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DRAFI' INl'ERIM AGREEJviENr FOB -LIMlTI!riON OF THE PRODucr:tON OF OPIUM TO MEDICAL AND 

SCIENTIFIC ~·. ( Cor.f'arence Room Pa:per N'o. 8) 

The CHAIRMAN opened t~ diecusaioJl on the drett protocol, submitted py 
the French re-presentative,. to ~apt the provisions of the 1931 Convention tor the 
limitation of the manufact.ure of nercot·io drugs to opium. 

Mr. AMINI (Iran) t;Ja.1.a that he had not had ·time· to ·a~~dy the lle"N' proposal 

eubmitted by the French repreeente.M.ve end consequently resery~d the r~.ght to 

intervene in the discussion at "' later stage.. As a preli~y retlli'Jrk, he pointed 

out that 1 in his opinion, the Cotmniasion had met to d'iecues the question of the 

monopoly, e.&"1.d that the French -~~oaal constituted en_ ent~ely .new proposal on 

which marooors of the Coinmiseion ·had not received any instructions from their . . . 

Govertllll6nts eud on which, therefore, they would be able to. e~reas only tbe1r own 

personal views 1 as e;t:perts 1n the. d.eld • 
• ··.!,· 

Mr. OR (Turkey) aesoc1a.ted himself With the Iranian represeX).tatiTe 'a 

statement-. 

Mr• 'WEI (ChiDD.) observed that much 1n the p:t"oposed pr·:>tocol would 

naturally depend on the definitions.. He asked fol" some cl.arif'ios;cio:l. ot 
definitior.:e (a) and (d). 

/Mr. VAILLE 
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Mr-.• VAlLLB; (France) said it was Obvious. that. the propoaed, protocol . . 

would have, in due course, to be ex~int?d and approve;c., by al+ the Governme!4ts 
. ' ... : . ~; '· . : .... . . . 

concerned. The main .problem before the Commission was to devise some effective 

means, .at limitint(t~ pr.odu~~-ion ~f o~ium. Since t~ere. seemed to be no un.w.illdty 
. ~ . . . . . 

on the basic. provisions for an opium mon~poly 1 he had proposed an alternative . 

solution, but M.a delega:iiion would give sympathetic conaideration to any other 

.eff.ective and concrete proposal. 

Mr .. OR (Turkey) thanked the French delegation :f.or its efforts. to find 

a way out of the d1ffic~ltiea which confronted tte Co~tsaion. He had only 

received the document that morn.ing) and had not been able to examine it thoroughly. 

It was 1 however 1 a new approach ~ waa worthy or' careful consideratiun and 

study. 

The CHAJ.RMA."l said tha-t the French proposal was not really entirely 

new. It represented an alternative to the interim agreement which had been 

before the Commission for some t.ima past. It would be for the Commission to 

decide, af+.er examining the French draft protocol, -whether it should be adopted 

as an intarim mea.aure, or whether the Cornmission should resume its work on the 

interim agreement itself. 

Mr. MltY (Chairm.aJ'l of the Permanent Central Opium Board) recalled that 

1n hie introductory statement the French representative had mentioned that there 
:' t 

would be two agreements -- a diplomatic L~trument and a commercial oneo 

He wa.nt~d ·;to mow h~~ the two would be connected. 

) ' 
Colonel SRPRlliAN (Canada) referred members of the Collll1U.ssion to 

docume~t E/CN,7/L.6/Add. ·2~ which_etated that the Canadian Government was 

not favourable to. tb,e. e.stablishment of an international monopoly of opium 

alkaloids. He added that "i'?- ge:r1eral, Canada maintains ita pref6rencs for 

the established 1free order! system upon which the J.931 Convention is based •· 

/Mr. !INS LINGER 
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Mr-. ANSLTNGER (United State~ of America) can~t,l.lated the French 
. • ' r. '• . ' ~ 

delegation on prod·llcing B"ilch a simple and clear. Q..ooum~J;l.t& ·~ The Commission had . .· ' . . : ., .. ' ' . ' . 

reached a deadlock in, 1 te conetderat1cm. of .the OP.ium ·m6J:Iopoj,y'~ ·a:nd:•, in order to 

eaa-ape from 1 t, it waa necessary to turn to aome _ot~er pJ.a.n.o . 1'he nev pr6,Poaa.l 
., ·' . 

could be diecusaed by the represe:ntati-ves;.-in the,ir capACi t7 as experts. 
' 

Mr. 1\RUYSSE (Netherle.nda),aupported "by Mt"• ANS:t~INtJ.ER (U;';lited States of 

America), tho~gnt it would waste time to diseuse definitions and suggested that 

the ColllllliSEiio..""i shOuld immediately begin discuasiOJ;t· .on the operative pert of the 

French proposal. ! 

.,, .. · 

Mr. NIKOLIC (Yugosia•Tia) e:m.pha~ized tl"At the Conimiasion!a aim was ·;to 

lim.i t tj)_e production of opi'LUil. It had not met to d.iac'U.ss the opium monopo"-.7: · 

for its 01m sake, but m.ereJ.y because 1 t had been felt that such tnonopol;y would 

constitute the beet soJutio:n to the pro'blem. 

Mr. AJ.UNI (Ira.n} felt, 9n t.he contrary, that the Commiaa1on had 111et 

merely to acJ#ve the various di:t':ficu.l ties raised by the proposed monopoly. 

The CaAIRMJI.N said that th~ Commission's main •task was,· as the YugOSlav 

repreeer..tative had pointed out, to devise effective means for l1m1t~L~g the 

production of opiu.".!l. It we.a nonetb.elesa true, as the representative of Iran 

had pointsd r)ilt, tb.at the instructions· received by 1 ta mem"bera dealt mainl~ ;' 
with the proposetl opium monopoly. As some members felt that the "limita-tion ;of 

opium J?roduoti<m could be achieved by othe~ means than a monopoly, the COninft~sion 

should natural.\v ex:a.rrJ.ne t:leir proposals. 

Be w~J.ted to know whether the de:f'ini tiona contained in the French araft 

protocol were "i."l.sually accepted. in the opium trade, whether they were in confo:r·mi ty 

with defini tiO':le_ used in previous c:onventions on narcotic drugs 1 and e.J:"3cf 'kfh:it 

was the e:r.ia.ct "d:itfel'ence between gaJ.enical medio:I.nea prepared trom ophmi lia~·d 

under (b) and·::nedich1al opium listed under {c). 

He propo~ed that the Commission should discuss the French proposal 

ps.re.graph by pal'ao:~·a.ph. 

l:Lt-p.s BC2 as:re._lli 

/Jj;st.:g;~~ 
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Mr. ~uYSSE (Netherlan~), t,.hOllSht ~e .C~ommieeion .. ho~d f'iret die:ue;fl 
• '. ·, •• ,; • • w • • 

whethor the principle of submitting,eetimates would prove accepta.ble to the 
: ' ' '• • •• • ••• ,, I •' I 

Oommiesiao and the producing countries. The manufacturing countries were 

already well acquainted with that system. 

Mr. AM:nll, _(Iran) wandered whether the repl1'eentative of the See,retar.s· 
: ·, '. >~ .... : ..... . . . 

General could siye some information on how. the 1931 Convention had worke~ in . . '. ~ .. 

the past, and how it would be adapt~d to 9Pium., 

. Mr. z.A:Kusov. {Uniop. ~f Sovie-t Soc:J.~.+ist Re;p~b,l.iqe). asked the French 

repr~eentative ·what fundamentAll1 we.s ~e new element in the draft protocol, ec·, 

compareci with the 1931 Convention. He also wanted to know what procedure would 
. • < . . . . . . . 

be adopted for br:t~ging the commercial agreement, mentioned by the French· · 
representative 

1 
int~. eXistence. . . . . . . . .. , 

I . . ·-.· 

Mr. VAILLE (rrance) agreed with the Netherlands and, .United States 
~ " • ' • ' : • ~ .. • • l 

representatives that it would be a waste of time for the Commission to diseuse 

defini tiona. 

His proposal was diametricallY opposed to the principle of a monopoly, 

in that it adopted the principle. of B.lj! much libeJ'aliem an1 freedom ae possible. , 
• t • • ••. " . . •.• ' 

The law of supply and demand would be allowed full play 1 · in other words 1 . tber~ -. . 
• ' ', •: ,'• : '• .; ~ ' I • 

would 'b~ free C0111Peti tion i~ the opium trade. The IDa.."lufactw;-ing countries 
.. .. . . .... · . 

would be able to buy. as muc~. opium as they needed from_ ~ha~v.~r source they eh~s·-. 

They would. no longer be bound to buy certain quaqti~~ea,from certain producing 

countr1ee 1 which would therefore lose the guarantee they had enjoyed thus tar. 

Ms.nufacturins countries, on the other ~and, would run the ri~k. ·or shortages 

of opium; bu~ that could be reDledied by lay.ing in stocks 1n both the producing 
( : . 

and manufacturing countrie.e. 

The d.efini ti.ons in the draft protocol had be.en drafted 'fery rapidly 1 

bu·t:·were on the whole baaed on those used in paet conventions, Ae the protocol . . . . . 

wouJ.d ·extend to all forma of opium, 1 t was necessary to include the saJ;eni.cal 

medicines prepared from opium, listed uPder definition (b). Definition· (a) 

/covered 
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covered opium used for licit non•med.ical p_urpoees. Definition {c) had been 

·copied from the 1931 canvention,· ah<'iuC1n1t:ion·.:(d) had been added to avoid 

d:!.ffl~ttltiee raised by the ·use of the word "drugs''~ wbioh was most unSUitable 

ih :.F'l'ench. · · 

Replyil'l.S to questions :from Mr. ANSLINGER (United States of America) 

and t-!r .. \f.):!;I (China:), Mr. VAILLE (Prance) said that it had not been his in ten tic 

to su'bord1nat~ ·the signature 'of the protocol to the 'conclusion ot the single 

convention, although, as stated in the footnot;e tO page l~ it had been drafted 

"as i:f' the Permanent Central Opium Board and the SUpervisory Body had already 

be.en a:maieamat~d." He· had no preconcei'ved ideas on that score1 'and his delegat1: 

would: be glad to examine any "Suggestions. 

In reply to·.the question of the USSR representa·ti ve ~: he emphasized 

that one of the reasons tor the new protocrol was psychological. It would be· 

Very USeful if all the regulations on OpiUD1 1 olQ. Snd new I Wer& CaD.bined in Oile 

comprehensive instrument. Another new element of hie proposal was that it 

extended 'to opium the ·contrcil system established under the 19.3-l Convention • 
. :· i . 

Mr. AMINI (Iran) thanked the French representative for the clarity of 

·his' expla.nations, He nevertheless :failed to see· hoW the representatives of the 

pr'Oducing countries could ask their 'governments to·aecept the French pr"Opoeal
1 

which woUld. offer them no advantages ·whatsoever. : Unlike the monopoq 1 1 t woulJ. 

not g\J.arantee a stable mar)ret1 lillli tation· of production or :freedom frozn the 
(risks atteuda.nt upon a poor harvest. ··Moreover, it took no account' of el:ieting 

stocks of opium in various countries, 

!vir. WEI (China) noted that ast'1matea were to be diVided into two 

cate·gOries: the quantity required for iegitimate medicinal purposes and the 

quantity which 1 t was desired to produce tor stocks. There seemed to be sQille 

.. OOdeeion in this:reapect: ne principle was laid down for determining the amount 

· ot such stocks.· Again,· there would seem to be same contusion dr r~pti tiOn under 

the heading "Opium" {Chapter I, paragraphs l and 2}. Perha.p~ the French 

representative would be able· to clear up those two points. ' 

/Mrt. KRUISSE 
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.  :~ .,; f ~ -~ 1·. : :: ~ . ~- ~ ... ' '•.' - '.: :l . , ... '· . . \ . .. . . ' .f.. ·~ ~: {· ' , _.,. 

• "~· KRUY$SE ('N~th.erlande) inquired h'OW th~: i'r~eh.te-pioeeentative 
1,. wt l ' ,. · ' ··~ ' ~ .. · ·· 

env!~~~i\'~ .. ~he P.?f!si~~l~t~ ot tree o~tftien under the estim8t~J· eyst~nr, since 

pr?a.ucti.~~~ ~d ·compet,.ti~n woUJ.ci~:d~pend up6n 'the dematid~ of ~utecturers'. If ?. 

pr~duce~·.~id no~ s~U it~" ~pium, .th8r~ ·woUld b'e· dverp:i:"oduetion. · ·· ...... .,· . 
·' ··j

# • J, . ,, ·; • . • • ~ • • 

: ..... Mr. MA,Y ,{:Perina.nent Central 0!)1Um Board). considered the:t the estimates·. 

system, S:a. prop~~ by 'Jre.nce; Wduld have to be Up8.1lde'd. on. the lines laid dcn-m .... 

the 1Q3l Convent_ion ~0 make it more O~Prehensive.. 
· ~ : ~·· ~ . 

. . ' . ' • . 
. Mr·. S'fEINIG (Secrebiriat) reoa11f;d tba't the.l925 Gonvenfion on Ne.tcotiic 

. . · · r:.•·.. ·· : ..... 1 . 

:Orug~ :na~ prQVi~ed for eattmat~(s·to D~. SUbmitted by ,eaeh COUntry': of tne q\iatiti:t;y· 

of dr~s, 1nclud:i.ng ~pium; which it ·~nt1~1pat~d !t ~oiud require' t6·import in: 
.' • ' ••• J r . •.' , . 

aey g;l'v~n year t"<;>r domestic use. Those ·eati~te8 bAd playe(t no practical role 
.... . . . ~ '·_, ~"'··: .. : . ,.'·.·· ' ... ~, ..... ~(/ ~ . 

in e41abling, the P~rma.nent Central Opium ':Soard·' to oontrol· or limit .th" productio:r, 

0; OpiUlll during th~· Wh9le twenty~~O yea.fe Of, lt&' eXiSt.ence. • ; . , 
. . . ""\ .~ .-: . r • ' .., , 

~· • ,, • ~ ' ··_ " ! : . • ·. . • . fl ~ 

. . . .. 'l'~e. l93.1 Convention, on th& oth6r'hB.nd, ''had este.bl1:ehe'-d'est1me;tes ct. J 
• • ' .. '. ' -!-. :·:' ·, ~ . . • 

an entirely· different order. Each country subn1itted an estimate of its 

e.nticipa:~ed re~uire:Dbnte of manufactured cn:iugs tor domesfio! use. -·'Domestic ua-~. 

for tha:t pu;·poqa, had been defined as including quantities required for conaumpt·'c 
t' ' •. ' ' ' -~. • : • '.f • .'. ' I ·, - . • 

for yom:G~Si~ in~o oth~ drugs, and for maintena'noe' of •stocks. The Supervisors 

Body ·~r&p~ed eat~st;s fo~'those countries and 'territori~s which did.not·~ub~it 
them. The au.m total of the estimated requirements· tar each cot!ritry, when added 

:t~~ti;.er. by the Supervisory Body at: the end Of 1eacli·'year-, :represented the 
. ' ; . . . :-~ ', ' ' .. ... ' 

. estimated world requirements tor·/ the ·sueoeeding·ye~. World require~nts a.e 
' ". . •). . ' ' . ' ' ' 

thus es·~imated ror' e.bout 172 e'overeign c'ouritriae· end terri'tor.iee were su'j:)ject· ~0 
revision 'in th~ iig~'!t :Jf ac'tua.i' nee-ds; ' gov..nrnmehta· could sttbm~t· supplem,ente.r.1 

estimates for. t~t· p1.~pose.' .. 

. ~he Supervisor;y :Body had found that most countries ,QVer~s.timDtte(l 'their 
\ • . • ,i : • :_ ., • ' . , .. J . . . ( ~ , I . ' ' I 

. 
requ~:318nts; 11\ 193~ e.nd 1935,· th«;··world' total· was about·.6() per .cent in excess 
' .. ..::_ ·.' .. ' .. : t •• ~ : ~-... ~·-._ '!. • .j • 

of :the actual · world needs~ · · ' · ~ _.. : ,_ 
' ,-1'", • ;. '· ·. ·; ' : •• : f ., ~ ' :' . ' . t . 

V:M.ar tbt~ e~ti::.r1e.b system or the 1931 eon";e'nt:t~tt, ·::consuming -eo~tr1ea 

· ~, t~ .o;~tB:i~l ·-tbaf:t: i:lv.~plie~ ·Or drugs from any; sour.cle, . .'prOYided. thf.'Y kept 

-etrtctly~.'...;i~i:n.' th~ s~timt~~- ·sub~ttedi . Th~efc~, n¢ ~.nute.cturing country 
'-.; .~· ... ·. ·. " '. ~·· ' ' , . . : .~· . :, . .. ~ .. I·' ":. "' ' . • ' 

could know til ad.ve.n¢3 tlie q i.m.hH. ty ·or ~ aruge 1 -t· wCmld. be.' t~led u.~on ·. to. JQe,nU· .. 
. . ' . . . ' ' 

' fe.otut"e~,.P.n4; ~~ort in any one year. 
\ • 

0 

• Jrt: ~i(JIJl! . 
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.·tt"i-Touid be ·i'eeilled.'that; d~ing.the:-w.e:Par&t<i~ ·trr .t~e 193+ Convent~o! 
the proposli:Fba.d been.· to· have a eombibed:_ esti~te:.atld quota ·sy$tem, wh~~~1'Y :eacb 

. ' , . . 

~itl.ra.ctlii•ing CO'U.l'lti-y woUld: have been:,: called: upon :f:o. manuf~~ture ~ s~~e.~. !'TOpor~ j ' 
• ' -!' • 

of world requiremants hi;· each .. year. ~france\ had, at that time, .int:ro.duced a, fr~~~ 

or.der, similar to the one now proposed, which bad resulted in the reJeetion of 

the. quota ~system. Accordfngly ,: .the~ 'estimates ~sye.tem ~der the 1931. ~~nvention, 
aft hough' linii ting ·manu.racttire (.Art1~le 6.) on a·. worl.d ·seale, did. not in. fact limit 

. I ' 

it in advance within, a given country ·1n one year.~ ~.: ·· · 

Such a system would not be practicable, however, in the case of the 
' " I , •, t ' 0 ~ • , f ' -· • ~ ·-.. 1 • 

agricultural product, where .;it we 'imposstble 'to eet,imat~· ;w1:~~·e.ny. accuracy the 

yield tha:i/woUld -~ obtained, ''and '·no ;supplementary ~timatee we~ ·possible. ' 

O:pi~ w~~ 'i~ch :a d~lloate ''crop 'thitt · s.ometimes th!s. :yi-eld :tJ4ght .:pe only 25 per. ·~e·r. 
• . . ' • -·· .'.t 

or ' 30 pei- cent of what ' had . beeri antic 1pa ted. ' .. ' . 

''The c6nciusion ml8ht be drawn.tl'JE.\t the eetimat~s system. in ita~lf woulu 

not achieve limitation ct manUfacture Ol''~oduction •. , It was a .means t~ t~t end 

but it would have t~;be adapted· to the riat~: of· the au~stance involved. 

Different m~thods .. :Were ca.lled1 f'br in applying the system t9· ~ufactured drugs 
-: ~ 1 ~ .. • •••• , • ' • • ' • .. • • ~ • • • 

and to the produotion of the raw materia+~··.: ;.';· . . ,, 
' . 

' Mr·. VAIIiE {F~riee) ·expressed appreciation· ot Mr. Steinig's clear. 

e":atement. . Ali .the ·points he had mentioned had been tak.en into accpunt .in. 
'( 

preparing t~ French propoaal ~ ·'· •;.: 
' . 

It was generally acknowledged that the; 1925 Convention .~d failed in 

it~ object, ~iniy·b~cauae·no'provishm had'beea·made for sanctions in the event 

of ~iol~tiona. ·~.view ... of the considerable· degree of social progress since 1)'2~ ,, ·' ··.· / . . 

aa:ncuons were probably lee~··'!lecose~y at the present time. Nev~thol~a~., 1 t . 

. ~rae essential that any convention concluded should b~· e~ti"e~ded 'b.Y·.8.!J.. "tdequs.te 
' . ' . . . ~ . ~ . -; ,' ' . . . 

sy~tem. of sanctions. .. . '·' . ., 

ie was somewhat· c·oncerned over . the -ques1'i,on of annual estimates. It 

wa~ possible to arrive at accurate estimates, but any difficulty arising through 
' ,, .• , f ' . • ~• ' • l.t ' • •I' ~ • ' ' ·! 

UM.Yoidable inacctirac1ee mie;ht ·be overcome by .1119-reaaing the e.motmt~ ¢' stocks. 
, , , " :.-, .. ' • .I ., .. , , . ' 

~ch country· shOUld be Sl.lowed, under the convention, to hol~ a .reserve stoqk;. of 
.. ~ . ... :. " •. : ' ( ,' ' . . . . . ,. .. . ~ . . ~ . . '.,. 

not more than one year's· eupply·.and s.ome provision. should be made w}lerebr ~ger 
.. . . '· . .~.. ..a. • '. ._ . 

stocks would be p8rmitt~d· in -'c¥ain· c$rcumet~ce~.. No eeri~s difficulties 

ehoW:.d 'be ·involved in that. 
' · ,, j!ru;:·poss1:1111fty 
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' 'fli8'' pOssibi1Ity~ 6£ ese.ggeratea- ~fHiiatee ~d lte- mepti~d •. If, 

howev~r, e$t1mates we±-e 'based ·o:rr~·statisttes Qt:·av~~e. :y.i~!i· ;4 e~~tion :
•· .·. ,; , . . . . . ~ - . ;· . . .. --:- ·• ~ ..... · ... ~ . .

during the past five"·yeara,.'tbat' 'Woul-d prpvide a sate;- foundatiOn t·baf?.: 1n th~. :Q()• · 
' ' . ' \ ~ .. ~ 

1
'"''' t •JJ!' ., ~I· ''• J ' . ' ·, • • J 

 · 1 :tt wae· true t11at' 'under .the 1931 06nvent1on, e. :manu:f'ae~urer could not 

knciW'!:n ad'Variee "wbe.t the extent ·-ot his opere:Uon8 Would be for. the .. a~eedirlg ~'(. 
~ . ' ' ·. . ~ . . 

but it was unlikely that any eubete.!ittal ehd.nses would ·t~ke place trom y:ee,r. 
. .

tO]e&r• . 
. So ftul·~as :e.-'iliOnbpoU·"waa~ concerned, ·1t ~s~;cniy;t'18tura1 that cOUntries 

shbUld w18h to~protecf their owiinte:Nsttt.~~·~'.~~ ~t a-. weU,'be ~~dsnit~:~ci . 
that perf~cH.on cOUld no-t:~ achievea..--~ Be-v~~Jle~ee&f,.~ de~~-1 t.~·. :the d~~fieUlt:l.~s ·. 

and unct~tti1nties·1molved,' aome·progres.s t~dt ~~1ng th,-~·~·e o!';~~~t~~. 
I I I . . , . l, . • ' • • • f . \ I'~ .. I . " 

_drUse-~ poss.ible~ ·e.ha ·wbe.t the· .c·Oades1~,. ;~;~-... t~ ~~ ~s to plan the. 1 
'· 

• • ~· • . . • • • .~;. ..... " • • ~ i''f )' •. 

extent 6t t"bAt progresEi' for the:· ·MX't few y~.; '· 'l'he ~.iff'i.c~t~ea inh~retit ·in. y:.. 
task bad to be. tackled, e.rld: that ;YafJ· w~ he ~~od W.~·th Mr •. Steinig :that·, in:"" 
. "'4_.. J_ •••• • .·.. • '. • • ,. .• ·' :future, estimates 'of ·re.w c)l1i'UIIf:.product1o~i'·woul4. he.v:e tq ,be computed on ,a, bAsis ' · 
different from that hitherto-used·~· ··c'il. 

He agreed with the Iranian representative that the opium monopoly would 
"""' J ~ •• 

offer certi!.U\ advantageef':'to·tbe:' producing. countries. At,.t.~e. se;m.e time, he 
. 1-., •. . . ' " . ' 

favaured a:·m.6re l1b~8J. approach~ ·:. :He~we:s, conv1nc~4 tha~,t~.,;produc1:qe. countrieB 
', t ~ ~' ". I•' ~·• • · ,.· .n . • • • ,_' : '' :· ~ •; ,•• 

wished. to see some' pi-ogress 'tewtu"ds a ··h'ulll4ne sq~uti~ pf. ~h:e po~).em ~' under 
~ -. • , A " .. , ~· •· ' •• 1 i , .. 

the. proposed .Fr~neb~, selieme·;· they ''ttouJ.d sUf:fer no .t'*:aanp1fl ~~os~·~,.,. N~t~~' · 
' .... ·. . . ..... ; . . . . 

they sliould be allowed· a c'e'rte:tn 'u:m.e ·to red~ce the~r ACI"fl&ge· ~81" .. opium 

cultivation and introduce other crops~ .The 1nt.~r,.~-t~.:of the highl; im~tant .. 
( . . . .. 

g:r'C>Up I· perha.pS the mOSt import,cmt group' of ConstUJling CountrieS Would be equallJ 
protected under the French ec,li ...o

  I 0 ••: • • .:..:. •' 

Referring to the points raised by the Chinese representative, he said 

that· tho defin1 tiona 1n his proposal had been derived trom the 1925 and 1931 

Conventions; no new .elements bad been introduced. With regard to the question 

of stocks, wl\ich was very delicate, he bad been ce.ref'ul not to take up aa extreme 

position. It was necessary to provide tar a certain flexibility, tor which 

tho Commission must envisage detailed provisions, outlini%38 the role,that the 

Permanent C•ntral Board would play in that eonnexion. On that point and also 

on the section h$ded "0piUJn11
, there would have to btJ further discussion, in 

order t~ determine d1at1nct1cns and establish q'U8.lltities for the. various uses. 

/In' comexion 
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It?:· CODP.~<:m::l-l~t~-~~Y~~~t~t ·~t\~d~. ~::}he. ~e_t~~7"lands representative. 
he stated that tlib: ii,ift,,ff!A -~~-··~~~d ~ .J~e. ~- as that x}rovi'ded in the 192: 

' . ' . "· •. " .. ,· ;~.~-~-~~ ...... t ... -·~· .. ' ... ' . 

and l93ii ~nventi~t·· . ..- ·h~.-.l"~~~~.4 _h~~ ri~~ -~~~:,"-:'ert .~0 t~ matter later·.·..
· . · In conolW#~tl, he t4U>: asr~cl With Mr. May ··that 1f' the e~timates· · 

system "Was to~.sv.c~eed, .:it -w~d·-~v~)o be ~th~r···e~ded• : ~t it was st
(j • .- ~· • 

too early; .to go into detaUs,.. 
. 

• .. 4·· . 
··~.-~., ... · MX!~· MAY· (Permanent \C~tral Opium Board) t~ought there would be gen&re.l 

appreei-ation· of.-.~"tlle need for. a ~a'~~t. apprOach. i~--~etablitsh1~ estimates far 
·~ . • I~ •• •'-.. ~' ~ ''t ~~ . '• •·. ~ . r •. •• • 

the manufactured product aa~ ft;Jr. t.h.~· agricultural product;. . 'The eeeential ... 

~lire-~~; .. W8JS·.eaussa by ·t~~-·time ~~etor." A ~u.r~turer· co'ul.a··ehsc·k ov~r;. .. ;· 
... • ~· "" . • ' . ' .. : . . ;~ l . _. ;- .~~ '" '. 

pr~dUcticn within a,.c-~~t1v.t'~ .el).ort time, but there 'wuld neeee8a.r1ly be:a 
~. . ... '·· .. ~.· ... ~ .. ~· .. ·._;_ ·~ .. . .. 

· time•lag ·of at 'least one ;)'ear 1n.~Q.k1n.s agricultural over-production. Accordi-llr'~ 
~ •· ~ • ~" I ;. '"• - . • I' • 

for 'tmit· particular ,year,- ::~he~ .... "faa .:a d~~r :t~~ 'st~~ke · ~~ul4 'te ·higher ·tmm'· 

was neceesary •.. i'herefore-,the ~~al issue tn''&v sJhome bised''on a e'stem 
of estimates would be control. of. th~ ~1z~· ~~ ~toeka ~ 

· . 

'· Mro. '"AMIN:t· (Iran) 'tlaa, A~~; ·~p ~~-~ :'t'~~ the French representative ... . . . . ) . 

a~eed w:tth hie vde.w .ttat the !';t'~I}Oh eo~ would entail sabrifices on· -thfs· part 
• ' • ,l f ~ ' . , :, • ,. ' , .'I _' , , .. • . '• ,• , • -;' 

ct ·the produc-ing QO-Un'\J1'1e.s., ~-~~o~h . those c?~~~ies were' lese 'developed ·and·. 

leas abl&1.to bee.r.:suo,h .. a btmden :t~ .the.manura~turin8 countr'!e·s~"·· One iCif the 
' • ,' ~ ': .~. . •..• ~ . ' '• :• .. ' ~ ''· . • l' . •. ·. ' 

main arguments for a mon~:"Jly ~a. tbat it ~ould sprMd sucb·'eadritiees ·equall:r 
~'between· prod.ueine and·man~~.<;:t~:ng.oountri~a.

( 2/5l.~. 
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