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Members: (comtinued)

Mr. HOARE ' . United Kirgdom of ‘Gréat Britain and
' Northern Ireland
Mr. ANSLINGER United States ef America
Mr. NIKOLIC . Yugoslavia
Also present: i A
‘ . Mr. MAY .- Chairman of the ‘Permdnent Central Opium
Board
Observer:
‘ Mr. SCENEIDER Switzerland
Secretariat:
Mr. STEINIG - Directsr ef the Division of Narcotic Drugs
Mr. BOLTON ‘seeretary of the Commission

FROFOSED INTERIM AGREEMENT TO LIMIT THE FRODUCTION OF APIUM TO MEDICAL AND
SCIENTIFIC NEEDS (E/CN.T/220, E/CN.7/221, E/CN.7/L.6, E/ON.7/1.6/Add.1,
B/CN.7/L.6/Add.2 and E/CN.T/L.6/Ad4.3; Conference Rocp Papers Nos. 8 and 9)
(centinued) '

Report of the Committee appeinted to tonslider the Draft Protoc¢ol to acapt tne
provisisns of the 1931 Convention for the Limitation Qf the Manufacture of
Narcetlc Drugs to Opium’

The CHATRMAN iavited the Commission to resume consideration of the
Committee's report, Yeginning with chapter IV, relating to national contrel
(paragraph 14),.

Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) noted that the Committes's first rocommendpe : -
tion was intended ta achieve more precise terminology and to bring the firat
varagraph inte line with the correspending prevision in the single conventioa,
The secend paragraph was 2 recommendation for drafting ehanges te provide for an
initial report amd subsequent reports on any importamt change.

The Commission accepted the recémmendations em chapter IV, relating te
national control. |

The CHATRMAN called fer 4discussion of the rseommendation on chapter V,

fer international control, as set ferth in paragraph 15.
/Mr . HOARE
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Mr. HOARE (United Kingdom) pointed out that the Committee had ‘been of
- the cpinion that a check should be made to ensure that this provision agreed
with article 22 of the 1925 Cenventilen,
The Committee hed also strongly felt that, sinee the cornerstone of the
Bydten ef 66%?0‘1 was stocks ’ the Pema.nent Gentral Opium Board should receiVe
& complete radord’of a1l stecks ; including stocks held by Governments, although
such stecks were excluded under the terms of the 1625 Convention.

Mr..AMINT (Iran) stressed the. fact that excessive paperwork should be
avoided and that-it had been agreed with the Beerd that only eesential
informatien should be requested from Governments.

“VAILLE (France) concurred, but considered it important not to
limit the powers and func'rhions of the Board..

Mr NIKOLIC (Yugoslevie) thought that an important matter cf principle
vag involved.  Hé endorsed the viey Ehat £1L stacks, without exception, hould
be reported to the Board. '

Mr. VAILLE (France) explained that the Committee had thought it unwise.
to establisha distinc’éion 'between govermmant stocks and other ‘stocks. .
The Commissien accepted the first of the recommendetiozis on gtatistics
contained in paragreph 15,

Mr, HOARE (United Kingdom) noted that the Committee had been of the
opinion that 1t would -be desirable tha.t the period for the aubmission of
statisticel -information : shiould" ‘be identice.l with the, requirement of article 22
of the 1925 €anvention. ‘Uaiform proceduren op the submiseisn of statistics '
would be a distinct advantage for the Board and should not create undue o

difficulty for governments.

[
L%
T -

Mr. AMINI (Iran) seid that thé Drafting Committee should be allsved to

use its diseretion in deciding atput the period for the submission of statistical .
information. A

[The CHATRMAN
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The CHAIBMAN felt that the. Comisgion must. give: the Mrafiing Comnittee
precise 1nstn,xctions.

.., Colonel SHARMAN (Cengda) concurxed 1p/mstaa Einglom roprescuntative’s
viev that the proviaicns of Article 22 should be masintained: forbhe stbatss!an
f statist.ics.

Mr, VAII.IE (Fra.nce) co;ld not agree with the Iranian representative '
that the matter should. be Jeft to the Drafiting Comulttee. = Aefar asiposeidble,
the proviaiona of thas 1925 and 1931 Conyeniions, should: be maintaimed,-

Mr, MAY (Permenent C'entraI 6p1um Board) cbserved that the recommenda-
tion gn queetim was yre.ctica.lj.y 1denticq.l with. the requirements ofthe 1925
Convention. It should not be difficult, for all.parties to adhere to:the’ dates’
set in that Convention and to subtmit all statistics by 1 May. The Board had
fqum} that 1t.s statiat:}'ca were o:tpn mcomplete as Jatevas: Qototer, It
thorefore felt that oontro.l should he, tightened, and. that. -sanctions ! showld ‘beé-
imposed 1f the reporta were not submitted within a reasonable period of tims, -

.. Mr. AMRI (Irep) commented thet. the many difficlilties ehocuntered by
ébéoi&mnts in asseubling statiatics,mupt be. giver ctneldsvaticki, ank: that!
sanctions shmld not be :lmpomﬂ.@igh.tly. Ho. reserved the right to submiti.
proposa.ls Py statiatica %o the Drafting Committee.

Mr. MAY (Permenent Central-Opiwm Board):replied ‘thet' the Board was
reaeonal;lo a.nd would .not impose,.sangtions -arbi trarily.. If, however, 1m§or’oant ’
statietics were lacking when the Bogrd had :to maite !deciieicnej thexe should b6
some proviaicn cemppll,ing states to subnit the required informatien’ or for the
Board to take nasma,bla gection,

The aecand recamnendatim on etatietice was accepted.
The third recommendation on statistice was accepted.

3
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The CHAIRMAN invited comsiderstion of the folloving section, relating
to control 'by the I’orme.nent Central Opium Boa:rd.

E” Y A

éﬁi’zﬁﬁafﬁg@ (b)_ wes a.ccepted with the: insertion o!' g_h_‘ word

PEN RN ¢
"systematically” before “fails®.

Mr. NIKOIIC (Yugoalaﬁa) Obaerved f.hat sub-parmph (o) ’ vhich mde
the Board the Judge of the effectivemss of the ccntrol eet vp by govemments
would pemit interference 1A the d.omsstic ai’fairs of atataas. ‘

ro

MI‘ MOZNI (Iran) aupporfad by Mr. OR (Turqu) noted that producing
'”‘countriea ha.d boen requested to take legisla.tﬁé la.nld. 'other acticn to ensurs
effective control within their territoriee. Sub-paragraph (c) would a.uthorize
‘the' Board 6 interfere in the mtemal ai’fairs of ‘states and to :Lnfrinaa t,heir

national eoveneigzty.

Mr VATLLE (Fra.nce) agreed. that eub-paragraph (c«, a8 drafted vas too
broad and. suggestad the follcwing compromise fornmlé ' "If tbe Board considsre
that tho ccatrol aet up by a ;zovernment 18 not in a.ccordanoe with the
proviaion of t.he protocol.

Mr.' MAY ‘(Bermsfient Central Opium Board) agreed to some extent with tbe
repmaentatives of Yugoslavia, Iran and Turkey « It would 'be difricult for the
Boar&“to de'termize whether effective cc:mrol wes being exarcised. The _Comnission
cn Nercotic Drugs miéht 'be 1n a better poeition to Judge an the basis of
information sutmitted to it. Sub-paregmph (cj wight be amended to providé fcr
study by the Boerd of information at the dieposal of the Commiseion end of

porta sutmitted to that body.

AN&.INGﬁR (Unit.ed étates of Amorica) expresaed surprise at the
obJectidh Faised by p@oducing countriea tfo "the previsten that, 1% 1n 1ts Judguent
the control set up “ds no'h affective the Bo-ard might requeat an axplanaticn
Frct the govormnent comermd. Ho reealled that a large diveraion or hercin in
Italy bad been ‘detected and that the ItAlian Govertment had 'been muaeted to

/tighten
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. tighiten, 1t6 ‘cantrols~. Bliilarly theve ams evidefice ' that farmesis in producing
countries were delivering opium:dtbectly té smughlers. - Is .cases whérg: the
monopoly centrolled by.the govermment wes:ineffestive, :écgs:praupt astion by
the Bosrd wag egsentials.

Mr. NIKOLIC (Yugoslavia)} agreed that there should be severe sancticme
-imposeduan . §14 tes :which feiled o fulfil undertakings undsx Miternstional
.converstions., " ‘No.government, howsven, 'would agred to.allow:the Permefient Cextral

Opilum Board or any other body :to:interfere in its intermal:.affalrd..

Me . AMINE (I ran)- proposed-tthe ‘delstivn of isub~paragraph (c), eince the
point was ddeguately coversd by ‘subsparagrept (e): - Beiemphagived that Me did
qot.reject ithe 1dea igf sancticns for non-comiplisnce with canventior priovisichs,
Auts ‘he: could not agres-to interfersute in the domstic &IfElre of Wtatesy

Mr. VAILIE (France) accepted the deletion of sub-paregraph (¢) in the
-dghtof «the Iraniam representativets explanstion, ,
veabiagee JHedpuld Nt agree with Mry' May's etatement fnicénnexion with the
role of the Quumdsslcn. cn Narcotie Druge: ¥iBs¢~vig the - Permensant Cerftrdl Opium
Board, although he concurred in his etatement about «lte @Ifficulty which ‘the ™.
Board would face in Judging the effectiveness of natimmal control.

ade W o Meey ANSLINGER {United Stétes of: America) etated thit 1t vae toeleds’
$or-4iecugs, inspestion, at.all: 1f:a Fimple reqimeti Por -Infoimation ¥ay o be:-o
interpreted; ap interforence in the’ internal sffairs of etatesi-"

-Mes: QABADA: (Peru). compurretl 48 the views vl the “représentatives of -
Iren, Turkey and Yugoslavia, Whils the Board should Be‘given-Powers | it could
not be allowed to conduct investigations of the effectiveness of national control.

~Subsparearaph (s} ¥as nct ik conforniily with the ‘other sub-paragrephs

13D the geries, eipsesthey welated.\torfacts which Bould Bé sboertdinsd and’

verified. Subrparagraph {0), -howeveryas Mot sidJect to Verifisdtion Yedause
.the Boerd had .na-means -of :ds texmiriing Mha ther-erfadtive ‘contrdl ves bethg °
exargiged. unless it undertank :31Isgnl iiitve stigationsy

FECRIDE 39 v fis suppcrted
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~ He supported the proposal for the deletion of sub-paragraph (c) and
ind{sated that eub-paragraph. {e) might be amended to broaden the Board's povers
by providing for a request for information 1f the Board ‘considered that by
reason of a country violating any provision of the Protocol it "had become
or might become" a cemtre of 1llicit traffic. .

Mr, ANSLINGER (United States of America) axpreased a.ppreciation of
the Peruvian repreaentative s remarks and noted that the gover‘nfnent o:f‘ Peru
had requested a mission from the United Nations to review ite mational control
and had also requested a commisbion of engquiry. Infoimation ha.d been found »
rega.rding the operation of -seventeen 1llicit narcotica” fa.ctories in Peru ’
and the Peruvian Government. had takén prompt and effective astion in the
metter, There was vno assurance, however, that all gov:irimsuis would be as
co-opera.tive as the Peruvian Covernment. All coutingencies mst “therefore
be oontempla.ted., " -

Mr. AMINI (Iran) seid that the Permanent Centfal Opium Board had the .
right to ask governments for explanations, but not within the framework
of sub-paragraph (c¢), which should be deleted.

Mr. MAY (Permanent Central. Opium Board) said that the Commission had
not yet stuiled the nature. of the senctions to-be impoeed, If mo reoommend.ation "
was mede for an embargo, the producing coumtries might not obJeet. '

Some of the information Governmentas submitted to the Commiesion on
Narcotic Drugs was not .sent to-the Board., -All fnformation” su'bnﬂtted to the
Commiasion on the effectiveness of -control such ag laws and regulationa and
a.rmual reports, should. be put ay the disposal of the Board, vhich could then
make its findings.

Mr. OR (Turkey} replied:that govermmente might Ve’ roquéated ‘to subm:lt
to the Board copies of .all reports sent to. the Commission..

Mr, NIKOLIC (Yugoslavia) agreed with the Irantan representative. There
wvas no doubt that the Board could seek explanations and make recommendations.

Sub-peragraph (c). however, would place the Board in a very difficut;t position,
At the
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At the same time .1it.wh&'undesirable because’governments weie unlikely to
a\gm.c,to‘-i‘g.ca»Moreo‘v'e"rf,- the provision was unnecedsary girice the'ground wase
adequately. covered by sub-paragraph (e).

Mr. VAILIE (Frauce) supporteéd the Peruvian amendment and ‘stated ‘thdét
in that case sub-paragraph (c) should be deleted. He also favoured the
suggestion that.the Board- should receivé full itformetion from the Cormission
on Nancotic Drugs. -

Mr .. ANSLINGER {United States ofv America) noted that sub-parsgraph {¢):
would be applicable to manufacturing countries as'well as producing countries "~
and that the mnufacturing counties had raised mo objections

_ The,CHAIRMAN proposed that the Cormission should proceed: with s -
discuseion of sub-paragraphs (d) and (e), and then go back to sub-pasbgraph {c¥’
if that was deemed essential.

 Loglcallys:the;sub-paragraphs should be enumerated in’ the/ ordér of
seriousness of ;the offence, and on that basis sub-paragraph {c¢) would be’
discussed last.

Mr. KAMEL FARMY: (Egypt ){ suggested that sub-paragraph (¢) might be
modified to read "If the-Boerd, after drdwimg the attewtion of a goveirimerit .
which wvas not ¢arrying out theé prowisions of :this protocol...”.’

Mn, AMINT, {Iran) thought that subeparagraph (o) was 1llogiéal’and
unnecessary. If a.government had ineffective administraticn, other viclatiofs
would, nndoubtedly ocoyr and, sanctions could be applied without authorizirvg
1llepgal interference in the Internal affairs of states.

‘Mr. MAY.{Permement:Central Opium Board) vbserved ‘that it might be
possible to combine sub~paragraph (¢) and (e) and arrive at'a cohpiomise Porfils’
as follows: "If the Board comsiders that by reason of ineffective cc
violation.of. any.provisienys."s -

"Mr., HOARE
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;- Mr, HOARE (United Kinglom) and Mr. MIKOLIZ {Yugoslavia) supported the
Chairman's proposal that sub-paragrephs (d) and (e) should be discussed before
a decision was reached ou (c).

It wvas 80 decided. -

Mr. MAY (Permaneunt Central Opium Board).suggested that in sub-paragraph
(d) the words "production or" should be added before the word "stocks" in
order to cover the possidbility of over-production not reflected in stocks,

Mr. AMINI (Iran) considered that the sole danger was to allow stocks
in excess of the maximum. He did not see how the possibility described by
M. May could ocecur in practice.

Mr. NIKOLIC (Yugoslavia) agreed with the Iranign representative and
stated that, if a natlomal monopoly existed, all stocks were under its
Jurisdiction. In that case, over-production was impossible,

As the Commission had decided to. control production indirectly through
stocks, the suggeetion to Insert a reference to production would destroy that

concept.

‘Mr, VATLIE (France) said that the reference to production was -
‘umnecessary. . Sub-paragraph (e) covered illicit traffic.

Colonel BHARMAN (Canada).said he could see no reason for objections
to those provisions, &8s only an.explanation could be requested.-

s . .-+Mrs OR (Turkey) agreed with the: representatives of France, Iran and
Yugoelavia.

Sub- d without rcha

The CHAIRMAN invited observatioms on. sub-section (e) and the . .
ameniment prévicusly submitted by the Peruvian representative.
The Peruvian amendment wes sccepted,..
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Mr MAY (Psrmaaent Central Opium Board) pointed out that a. country
mi{*ht not 1tse1f beoome & oentre of illicit tre.ffic and yet by being tr e g
of supply, might endanger the situation in a.nothsr countzy.. Some provision
should be made to meet such & contingency.

. Mr. NIKOLIC (Yugoelavia) suggested that the words “... or source ...
might be inserted,,

. Mp, MAY (Permanent Central Opiym Board) egreed that that would meet
his point.

Mr. VAILLE (France) observed that the practical effeot of the ’fufgosieiv
amendment would be that ell countrj,es would be 1iab1e to_be rege.rded e.s a ghurce
of 1111cit traffic, since no country was inaea position to ai'firm that its »
control was such ag to preclud.e all possibility of supplies emanating from its
territories, The, term 'oentre of 111icit :i;nei‘fic" needed. to be defined..
Moreover P for the e.mendment to be acceptable, the "gource"” would have to be
qualified as "important"

+ ANSLINGER (United Ststes of America) supported the Yugosle.v amend-
nent. His Government wae in possession of 1nforma.tion at the moment which
indicated that traffickers were preparing to start operations in a certain countr
where the national control was not acejuate. In eimilar circumqte.nqes in the
past the Board had drawn the a.ttention of the country concerneq. to t.he fag
with the se.tisfsctory result ‘that control hed ‘been tightened.

The CHAIRMAN thought thaet determining the score of the word importsnt"
might prove difficult for the Board, and wondered whether t.he provision as a
whole might not throw & tremendcus birden wpon 1%.” “Ha aldo pointed. out that 1t
would be possible for a country to become & centre of 1lligit traffic without
violating the provisions of the ;rotocol.

Colonel SHARMAN (Cenads) again obgsrved that the Board would bde
extremely unlikely to exerciee its right to ask for explanaetions except in
importent instences. |

Sub-section (e) was Ancented as amended. .
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FEN

The; CRATRVAY dngaired whethsr 1t'was considered necéssazy to revert to
. sub-gection (a)s -

. MAY (Permanent Central Opium Board) remarked ‘that }t would be

unnecesgany. to retain the section'if the Protocol’ speciﬁcally pr_‘oviaed thet
. mtionol monopolies ehould be Bffectively controlled

Mr. AMINI (Iren) and Mr. VAILLE (France) failed’ to see the need for
such.a proviejon.
, | Mr. NIKOLIC (Yugoslavie) said he would be preparéd to accept & provision
giving the Board the right to ask for explanations in the oy-ex;t that the
‘functioning of. a national monopoly wes found 6’ be Yrefficient,

Mr. ANSLINGER (United States of“Americe) pointed out that the provision
contemplated in sub-sgection (c) should apply to all states parties to the protoeo],
and 119,1?,;?917333 to.the producing: countries.-

Mr, HOARE (United Kingdom) swid thet’thé discussibn hinded on what jower

should be given to the Board in the exercise of its control functions und.er the
protocol.‘ There .seemed to he ‘general agreement’ that 1t ahould. have t‘he right to
ask for explanations if the situation in & country was such as to 31ve rise to
the contingencies affecting illicit traffic foreseen in sub-section (e)
L . The: contingenoy cited earlier by Mr. ‘May should 218 be covered as the
‘ Boa.rd should. e in-e position toiask for explanations in all mstancos where 1t
fgund. that the situation in-a ‘country - in ‘respect to illicit tra.ffio eo requirgd, "
1nclud.ing & case where the national adninistretion waa not Jcaking ef;fective step 5
,to fulf;L‘l. .the: purposes of -the ‘prototol.

- .. -7he specific phrase “.J. by rodden THe oountry violating any proxision
of the protocoJ....\"‘would appesar-:to be ‘dut of oontext in suib-eec'bion (e) ap 1t .
now stood. He nevertheless considered that the Board sizou;l.d wa.].so heve tha right
to ask for explanations in the event of any such violation taking plecs.,,
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| . Mr. VAILLE (France) suggested ‘that:sub-sectitn (o) should be ro-iraft.d
‘ to cover the ‘oxm 1eaues' violation of the provisions of the protocol and Jangor
of becoming a centre or source of illicit traffic.

Mr. NIKOLIC (Yugoslavia) contended that it would automatically foll-w
from & violation of the provisions of the protocol -that the situation in a country
wes 1llegal, He was therefore unable to accept the distinction made by the United
Xingdom representative.

- Referring to the Chairman's observations, he considered that'a defini-
tion of the word "important"” was not needed. Its meaning and scope were already
well defiged "p_;r '_csa~x':|t‘»V\u’tata,gee

R A

‘Mr AMINI (Ira.n) still maintained‘that gub-sbction -{e) as now drafted
rrovided all the requieite safeguards. The change suggested would widen the
Boa.rd"s powere to .an un.justified and unnecessary extent, .

Mr. VAILLE (France) suggested, as & compromise, that the ‘accepténce of
sub-gection (e) might be made subject to the proviso that the Board should inter-
pret 1ts provisions in the light of the Commitesion's preparatory work.

KAMEL FAEMY (Fgypt). again drew. attention to his proposal to a.mend

Bu'b-eection (c) B

" 'The CEAIRMAN noted that the msin objection to sub-sédtion (c) vas that 1t
vould confer too wide .powers on the Bqa.rd v,ia:é-vig +the nationsal admintetration”
concerned wiih the execution of the grotonol, As -8 cempromiee , ke suggested t.hat
the section should be deleted a.nd 8 pxovision on, the following lines ingerted
undér chapter VI Genera:!. Provisions. The Permpanent, Central ©piwm Boerd mey from
time to time ask for 1nformtion regeyding. the- administration or execution of the
'protocol in the territoriee of the _perties concerned and,:if-rconsidered necossary,
tender ad.vice to Goverments.“

‘Mr. AMINI (Iren) exipporied the proposal.

Colonel SHARMAN (Caneds) observed that the proposal did not include
provision forf action in the event of an explanation being withheld entirely or
proving unsetlsfactory. 1t was jmperative that provigsion should be made for euch
contingencies. | Mr. ANST.INGFR
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* Mr, ANSLINGER(United Statee of America) bed siwilar misgivings regerd ine

the Cradyrants propoeal

The CHAIRMAN maintainei that the{p'oint vag adequately covered by
swbesecticn (o), since-administrative effectiveneee vould updoubtedly result in
one or other of the contingenciee therein foreseen“ thus the Board ‘Would. have the

poseibility of taking further action, It would bave been wore appropriate if the
point now raised had been brou@mt up in connexion with chapter IV s National Control,

Mo MAY (Pervanent Central Opium Board) maintained his view thet, if
subesection (o) wae to be deleted, a provision would be needed under the heading
of "National Control® meking it ebligatory for Governwents to establish an
adminietration capable of exercising effective control and thue waking lack of
effective control a violation of the protoool. ‘

M, ANSLINGER (United States of America) suggested that eub-section (c)
should be waintained, and the Chairman‘es. proposal inocluded as an alternative,

Mr', AMINI (Iren) failed to und.eretand. the insistance on the provieion |
in question, As the Chairman had peinted out the resulte of ineffective |
edministration weuld in practice ‘become apparent to the Board, and it could age ite
findings on such facte, without eitting in Judgment.

Mr, HOARE (United ngaons) in'en effort te meet Mr. May's view,
suggested that the phrase and. to the auppresaion of 1llicit traffic 1n opium"
should be added at the end of eection (2) of the ohapter on national contro.‘!..

That addition, wilth the provieions set ‘out in eub-eection (e), would give the Board
adequate power to act i.n all contingencies.

The provisions of naticnal control should aleo be extended to apply to
non-prod.uoing countriee, which '-.rould. weet the peint previouely ratoed by the
United Statee representative,

/ He also
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‘He,_alse, suggested  that.iajsub-gection: {e) -the phrasé; «fBy-¥éason of e

' couni:ry's failing to comply with any obligation,” should bémsubstitutsd Woi¥the
present wording.

The United Kirgc}om regresept&t;.v.e‘s auggestions were: a(;@ggvﬁad

It. was fm t.her a&reeﬂ that subesection {g). .shourld: be delteted, bnd ithet., the:

r o m,-u 0

tex't. pro;gosed b;;r the Qhairman should be_ingerted. jn ehapter ¥1x

The CHAIRMAN invited.observetions, on sectign (11).

Mr. NIKOIIC (Y%oslavia) asked for & definitlon of th¢ termi *reasonable

+ime“ ﬁseu in connexion w:lth the 61\]’11‘1{5 .of explanations to the-Boedd} It
appeared to him fr..g allow too much latitude,.

i o AMINI (Iran) recelled that,, &0 Teed Justthat ifficultyy he s
made a proposal in the sub-committee that a time-liwit of three months should be
fixed. He had also proposed that, the qualifications: "copvineing! Bhould: be
eubsti%u‘t;‘d lf‘ori thé word "sa.tisfactory .

Mr. HOARE (United Kinodgm) explaingd that..the sdh-ciuittee kad been
unable efter ca.reful considenation 1q megt the :susgeation -ofiithe Yusoslav:
delegate that the term "satisfaotory". ghoyld . pe..def ined. . I;tuhadl‘beenacdﬁﬂ*de‘re‘& i
“ripracticshis to define in the protocql,thy grownds an wixich ,the- Boakd skould ¢
base 1ts conclusione regarding the satisfactory nature or otherwise of an
explanation. " The‘ ]?oard should, be given full disevakion on BHhE poirt.'tHe had no
ob;]ectlon %o 1 the term 00nvinc;lni:,"

. Any _definlt;lon of "reaﬁona.ble rt;ma*"}wqu}d; ,Likewisme. teid to Yiait the
Boa.rd's discrei;lon, a.a we.}l ag thguingfothqr disadvantasges. - For/ *nstﬂncé i e
tine-Ilimit wera set, atthorities would tend .to defer.wepdfingiuhtil the ¥ime<
linit was runnin{, out and.on the othgr hand:a timendimly would ‘g2ve the Board

the autidr ity to act regardless -of t,lge circumatang ipmediately son dtast bxpir'a'.‘-r

Nl

o -J,

tion.

Mr, NIKOLIC (Yugoslaevia) still maintained that a definition was
necessary. The term was not recognlzed in international law and should there-
fore: fot be* employed in the protocol.

[V, VAILIZ
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Mr, VALIZE (Frawce) suggested that a time~limit of three months should
be fized, That should be adequste far all practical purposes.

Colimel SHARMAN (Cavada) and Mr. ANSLINGER (United States of America)
agreed with the United Kinglom remressntative, Colonel Sharmen edded thet the
Beard bad hed eonsidersabls experience, and might be relied upon to be reescnable
in exercising ites discreticn.

The CHATRMAN suggested thet the ssction should be smended to reads “If
an explanation convincing to the Boerd ie¢ not futrpished within two monthe or such
extended time as the Board may give in any particular cage ece”s

Mry AMINI (Iren) said thet difficulties of communication would have te be
taken into conelderation and would vary, with different countries.

Mre HOARE (United Kingiom) thought too much correspondence would be

Lmwollved 1n getting extensions. He preferred the origimel draft,
It was decided to continue the discussion at thé next meeting.

The meeting rose at l.10 p.m,

17/5 8.





