purpose; on the other hand, those
who assumed a different point of view maintained that the
General Assembly should be vested with such power even though
it might be permitted, whenever it_so deemed preferable, to
entrust the drafting work to a special committee.

The discussion was resumed at the Twelfth Meeting (May
24), -Semator-RoYTim, Delegate of Belgium, defended a most
ample affirmative solutlon, in accordance with the amendment
proposed by his country which had given rise to the question,
and he recalled the work of the League of Natlions in this
respect,
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-question (c

The Delegate of India, who favored an affirmative answer,
suggested nevertheless, that the Assembly should not take the
initiative in the matter of conventions with respect to the
questions within the competence of the Council, without the
latter's concurrence. A formula proposed by the Delegate of
the United States of America at the Eleventh Meeting, supported
by China, modifying the Belgian amendment, was withdrawn by
its authors and the Chairman submitted this last amendment to
a votejp s was done by roll call (Belgian proposal, duly
seconded) and the result was 25 votes in favor and 13 against,
for which reason the Chairman declared that the amendment had
been rejected owing to the failure to obtain two-thirds of
the votes. This decision was discussed because 1t was
contended that 25 votes were equivalent to two-thirds of the
number of voters (38), but the Chairman upheld his decision
pending the ruling of the Executive Committee, to which the
matter was submitted in accordance with the proposal of the
Delegate of the Philippines. The detalled account of the
vote referred to was as follows:

Those voting in the affirmative were: Australia, Belgium,
Bolivia, Brazil, Canada, Chile, Colombia, Cuba, Dominican
Republic, Egypt, El Salvador, Ethiopia, France, Greece, Haiti,
India, Iran, Iraq, Luxembourg, Netherlands, New Zealand, Peru,
Philippine Commonwealth, Uruguay and Venezuela., On the other
hand, those voting in the negative were: Byelorussian S,.S.R.,
China, Czechoslovakia, Honduras, Nicaragua, Norway, Turkey,
Ukrainian 5.S.R., Union of South Africa, U.S.S.R., United
Kingdom, United States, and Yugoslavia, Lastly, the following
abstained from voting: Lebanon and Saudi Arabia,

. &
J_","-) 5l

2o
Seconéagafggﬁmiaﬁxtun of Questions a, b, ¢, and d of the

7344—’ O R ‘?‘,":;I:-,— L
All these questions received negative answers, ead-oaly éf;J}
zfebtetne&ha—f&verab&euvote, These questions read ~-7.
- f‘;:‘”c
a., Should the General Assembly have the power of ’«a'
imposing conventions when, in its opinion, these ol
are mere corollaries of principles it already J
recognizes as compulsory, or when it believes
that the general observance of the obligations
embodied in the conventions is necessary for the
maintenance of international peace and security?

as follows:

b. ©Should this power also be extended to include
other conventions?

¢c. As regards member states, should the Assembly
have the power to decide that such conventions

3628 -6~
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shall come into force under the same conditions
that may be provided for the coming into force
of amendments to the Charter?

Should the General Assembly have the power to
impose such conventions on non-member states?



(VIII) DISCUSSION RELATIVE TO AMENDMENTS CO NG
PARAGRAPH 8 OF B 'Ec@nzoﬂ_‘g OF CHAP

(Third Report of Sub-Committee A, Doc.476/I1I/2.A/4)

This discussion took place at the Thirteenth Meeting (May 25).

(1) Examination of the First Question. This question _“t>
reads as follows:......... .o ;

It was remarked that this amendment did not involve the
same question as that covered in the amendment proposed by
the four Sponsoring Powers and France to paragraph 1 of
Section B of Chapter V. On the other hand, the Committee's
attention was called to the fact that Committee III/1 had
approved an amendment to Section B of Chapter VI which pro-
vides that the Security Council shall submit to the General
Assembly annual reports and, whenever necessary, speclal
reporte. The question received an affirmative answer by a

vote of 34 to O.
text of this

(2) Examination of the Second Question. Thi®/question
18 a8 £0110WS:fee.cnr.... ' |

Two amendments were presented with respect to this

2 )Lu
question. The first one was paﬂp-!!& by the Delegate of
\..J’ﬂ 4 A
V" France and seconded by théh te, and Eatkxmg it

tham proposed the following new text: (COPY FROM BUKHAH%;/"i::>
REPORT OF XNEKE THIRTEENTH MEETING) ( M

The second amendment wae presented by the Delegate 6f
The Hetherlands;f;izbndod by the Delegate of the United States
of America. Under this amendment it was proposed that the
second question be withdrawn and that the Committee mmmpx adopt
the Canadlan amendment already spproved by Committee 11/1)
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the text of which 1e ae follows: "The

0

submit annual reports a . al reports,

In the discussion wekek took place, there was taken up
-Eﬁéw the necessity of preventling every poeeibility of confliet
ﬁetween the Security Gbuncil and the General Assembly and
“any obetzcle ¥m to the Rmxmmrxxxkism former's sction in
delicate or difficult situatione. On the other hand, it wae
studled whether what Committee II/2 had decided Viatmsi responsms
to the need for information of the General Assembly. Lastly,
1t wae noted éhat the states not represented on the Council
ghould accept the latter'e deeislons and can be called to
participate in thelr execution, for which reason it will be
necessary to clarify publie opinion.

The amendment of The Netherlands was rejected by a vote
of 20 to 15; the amendment submitted by France was 2lso rejected,
27 to 33 and laétly, the aquestlion at issue was aleo rejected
by a vote of 21 to 186, | _

(3) Examination of the

— -

question 1s a8 followS!e.e.v..nnn C:) “\>

N _H_f#,/

The consideration of this question was taken up at the

Fourteenth Meeting XMX¥XXZX (May 29f), at which 1t recelved an =~V

Ihird Question. The text of thig .

affirmative answer by a vote of 29 to O. At this same meeting
the dlscussion of the followling aquectlions was undertskent
(4) Examination of the Fourth Question. This question

reads ag followBles..ooun P

The ﬁelegate of the United Kingdom referred to the case

of an interim report on a guestlon before the Securlty Council

%) e e



and he stated that in such a case the power of the General
Assembly would be reatricted by the prohlibitlon which exlsts

v’ for it to make any Pecommenﬁation:“'for his part, the Delegate
of the Soviet Union maintained that the General Bssembly could
exorese 1lts oninion on the report but not approve or disspprove
it. Lastly, the gposition raversble

y// auestion wasfwleofnjhﬂll in detall by several Delszates, and

of the

(-
[

it recelved an affiramative answer by a vote of 22 to 38.

(5) Examination of the Fifth Question. Thias ausstion //gzéﬁ_ﬁ\

2alS 5 \Agm’ ol
(ﬁum proposal ?ﬂ' the Delegate of the United Kingdom,

the following phrase was inserted at the beginning of the_said—

question: "subject to the reservations contained in the provi-
sione of paragraph 1 of the present Section.' The gatd amend-
ment was approved and the question, on being mxazag put to a

vote, received an affirmative answer by 37 to O.

ON OF THE DISCUSSION Mﬂ_‘iﬂm THE
%E%N?B CONCERNING CHAPTER V, SECTION
Fucong Senert o o on 2.

At 1ts Sixteenth Meeting (May 30), the Committee took up
the part of the second report of SBub-Committee A which relates
to the amendments concerning paragraph 3 (Procodurd).'ge con-
sideration of ah;aﬂ part had been postponed at the Tmmmik Tenth
Meeting (May 21) until the results of the deliberations of other
committees studying the substance of the matter were known.

After the reading of a statement concerning the results
of such deliberations, the Chailrman submitted to the consid-

eration of the Commlttee successively the pertinent questions

of the aforesald questionnalre (Doc.416).

S T¥ Sl



SECTION A (Suspension Procedure) ¢
(1) Examination of the Firet Question. It reads as follows: )X

There was a negative vote, 23 to O. In the course of the
brief consideration of this question, a Delegate referred to
the difference whch there ought to be ARERIXXNEXEX between
depriving the right to vote from a member of the Organization
which is in arrears with respect to the payment of 1ts con-

g 2/
tribution‘ ” budget, agd applying,ﬁhi’hanotions rela-

tiva ° M_mm-prﬂmu for in Chapter VIII. For his
part, the Delegate of Belgium suggested the desirability of
submitting a supplementary question which would distinguish
between total and partiasl of rights. He was ad-
vised that no formal amendment on this point had been proposed.

SECTION B (Restoration Procedure)
(1) Examination of the First Question. Its text reads

a8 follows:e.....
The answer was nefative, without discussion, by a vote

of 29 to 0.

(2) Examination of the Second Question. This question
e / .\
reads as follows:...... ;/

It received a negative answer by a vote of 29 to 0.

(3) Examination of the Third Question. The latter reads <:?2:\
_/ I

ag followsi...

§E§gﬁnzﬂﬁl’t. questlon received a negative answer by a vote
)
of,l ;L'ﬁwbi _

The opinions whiehSWEere maihtained in the course of the
discuseion which led to the vote Just referred to, can be sum-

marized as follows: Attention was called to the lack of
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equilibrium between the provision under which the General
Asgsembly would suspend the rights of a member and the pro-
vision which charges the Council with the restoration of
the same, which fact befomes more obvious since it 1s the
Assembly which :::igl be the organ to paes upon the admission
of a new member; but under the opposite thesis it was maln-
tained that the Security Council should be & in charge of
restoration because the General Assembly would normally
meet only once a year and it might be desirable to make the
restoration without loss of time; g support of this c:pln!.r:m_J
1t wae also stated that the possibility of immediate restora-
tion might constitute an incentive for the recalcitrant
member to modify its attitude, and it was added that the
restoration procedure in two stages would not be convenient,
and that, as restoration i1s less serious than suspension,
Xx placing the suspension procedure under the competence of
the Securlty Counecil would not really amount to proceeding
against the powers of the General Assembly.
of this question

(4) Examination of the Fourth Question. The wordin lgx’“““?\

a8 fo0llowB:e.o.cuw k. _pL{,ﬁ

A remark of the Delegate of Canada concerning the con-
to which Mo Tirmae/

fusion/XhaX -Shen@tadting of the English text gave rise, led £¢/
wording: e

to the following new/tEXEX.......... ~

414&»144u1;Z;

The discussion brought R out two opposite positions. A&

ﬂ 73 1 '{/ Y
1T£:;2:;uoong£;;t tgﬂae in favor of a negative answer, there
; ol
pereists in this question the ;annnll&ééézl of a double-etage

procedure, and 1t was added that, pending e ratification
by the General Assembly, the situation of a member State whoee

rights had been restored by the Security Council while the
3 v -
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General Assembly 3 not in session, would b ery ambiguous.
For those in favor of the affirmative, the arguments which
gserved as basie for rejecting the Third Question should serve
as the basis for accepting the Fourth.

When the question was put to a vote, there were 22 votes
for the affirmative and 12 for the negative. Ae a result of

the rule of a two-thirds vote, the question was rejected.
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' "The ‘@enersl Assembly should initiate
\ studies and meke recommendations for the
purpose of promoting International cooper-
ation in politiecal, economic, sociacl and
cultural flelds to assist 1n the recliza-
l
|
!

"tion of human rights and basic freedoms for
all, without distinction as to race, language,
religion or sex and also for the encouragemcnt.
of the development of international 11w“

\
Subject to the provisions of paragraph 1
of this Scction, The General Asscmbly should be

/ empovered to reconmend measurcs ror tho peaceiul
f ad justmont of ony situatlons, regardloss of origin,
which It deems likély to impeir the genoral wol-
/ fare or fricndly relations among nations, An-
/ cluding situations resulting from a violat?"h of

the Purposes and Principlos “stt Topth in this
Chartcr', /




Should the Gencrzl Assembly be enczbled to meke, on\
its own initlctive, recommendztions on ony motter
relating to the mhinton“mco ol intcrnationzl peace
and security which is boing declt wita by the

Security Council?"




y7Should the

ecretary Generdi’be required, with the
consent of the Security Council, to notify
the General Assembly of any matter relating
to the maintenance of international peace
and security which is being dealt with by
the Security Council and 2lso required to
notify the General Assembly immediately the
Security Council ceases to deal wlth any

\\\sudh matter?”
"‘-——--_.._..._________,__.____—.-_—-a———-—"
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"(#) Should a procedurc be adopted whereby the-General
Agssembly, having received the Secretary General’s report,
may determine that the Security Councll has ceased to
exercise its functions with regard to any matter relating
to the malntenance of internationcl peece and securlty

wvhich is belng dealt with by the Security Councll and pro-

ceed to make a recommendatlon or recommendations with

regard ther32?9
”fghould gome further procedure be provided

\

for declding when the Security Council
has ceased to deal with a matter, so that’
the Assembly may be in a position to meke
recommendatlons at oncefX"

|

|




»~  "(¥) sShould the General Assembly be able to require
the Security Councll to investigate situations which might

seem to the Assembly likely to endanger world peace?"




"(#¥ Should the General Assembly be entitled to caliﬁﬁhfq

"the attentlion of the Security Council to situations which,
" 1n 1ts opinlon, are likely to endanger peace or are
capable of doing so?" _ S —



f?frﬁﬂ_;ZS)“ Should the decisions of the Security Counciihh\\w

on any mantter relating to the maintenance of international
peace and security be subject to ratification or veto by

a fixed majority (such as three-fourths or two-thirds) of
the General Assembly?

"(7) Should the General Assembly be entitled to
summon the members of the Security Council to appear be-
fore 1t to report on any measures the Sccurity Council
may have taken or may contemplate teking in dealing with
any matter affecting international peace and securlty?

"(8) Should the General Assembly be entitled to
exerclse concurrently with the Security Council the powers
set out in Chapter VIII, Section A" -




" "Subject to any cxceptions specifically)
{’providcd, should the Assembly have gencral power to discuss

and make rccommendations in respect of any matters affecting
international relotions?"

— —



- (;Should the Security Council :
report to the Assembly on any matters concerning international
peace and security with regard to which it has adopted and/or
applied measures which have been deemed necessary?"

/




"Should the Security Council be required to submit

sccount, with rcasons, of all of 1ts acts and deci-
siong%" P

’

periodic and spccial reports, sctting forth a detailed |




Pr—
~ "If end when the General Assembly should consider X
/ that all danger of a conflict has been removed, the \
_ Assembly may require the Security Councll to indicsate,
in its annual renort, the reasons for the decisions
M which it has taken in a particular dispute. Should
the Security Councill be of opinion that in the interest
’ of the maintenace of peace, the request of the General
i | Assembly cannot yct be complied with, it will be free to
\ epply for a delay in the submission of 1ts report." A

—

4
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- "The Security Couuncil shall submit )
~annual and, when necessary, gpecisl reports to the /

N General Asscmbly for its consideration." ="

-



ceive and discuss the reports provided for in

D "Should the General Assembly be empowered to re-
paragraph 82"



*"8hould the General Assembly be empowered to study
* and approve or disapprove in whole or in part the

reports of the Security Council?"




o
~
-

gihould the General Asscmbly be empowered to
submit recommendations to the Security Council with
& view to insuring ths complete observance of the
duties of the Security Council inherent in its re- \\

sponsibllity to malntain internationgl peace &and
pocurity?"



"Should the Assembly, without a recommendation

of the Security Council, be authorized to suspend
the ¢xercise of one or more of the rights or
privileges inherent in membership in the Orga
Zation?”’-:;-_‘ P———




S — = i —————————
"Should the Assembly be empowered to restore sus-
pended rights or privileges without a recommenda-
tion of the Security Council®?"




nShould the Asscmbly be empowered to restore sus-
pended rights or privileges after recelving thg
advice of the Security Council?" s




7~ -
\ / "Should the General Assembly be empowered to
\; { restore suspended rights and privileges upon the
recommendation of the Securilty Council?" L.



"Should the Security Council be empowered to restorec
' suspcnded- rights and privileges of a member only
| when the Assembly is not in session, in such
[ cases the decision of the Security Council to be

\'x;qpbmitpqd to the Assembly for ratification?"



&
|

TRE M A

;f#"Should the Sccurity Council be empowered to
restore sugpendec rights and privileges of a
member only when the Assembly is not I1n session,

but when the Assembly is in session should the
\ decision of the Security Council be submitted 3
. to the Assembly for ratification?"




"Should the Security Council be empowered to
restore sugpended rights or privileges only

after communicating its decision and the

reasons therefor to the Assembly?"
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T Considérations préliminaires.
La mission confidé+A notre Comitd dtait ‘&"tudior et de

gsoumettre & la Commission II des projetes de dllpﬂlltloel
‘ Conttpnand chwe
>( insdrer m- la Charte des Nations ﬂulM-
tions tmt‘n ia-:ndul. cf:pitn VMW

de Dumbart %l,a-—hr fonotions politiques et de -d'eurtt"‘z
5""’%3"‘ oApsrvrabone Lot rodrre,
A 2insl que Mles remarguas ot 44% propositions pré’unt‘u,,par i:u‘//

Gouvernements pu'tlolpan‘!s o—

Par conséquent M
les paragraphes 1, 3 et 6 (en tant que M aux
questions de coopération politigue et m réglement de situations
qui riequent de porter atteinte au blen-8tre géndral) ainei que le
paragraphe 8 de la Ssftion B et le deuxiéme paragraphe des propo=-
sitions de la Chine, Lors de 'ia réunion du 10 mai le Comitd

a ddeldé, aprés avolr u&ms la lettre envoyde A4 son Président

par le Président de la Commission II, t!o référer au Comite I/E lu
L ¢ & - bhogar, ¢L 2

(.

proecédure, w.l
Le Comité 2 tenu __ _ __ séances aux dates sulvantes: le 4, 7, 9,
10, 11, 14, 15, 16, 18, 21, 23, 24, 25, 28,29 of 30 mai, et [,

Juin. A sa premidre sdance le Comitd a pris des ddcisions
sur l'ormiutlon générale du travail. Les documents de base
du Comité furent les suivante: a) les propositions de Dumbarton
Oaks; b) 1; deuxidme paragrahhe des propositions de la Chine; -

LR bl
1 TR,
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;‘.7

B ' adhns _
dn? quution/dam le domwime des relations internationales®.

c)- les amendements présentés per les Gouvernements invitants
et par la France; d4) les amendements ou observations des Gou-
vernements participant 4 la Conférence.
II. ﬂ;ty;rr;gntion des amendements proposds

Une discussion géndrale sur le premier paragraphe de la
Section B du chapitre V eut lieu 4 la deyidme sfance (le 7 ni)'
6& fut ouverts par le Déldgud de la Nouvelle-Zelande lemsqulid ;M.L
goumit une proposition d'amendement gwi-consist 4 inedrer
imnédiatement aprds le titre "Fonetions et pouvolirs® les mots:

Aty

"L'Assemblde Géndrale ﬂo-.h-ﬁinir le droit d' toute

'4,:&- e
==

De nombreux déléguds participdrent & la discussion qul e'en-
gsuivit. Quelgues-uns d'entre eux suggérérent gque c=e mots de-
vraient 8tre ajoutds & la fin du paragraphe; d'autres attirérent
1'attention sur les répercussions prof ndes que 1'adoption de

cet amendement auralt sur le plan géndrsl des proposiiions de Dume-

barvon Oaks. Pour %;mt)wm - e
- = .

Le Comitd ne vota pas sur les fmendements prdeitds mais

la discussion générale démontra la néecescitd de glmpor ou de
M tous les amendements 8¢ rapportant aux textes dont
1'¢tude avalt dt¢ confide & oe Gomite. Cette classification
fut confide au bureau du Gomitd et le rdsultat du travail(soumie

, b -‘. ’ ":: 5



R ——— ===

C 7, -~ fe = o x = - -
p 2 le delegue du Chili et celui de 1'Iren ont suggere les amendments

de leurs gouvernements respectifs (Doc.2, G/7 (i) et Doc. 2, G/l4 (u)).



S

Pé%,fi o Gnirss, oo 1 76, NN
- = o - L '._-‘__ ol '-- .',‘\_‘ % i

= et
- -

T Be.2 G, Boc IIPRE NN\

' -
P

au Comité & sa séance du 9 mal (Doo. 171, 11/2/87 )
ite, le,groupe V la clasgsification dut/8tre 1limité pour
ormey & streinte de op Comitd en ce qui
erme l¢ trpisiéd :  tapdis que/le VI dut

4 étre flargi e es améndements soumle par la 4€ldgation
(Doe. “

III. Approbationhdes &5 su Parasr

A%dodﬂwtéﬁﬁb,ﬁ NN ed

Ayant onnaiseance du-ﬂel::-?m sur le vote' i !é
approuvd par le Comité de Direction, m déelid, en—Somitd; \ .. Lo
de donner préffrence lors de 14&1001&:0193 A l'amendement demlle

présentd, dpation dee Ftate Ur
ﬁ'@ﬁ%‘ parsgraphe 6 des proposi-

e

| { (7/0.‘:1‘ id"f‘ﬂllﬂ-") JE"Q

Ll e

'1‘[ tions de D"u'mbu.-t.on Osks, régigdes comme suit:
AR
o }6

de 1'étude de cet amendement &uulle (le 9 mai)

o
.‘9-"

™ comme suit. :l‘out d'abord eut lieu une série 4'interventions

,-"’du points importants furent discutds )dont on peut Taire la synthdse

sur respective de la proposition Vaddenberg et de 1'amen~-
dement austral len sur le premier paragraphe des propositions de
Dumbarton Oaks (Voir Doe. 176/I1/2/7/(1).) Plusieurs délégude
exprimérent leur crainte que ce dernier uend.oun:’fﬂn}ui' conflit
entre les deux organes principaux €tablis par les propositions de
Dumbarton Oaks. D'autres se dfelarérent en faveur de pouvoirs
plus ftendus pour l'Assemblde Générake que ceux qui dfeouleralsnt
des amendements prdsentés par le Sénateur Vandenberg. Parml cecs
derniers le ropﬂuntant de 17han suggéra que, sl 1'¢tude d'une

question soumis: au Qonseil dtait par trop rétardde, 1l'Assenblde




o~ - " 3 5 o
Le delegue des Etats Unis ddeclara qu'il ne d€sirait pas denner de
e oo . - £ g
definitions en raison de 1l'efl'et limitatif que celles-ci pourrait
M s - .
avoir sur les pouvoirs de 1'Assemble, et se référa specialement
-~ ; - o PR S
a la question (c) presentée par le delegue du Chili.

. B
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pas donner de aérini ior;l en raison le 1'efret

(W Ve O(&V“"o
pourralt fixer uwns—timktw avEnt lequel’®® une ddoision devrait
intervenir et que si ood@%‘h étalt ddpassde, l'Assemblde
pourrait se charger de, l'dtude de la questilon. '

Le DEldgud du Chili ayent exprimé -on approbation de principe-
en c¢e qui coneerne & &mmmm demanda
toutoroh\ qug trois points inclus dans 1-{_91%0; propositions
solent m: a) la signifiecation des mots "toute situation®;

b) la signification de la phrage M' -

2 Tik.
tions amicales entre les natiom ":/8) &&-ﬂn du texte en

ce qul concerne leg eltuni 1onaf"5nl : Mﬂ

2 Ly < ,_- , ‘ .

ue cellep-~oi

pourrajent avoir sur lespouvoirs de 1'%5:..@10;7\"
{ ' .

,.. m . = &h- ) - . { > | .‘ i

qlfo se qui honoemq le pdint ¢) les termes dont il s'dtait

servis' se rappo‘rtahnt‘u 'hiar, aujou'rd'hui et dc\nm"

En ce qui concerne la mé thode de diseusuon, plusieurs des
déléguds = erdrent que l'on fasse une distinction entre &—
questiony do@i%f&éon de 1l'Assembldée Générale et &m{"
rapport entre les pouvolrs de l'Asserblide et ceux du Oongell de
8éouritd. Dlautre part, un certain nombre de déldguds propoéiroht
la erédation d'un Bous-comitd auquel t'nuow 1a ooardmtlolﬁ
des textes des amendements avec le texte du premier paragraphe’
de 1a Seotion B du Chapitre V. Le Dé1égud de la France propohi-- b

i
s

mvou sur le premier paragraphe de la proposition Vandenberg |
y

ot qnf un Comité de Rédaction ou de Coordination solt orde pour "\

i

£



traiter du deuxidme paragraphe.

Le Président A{un rédsumé des questions A soumetire au
L

vote en vue dulwyci-dauun et le Comité ddoida)pnr vingt
voix contre mtﬂ) de voter tout d'abord sur l'ensemble de la
proposition Vandenberg. Cette ppoposition fut debesd adoptde

: et il ok
vingt-trois voix do deux abstentions.

L f"é“
tos EhatensIond dainn de1des Sen siidunis B0 1n Pedeadss ov-0%

par

Chili qui deu.ndlront qu'on en prit note. Le Df1égué de la Golombie

JEe 1edentia

de poser une gquestion de proeddure sur le

fait que le Oonlt‘ n'avait pas suivl son ordre du Jzur et le adldgud
e

du Chili se rdurv.? le droit de demander $-oe que

du mot "situation® soit ddtornlnéarac préeislon.

IV. Méthode 4 digougsion des Amendements,

A la cuatridme =dance (/ le 10 u:.). la discussion des amendements

apporto’g au paragraphe 1 de la Section B du Chapitre V 2wm

“ AL
p t%. La discussion s'ouvrit
o fa;«z
sur 1'amendement australien ADce., 176 I/Eﬁ/(l} )
m 11 s'agiesalt d'dtablir la méthode A sulvre leme lu

discussions,il fut suggérd 4'y inclure tous les amendements sze référant

au Faragraphe 1 plutdt que de se limiter A un amendement sp‘clriqn}-dh

‘ ﬁ?’pour 1'instant /41 y aurait lieu de statuer sur des questions

de principe et non pas de rddaction . La mfthode suivie par le

00-1“ 11/2 (Doe. 183, 1v/2/8) fut adopt‘. conformément & la proposition
‘par le Ddldgud de hlolﬂ.qnog f“ consistait & soukettre

au Comitd une adrie de questions extraites des groupes d'amendements



présentds paer les Aifférents gouvernements, en redigeant ces

questions avec le plqs_' grand soin. |
Le Délégué de 1'Australie résuma en trgia pointes les questions

de principe qui surgirent de la dlgeussion (Voir le somraire

de la quatfidme séance Doe. £29, II/Z/II)..:’.,-‘ -
. I1 fut alors déeldé que le Président n le Rapporteur s

A ) - | : ! ! J
ont an Sous-comitd afin de rediger le questignnaire I(;th «“ﬂgvmd

'. -. - .? ”_“"_'-"' -"-7“ e "/ L )

4
/f

Bona-—oomit ésigné par la lettre A,
':"o-posd des ddldguds de 1'Australie, de h h‘lglqno , du Mexigue,
du Royaume-Uni et de 1'Union des Republiiques Bovidt!._qun Soclalistes,
en plus du Président et 6u Rapporteur.

27
lie. Ce

Dé1 dgud de 1'Khatra

&

TR, T

V. LUE § -‘)1._!_ 1416 SOURLE D& i€ DOUE .‘_ J Ll L & ;
Le premier reppoft du Bous-comitd A sur les résultate de ea
premidre rd‘nnion_, tenue dans la soirde du 10 mai, fut p'rﬂant‘

(e 2557/Z 2 [4])

: A la einquidme sdance Au Gonit!,lo 11 mai. Ce rapport)\a trait
: / T
7L augroupes I, II, III et IV de la classification m dans

le document 171/1!/2/7,&..—-.&-“ aux nmdomE, % zul“‘q )

sur le paragraphe 1 de la Seetion B du chapitre V.|

Lore de 1'approbation de ce rapport dans cetty mlme sdance |

. | {

du Comité (aprds .&uouuionwm_ | Ii

dang le questionnalre la premidre question australienne uw{ }
2. Izu«ju s

/
“muua-. place) 1la forme négative de la premidre qu_oatlanz/

W (D ki

e

Plus tard, le 18 mal, un nouveau rapport fut soumis par

&

, fut remplacde paw
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Al

: o ¢

‘: le Sous-comitd A sur les travaux accomplis in seconde rdunion

r{ et contenant le quuti'?_n;nain sur les amendements aux paragraphes

% 3 et 6 de 1la Section B du chapitre V (Groupes V et VI respectivement
; du document [71/11/2/7)., Ce deuxidme rapport fait 1l'objet du

} document 416/1%/3.

Ultérieurenent, un troisliéme rapport fut soumis par le Sous-

-z
i

comité A sur les amendements A apporter au paragraphe afler.-,-i:.toh
B du chapitre V (Groupe VII du document 171/I1/2/7). Ce dernier \x.\
questionnaire fait 1'dbjet du doeument 476/I11/A/4,

L'étude de la premidre question iﬁf'quaetionmiro coapreavomisnt

a été commenede & la cinquidme séance tenue le 11 mai; en volel r

le texte: (Copler le sommaire de lasdance du 11 mai),
tion greeque

La dllouuion! a commencd par l'dtude de la proocosi

A TR R Y I 5 S O T TR N P B T T W

| TR R

recommandant Ojl r les pouvolrs de 1'Assemblée de manidre

’_:h

-—— /
Cedy oy o |
| . toute question qui d é€td examinde par le Conseil ou r"""
Lo thete Corndinie . g s
dee-poingte de vue au proeds

4’autr" ddldgations ont Soutenu

d'«hﬁv-l-.? _Yout amendement de nature A ereer une possibilite
" ”~ -‘-_---\\
M/ G...";_J;pf J:: f”‘}

de faire du recommandations sur

———

N

SN TR R

—
-




de conflits entre les deux prinoipaux organse de 1l'Organisatlion

Inte ionale nefe'accorderait pas avec le concept dont se sont
‘nepipénles propositions de Dumbarton Oaks, Le probldme consiste
dom, A concilisr l'egprit dd-mocratique avec l'efficacitd néecescaire
A 1'Organisstion qu'on est en train d'dtablir.
Ladlscussion g‘n‘ﬂ}n ainsi commencde e'est poursuivie
avec le méme intdrét : la sixidme séance, tenue 1o 14 mai,
au cours de lagquelle les dlff‘mnt.dp&u ont €t< AdPinigs

d'une unibﬂ% clu.
: que l1l'Asaenbdlde dtvult

avoir le pouvolir do soumettre des recommandations sur toute queation,

" Cméme sur celles dont seralt salsi le Conseil de aécuritéspmﬁon
w le rbla!g‘-oouthm pwddominant quE,
& cet organe. Uno autre de ces opinlons

- Sr.-aue si 1'Assemblée ne peut pas éain
de recommandations sur @cs questions dent le Consell
plus
Wuu.‘;. cette restriction ne devrait W”e’ﬁater ® lorsque

ce dernier cesse de s'ooccuper de la question et

gue son pouvolr

{
ot uwn de 1'Lnemh1‘a sl 1'on veut dviter des dirfdrends intermie

nabls et la destruction du cadre méme du plan; d'autrs part,ou &7

oo



- _',,3,‘ ,g_'; ,l ? 4?‘»?%‘-%-“, R, m af um?ﬁﬁ\?ﬁ?hls
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LN

I L ia s

& cab & lmgeit |
ﬁeutd guestiond, méme - salsl le-fomwsetl, ot f'-ﬁ""‘""‘!'

% Mewtaraw¢ de faire des recommsndations amnr 2 1'Assemblde

? . ¥ 4 A\ I B
L P e 2 -

i axzs1'examen de fa’@é‘uﬁu (Dé1égud du Royaume-Uni). De—piusyly it

'fﬁﬁropouﬂons traneectionnelles ow-peUtsedres furent soumises
wle ! :
J,tm‘ip' par les dﬂdgm de 1'Iran 4t ds l'tlrugw’ ;u moyen desquelles v/
b }fd._ G e . } =2 ==
L R 1 1t1ons 4'emendenments MG Far 1

ay es propositions d'amendements eurs
B e veer
I r“" gouvernements respectife sur le point en question. -
¢ Bana ces eirconstances, zu cours de la septidme sdance

) v tenue le 15 mal, le D€légué des !tau-unlu

i* Wmviuntfs et de la !‘r&nu,(ﬁ nouveau prglet de rldui
du paragraphe 1 de la Seotion B du chapitre V qui figure au ﬁ:
?4-1

} compte rendu de eette sdance.( Doec. 2&4/!1/8/15)

kF.' / w, n soumettant ee projet .@

g longuenent- M“uonuh générale et exprima L #aue la 5

‘ proposition mentionnde¢d putsss facilitef la téche du Comitd, I
suggére que, conformément A cette proposition,la premidre quca‘txo
soit :mn::-}::- par karfirmxtive la négative et que lﬂodauxi li
et 3= cinquidme questlonj regoivent une réponse affirmative.

| La p:résentation de ce projet a donné 1hu A de \
% commentaires, OCertsine ddldguds déclarédrent qu'ils n'ajoutait \
rien ENXEENN aux pouvoirs do 1'Asgenblde - f"’“ M
fdﬂ%“nl les propositions de nn-bnrton Oaks. D'autres au contraire,
Md'"ll que grice & ce nouveau texte, les Mﬂfl‘tntﬁ

et la France s'dtalent rappnoohlgda 1'opinion exprimée par les

petits Etats et que ce texte assureralt la collaboration entre

les principaux organes de la Qharte.

= - 3
e —— .
¥
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AP, ]
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Le PrésidentNandna la discussion A& premidfe

du questionnaire. Au cours de cetrte Adlscussion, le é des

|
% recommandalt w "1'observation faite par elle le 14 mal syr
L 1'chjet de la prdeente dlscussion soit portde A l'attention du
M‘ lxm‘ﬁ'ﬂ; :
Comité qui chargé de la rddaetion de 1la Charte."

t
. > rte-Unis
v
en 8

/" aree i
. Ve . I.

\ A
le—document 315, 4= __1*&'__.‘-1’“ [

ixjarr

a.m];@_' gy peogud 16 vo ir-ativegwsyl
: ;Aej?ntion,m se au vot‘p,ztmm:utm 5 s ok
”Wz—mmmm et 26 voix n‘gativo%ue le rdeuliat .

'-'"M:-,?"k négatif du vote fut prockamé,le DEldgud de Cuba présentz une "‘I
) quoﬁ/&\‘ ordre en soutenant que le résultat négatif n'avait ;

pas €t obtenu 4 1a majoritd des deux tlers dee Ad1ldguds prfsents
et votant)d qui dtalt ndcescaire dans ce eas pulsqu'!l ne s'sgissait

E O L aarin, -
Au cours Mﬂ@uitlﬂc géance

~ -~

tenue le 16 mai.) le texte de cette guestion fut amendd A &ew-
’ /] - o “d

de la aélégation Abs &MMWW



.p. 10 S président d€clara que le vote devait €tre congiderée comme

valable seuf avis contraire du Comite de Direction.
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&
Le PrésidentNanédn@ la discussion AL premidfe
rﬁ du questionnaire. Au gours de cette dlscussion, le é des
,.!,'? Pays-Bas demande@ qu'il soit pris note du falt que =a déldgation
ﬁ -t recommandalt w #1'obaservation faite par elle le 14 mal sur
b |
i 1'chbjet de 1a p::‘unt_c dlscussion soit portde 4 1'attention du

.

Bl

LRl &,

wlie :
Comité qui Meh&rg‘ de la r‘dnuonﬁm&o de la Charte.®
Y P4 [
4 ‘

-

L+
ok "'"" négat 2% du vote fut prochamé,le D1dguéd de Cuba présente une
%

ho

a'ordre en soutenant que le résultat négatif n'avait

W ’ tte-Unis

E 5 _ #
F en V
| e L e e
4 atlve . b B
-!5 | \
% Aﬁ uﬂ-‘@‘y \ pegut 16 volx(affir-atives«cu/
? i gg, ______.S‘E'_‘.‘_Ei"l‘/m se au voby,rkxmmrrouvdaxeximtdmxExxx . £33
I ¢ faxynixxmantre:ifzx et 26 voix négative reque le rdsul‘at

[

:,

S

pas €td obtenu & la majoritd des deux tlers des AL1éguds préfsents
' et votantg qui étalt ndcescaire dans ce oas pulsqu'!l ne s'sglesait

pas d'une question de procddure, Cette motion fut appuyfe par

Au cours &%W—do—h@ul 13#e séance

-~
tenue le 16 mai.) le texte de cette guestion fut amendd A éew
\ ’ / . - < 2
de la adlégation s (Jﬂ&a@#ﬂﬂﬁﬂdm
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e

(Copler le sommaire de la hulfidme sdance). @

par 28 volx ntrimtivolgd;

lany . s gt Parmi les abstentions se
- la celle
trouvaient Xxx ddlégationyd de 1la Colombie et/de la Belgique .

-

I
i
|/
|

éa premidre psree qu'elle estimait que la premiére question

éta1t encore endre—terE¥n¥‘au Uomité pour dtude, et la deuxidme

parce qu'elle ftait d'avie que le nouveau texte de la question

. darmr
| était plus restrictif que celul qui figure iouvesu projet de

4
|\ rddsction du pwewker pnngrtph.f’(’ropon ition faite par’& ""&f‘"

%>Mm nom d;rqmtro Wﬁitmiﬁs atﬁi' France)qui,

4 son avis, constituait le minimum que son Gouvernement pouvait
acoepter,
c) r.*’-';'fﬂ_ a troisidme guestion du gueshionnaire ML
Celle-ci rut perfesentde au Comitd aer Bous -comitd A sous les
deux formes suivantes: ; : .
(Copler 1le m-l:l.ﬁ de la huitidme l‘lﬂ.‘)(/@_r

h—qﬁ”ﬂhﬁ—&. a‘tcmmwutn tait

préférable & 1l'autre gmr amena diverses délégations & exprimer

| Fd

leur avis en ce qul oonoerno& - et au cours de la dlscus-
sion qul s'ensulvit, surgirent de nouveau é‘ différentes txndanzex
opinions m le rapport entre les pouvoirs de 1'Assemblde
lo{n‘nalc et oceux du Consel) de Bdourité. BSelon la premidre

de ces opinions, une rédponse affirmative aurait pour effet de
changer l'esprit des propositions de Dumbarton Oaks. -D'aprﬁ

1la seconde {,1; nécessitd de d€limiter les pouvoirs gesp;*ctitiq



ﬁ de ces deux prinecipaux organes n'exclut plc.l-b.vav-pv%r - q,{-j .
%‘kaﬁﬁonimr 81 le Conseil a'une affaire, ékid=ne 7=

" 1a négative, 1'Assenblde € 1e faire.

Im—guesestden 4, dlt:niM textey serads

i cholek ayant €t€ mise aux volx

=

deFond- (question de procfdure), le Oomité, par un vote de 18 voix
contre 135 se ddclara en faveur du premier texte. Immédiatement
aprds, le Prdsident sourit aux voix la question de principe. La
réponse fut nédgative par un vote de 18 voix eontre 12,

T T T ST YRR S e AT T,

L LTS n f- (LS a” UU1E 8 L 1 Ol (It L1

Le texte de cette question est rddigd comms suit:
- - (Qopler le somualre de la hultidme sdance)

La rédponse fut ndfgative par un vote de 28 voix contre une.

T

(Copler le somualre de la hultidme sfance)

31 voix ;..
La rfponse fut afrfifmative par un vote de Edxxs

Le texte de ces questions est rfgigd ocomme sult: |
(Copler le sommaire de lahuitidme séance

Lee réponses & toutes ces questions furent ndgatives., Seule

-

la premidre un vote afrfirmatif.
la <
Au eours de ¥Xdiscuesion ﬁll fmsT rourqua que/les

questions suxqguelles 11 est falt allusion traltent de sujets qui
/
_ souldverit les mdmes points fondamentsux w ﬂ‘-autna_qultlonl,
>/' préeddemment dtudides - :
\

L i ?"%"“l";m | pp;( :




