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The fallowing were m'eaenb 4
Chairman Sir Sydney Ha.rrs.e (United K‘mgd,om)

’

R Dr, Sze (China)
- -Dr. Pitlik . (Czechoelovakia)
M, Perrier (France) ,
_ M. Pating (Peru) g
* . M. McKinpon Wood (United Kingdom)
K og e i M. Kobushko. - (USSR).
© M. Mulli¥en (United States)

< . Jw

Secretariat: M. Steinig

TI;e CHAIRVAN asked 'Mr. M&Iﬂnnon Weod to rewt on ’che poss&ble consequenc(
of the adoptfon of the Chinese amenament (ct. Eﬁw 12/h, page k) to the Draft
‘?rotecol (B/316). &

Mr, McKINNON WOOD (UNI‘I‘ED mom) said that the Chinese mnendment would
have no extensive effef‘ts. He noted t’hat the a.mendment vould apply onIy to th
: Convention of the Second Opium conferenca (Geneva, 1925), and to the Conventio
. for Limting the Manufacture end. Rerulating the Diatri‘bution of Narcotic ni-uge
(Genpva, 1931) : For exam)le, in Artiole 35 of the 1925 Convention, tha Chines.
amendment would, hava the effeot of relievi.ng the Secretary-General “rom tha
O'blfgm’ion of notlfyd.ng S;pa:m of new accbssicms to the Com%n‘biéﬂ;, :

“In Artmle 5 of the 1931 Comntien, the Chinese amendment would relimre
the I‘Qrmméntv Cenb‘ra‘l Board. From”’ uha dbligation of conmnmicating to Spain the .
form j.h which szﬁn should. supply estimtea of d.ruga in its uerrito‘ry Z[t
” would alsro ralieve tha Supervisory Body from the obligation of commmicating

» to Speln a st,atemenu containing the estimtea, supplied by various countries,
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In Articles 11 (pavegreph 5), 26, 29 and 32, the Chinese Amendment would
result 1n depriving Spain &f the right to receive various notifications in
connection with the work of the Convention.

© Mr. McKINNON WOOD thought that the only significant effect of the Chinese
amendment would be in Article 5"f the Convention of 1931. If Spaim were %o
be exclude@_ from the work of the Convention, much mors éelaborate amendments
would be necessa.ry; thus confusing the atructure-of the deGument.

Dr. SZE (CHINA) urged the Cémmittee to adopt his amendment with the
proviso that it should not apply teo mmle 5 of >the léél ‘Convention. The
effects of the amendment on Article 5 might deserve ﬁarthef bonsideration. The
Chinese goverxnment thouéht thet one importent ol;Ject of the amendment was to
obtain the co-operation of the Soviet Union. ¢ :

Mr. McKINNON WOOD (UNITED EINGDOM) m:ised the question whether non-membersg
© of the United Nations, such as Sweden and Switzerland, would also be affected
by tl;e amendment . e |

Mr. KOBUSHKO (USSR) asked Dr. Sze to explain .why Article 5 should be
excluded from the effects of the Chinese amendment.

Dr. SZE said that he thought the énendment ought to apply toAArticlé 10
but that in view of Mr. McKinnon Wood's statement, perhaps this one point.
might be considered further after the adoption of the modi&f'iéd Chm.e_se
~ emendment. Article 5 involved the Supervisory Body end th’e’Pemaient G.entral
" Bosyd, which both were og‘bside the United Nations.

Mr. KOBUSHKO (USSR) asserted that the issue was not whether one article
* or another should be applied to Spain, 4but whether S_paiﬁ ahoiz.ld. be invited |
to take part in the work of the United Nations. It was inadmissiblg for this .
drafting committ.eve to go against the policy ot; t'he Orgaﬁization.~ Mr. McKinnon
Wood's proposals implied a demand thét Spain should be invited - yet Spain |
vas a threat to peace. Mr. Kobushko thought that Spein ghould be excluded
spacifically, end that a decision should be taken on other non-members of the

United Nations and on countries which hed no goverrments at the present time.
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Mr. PATINO (PERU) asked whether govermments which had withdrawn from
membership of the League of Nations were still bound by Conventicns made
under the auspices of.the League; Mr, McKINNON WOCD explained that the.
Conventions remained in force snd were ihdependent of the Ledgue.

Mr, PATINO then decléaved that heslth problems’ should be considered
without regard to politice, He sipported the United Kinglam version and

L)

opposed the Chinese propossal,
‘Mr. PERRIER (FRANCE) asked h;lr. McKinnon Wood whother the  Chinese
' amendment would in any wey exclude’ Spa,in from the ef’ect of the orisiml
" Génventiazs,’ | ; St
' 'Mr. MAKIRVON WOOD (UNZTED KTNGDOM) explaided thet the task of the -
coomittee was to provide for the 10@9.1 contimxat*m of the Pemnent Central
" Board a.nd. of ‘the Supervisory Boly Peferred to'in the Convemtiom o 1931,
With reeﬁ.rd to the protocol under comsideration, it was feasible to e:r.clude
Spa.in, but that would be a political quostion. 'u.d would therefore neceasitata
1natzuctious from the Econozic and Social Cour.cll. e
Dr. ?TE"LT.K (CZECEOSLO‘TMIA) a.sf-.verted that eve:; tacit a.dmiasion of Spain
& wom;ld create a dmgerous p“eoedent. There was a tondency 1n the United
Na.tions to avold even the sl:.ghteat connection wit.h the present Sgenish
; @wnmnt. : [
Mr, ?ERRIER (FRANCE) pointed out that Spazin was a.lready a party to the
Conventlons., He expressed the fe,ar, that an attempt to exclude ,S‘pgin'wqu;d
- provide an #xcuse for 1llicit traffic in marcotice. .The exclusion of Spain
should be left to the Econamic and Social Council on the basis of a draft
which vould. be warked out by, the pree;ent camittee, 5
Mr MULLIKEN (WI'J.'ED STATES) said that the ccmnittee vas a. teohnical and
not a politica.l one The Econamic and Socia.l COuncil should ru..e on the
'Spamsh quest;:lcn, end should UGS, g W camitiee on the me‘bhod to be
followed, . ‘ ’ . SRR A e )
Mr. PERRIER (!"RANCE:) agreed, "but p;'Jintod 'ou’,c that to do so might delay
the : committee's work uatil next year.
The CEAIRMAN said that the exclusion of Spain must be decided by the
Council, since even the adoption of the Chinese amendment would not achieve
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-“the object of e:zclud.mg 83airi: The ébmmitfes mifht 'therefors refé® the matter
tb>thé Council at once, ‘riskidg & delay;-ot--else it wight:continue its work
on’ thé’ understending thet the:Cotineil's dttention would be directéd tothe
Spanish-ghestion in'theé .coumittee's Fépors, L P e e

0. M. PERRIER (FRANCE)- favduréed the latter suggéstion. He noted that all
the members dgreed 146 'urge comsideration of the Spanish question by the
Council.

. Dr. SZE (CHINA) supported the United Steteé proposal, but.thought that it
wag not .inconsistent with the Chinese amendwent, as.modified to.exclude
Article 5. The commlittee should provide the Council with clear sliernative
proposals. in regard teo Article 5: i a restatement of the Thinese .amendment,
2, the United Kingdom. version.;

. .Mr. McKINNON WOOD (UNITED, KINGDOM) pointed out that the Chinese, amendment

. wquld enly deprive Spain of certain unipportant. fac1lities undexr the

« Conventions, and et the same time would create a dimturbing situation with
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regard to other non-member states

Mr KOBUSHKO (UQSR) gaild thet tie Committee had deviated.from discussion

FRIE 0 S

of the Chinese amendment and of the Sovmet proposal to exclude Snein

» A

epeclfically He declared that both Mr. McKinnon'Wood and bir Sydney Harris
hed described the unanieh question a8 not being w1th1n the comnetence of the

!:.," 5
-

committee, and yet had dwelt on what they called the 1neffectivenese of the

LN o8

Chinese amendment The Chinese amendment should be adopted and the political

.‘x'

question should be sent to the Councll Mr, Kobushko declered that
" Mr. Perriéiis fear of Spanish violatitrs of conventions on ‘Hartotids évinced a
laok df: Paith in the ‘authority of the United Netions. 'Thé Chinese ahdthe
Soviet progosels should be .discussed and put to thé vote.  The Chinsde:
-amendment was not inconsistent with the United States proposal, since it did.
not actually exclude Spainm;; the Soviet proposel to exclude. Spain ehould be
recommended to the Councll in the committqe s report. Thq recent Heelth

Conference in New York proved eucneesful in the absence of Spain; the :

nercotice question too could be solved without Snain.
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The CHAIRMAN suggested that the committee  should consider the
non-contentious quoestions firat and should then incorporate. the proposal to
exclude Spain - ag well as the Chinese amondment -~ in its report to the
Economic and Social Council,

Mr., KOBUSHKO (USSR) was opposed to further delays. He said that the
Chinese amendmont constituted a full solution - a Juridica,l; not a political
golution. The Soviet repreosentetive also mentioned Jepan end Gormany, which
had no governments, He declared that the Chineso amendment in conjunction
with the Soviet proposal would cover the point,

The CHAIRMAN called for a vole on the Chinese amondment and Dr. SZE
made it clear that, as the amendéuenynow st@, it. would not apply to

Article 5 of the Convention of 1931.

Decigion: The amendument was approved by a vote of 4 to 2, with one
abstention, . ‘ ' !

Mr, KOBUSHKO (USSR) declared that ho would defond his proposal before
the Econamic and Soclal Council, urging specific exclusion of Spein from the
list of countries to which the Protocol undor consideration would be sént,

The  CHAIRMAN sald that the guestion would be discussod by thoe Council,
since he would mentlon it in his report as chairmen,

Mr, KOBUSHKD (USSR) again mentioned the cases of Germany end Japan,

Mr. STBINIG (Secretariat) expressed tho view of tho Secretariat that :
intbrnati@al control ought to be applied strictly to occupled torritories; -
The Opium Board and the Supcrvisory Bod& had alrcady made inguiriocs of the
occupying authorities, ond had reco‘i‘ved some assurances that control would
be continued. ¢

The meoting rose at 12:45 p.m.

’
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